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Questions
Regarding the Environment
and Timber Harvesting

in the Tanana Valley

Should the Environment Be Protected No Matter What
the Cost?

Unsure No Response

Neither Agree Nor Disagree
15%

Even ifIncreased Timber Harvesting isBad forthe
Environment, Will American Know-How Be Able to Fix i?

Neither Agree
Nor Disagree
12% -

No Response
30}03 Unsure

Will Increased Timber Harvesting be Harmful to the
Environment?
Neither Agree Nor Disagree

No Response
% Unsure 5%

Has the Timber Industry Been Environmental ly Responsible in
the Tanana Valley?

No Response 2%
Unsure

32%

Neither Agree Nor
Dlsagree
23%

Should Development Be Pursued No Matter What the Impact?
No 82%

Neither Agree Nor
Disagree /

% m

No Response 1%
Unsure 1%

Graphs based on data from a random survey mailed lo 1,584 volcrs in Ilhe Tanana Valley UAF studcnls prepared lhe sludy for Ihe Fairbanks Industrial Development Corporation Numbers may not be added lo 100% due lo

rounding



Questions Do You Agree that Increased Timber Harvesting Cannot be

Environmental ly Safe?
Unsure 6%
Regarding the Environment No Response 1%
Yes 15%
Continued
No 69%
Neither Agree Nor
Disagree 9%

Should Increased Timber Harvesting Be Opposed No Matter
How ItisDone?

No Response Yes _
1% Unsure 1% Neither Agree Nor
Disagree
10%

Will Increased Timber Harvesting Improve Big Game Habitat

Hunting?
Unsure l\ﬁ) esponse g

15% 1%

Neither Agree Nor
Disagree 14%

measadmcbla Irana randon suneymailed to 1,534 \aters intre Tanama \alllkey  UAF stuoants prepared the study ta-the Fairtenis Irdstrial Devellgarent Coporatian. Number's may rotbe added lb100% due b



W ould Increased Timber Harvesting in the Tanana Valley Make You Better or W orse O ff?

Use Forest for Recreational Activities

Better Off 22%
Worse Off 29%
Do Not Use for
Recreation 6% Unsure 4% Heé;ffgtlzéc Té‘&ﬁf“'
Response 4%
Use Forest for Hunting
Do Not Use for
Hg(r)]g/ing Worse Off 18%
0 Better Off
_ 25%
No Response 5%

o Helpful & Hurtful No Effect 9%
Unsure 3% Erf)fects 1C%

Do Not Use for
Trapping 54%

Do Not Use for
Lumber
35%

Use Forest for Trapping

Worse Off 12%

lelpful & Hurtful

0
Unsure 49 Eects 4%
No Response 5%
Use Forest for Lumber
Worse Off 7%
Better Off 29%
No Effect 11%

Unsure Helpful & Hurtful

No Response frocts 70

6% 5%

Graphs based on data from a random survey of 1,584 voters in the Tanana Valley 517 persons responded UAF students prepared the study for the Fairbanks Industrial Development Corporation Numbers may not add lo 100%

due to roundma



W ould Increased Timber Harvesting in the Tanana Valley Make You Better or Worse O ff?

. o Use Forest for Firewood
Use Forest for Gathering Activities

Do Not Use for
Firewood .
No Effect 32Xl
| 17%
Do Not
Use for Helpful & Hurtil NoResponse 3% ynsyre  Helpful & Hurtful
Bathering 25% No R%fonse Ur}%z & flects 9% 59% ffects 6%
Gathering includes activities such as berrypicking
Use Forest for Viewing Use Forest for Spiritual Values
Worse Off 43% Better Off 18% Worse Off 30% Better Off 8%
No Effect
1% 0 Notlt\J/se| for
Do Not Use piritual Values
A 0 Helpful & Hurtful
Viewing Activites Respo'\rlwe G Unsure 5% Pitocts 130 19% No Rggo onse  nsures  Hel #élcét?; I-SItOJAEtful

Graphs based on data from a random survey of 1,584 voters in the Tanana Valley 517 persons responded UAF students prepared the study for the Fairbanks Industrial Development Corporation Numbers may not add to 100%

due to rounding



Phone: 907-463-3366
Fax: 907-463-3312

M ANAGEMENT AND SALE OF STATE TIM BER

Passage of HB 212 or HB 261 is inapprogriate, Ill-advised, short sighted
and detrimental to the enhancement "of the forest products industry in
Alaska. These bills take the State backwards from the goal of improving
our economic future and building strong communities.

SUSTAINED YIELD
Alaskans depend on the resources of this State for our livelihood and our
lifestyle. In"Article VIIT (Natural Resources) the State constitution
provides for the development of resources "y makm%_them available for
maximum use consistent with _the_Publlc Interest.” Article VIII, Section 4
provides that "Fish, forests, wildlite grasslands and all other replenishable
[esources belon%mg to the State shallbe utilized, developed, and

maintained on the Sustained yield principle, subject to preferences among
beneficial uses."

HB 212 and HB 261 favor commercial timber harvest over all other uses
of state forests, and require a high level of scientific, proof before DNR
may restrict commercial logging on state forest. This is in diametric
opposition to the underlying principles of the Constitution that provides for
sustained yield of renewable resources.

Changing the purpose of state forests from multiple use to
timber production, making commercial logging the chief
consideration in land use planning is irresponsible.

. ALASKA FOREST PRACTICES ACT . .
By the mid 80's it was clear that uniform and enforceable minimum
standards for protectm?_ fish_habitat was essential for the long-term
protection of Alaska's Tisheries. Then Governor Cowper, seeking to
mediate solutions that would protect the collective interests of the: State, and
retain a viable timber industry, appointed the Alaska Forest Practices
Review Steering Committee.

ALASKA CCNICK TOK lilt CNVIKONMCNT « ALASKA CUM'IIK. SICKKA CLUB « ALASKA fKIfNDS Of THE EAKTM
ANCMOKAOC AUDUBON SOCICIY * AKCHC AUDUHON SO<iCFV « CUAN AIK COALITION « DCNAII CITIZENS' COUNCIL
DENALI CKOUP. SjEKRa CIUIl « IUMAU AUDUBON SOCIETY « IUNCAU GROUP. SIERRA CLUH
KACHCMAK BAY CONSCKVAIION MMICIY « KfNAI PCMNSIIA AUDUBON SOCIETY « KMK CANOCKS AND KAYAKIKS
KNIK GKOUP, SICKKA CIUIJ » fcOOIAR AUDUHON SOCIEIV « LYNN C\NAL CONSCKVAIION « NORTHERN ALASKA ENVIRONMENTAL CENTER
PRINCE WILLIAM SOUND CONSCKVAIION ALLIANCE « MIKA ( ONMKVAIION MMt IS « SOUTHEAST ALASKA CONSERVATION COUNCIL ¢ IONGASS CONSERVATION S*Mit IV
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To achieve an ob#ecnve and balanced review, the review process included
representatives of timber land owners, state agencies, and users of public
resources affected by forest practices. The committee included equal
representation from’timber groups and non-timber groups.

This Committee developed the plan that is now refereed to as the Forest
Practices Act, and their final report s the "green book agreement".

The steering committee adopted five ground rules to guide their process.
The final gfound rule was "All parties agree to be an advocate for an
agreed upon plan.” . The parlies agreement was to the entire plan —not to
individual parts of it. Thus if the agreement is changed, the parties are not
bound to continue their support,

HB 212 and HB 261 propose major changes to the Alaska Forest
Resources and Practices Act, AS 38.05.1%.2—.113 & AS
41.17.010-.950 ("FPA') and the forest land planning provision
in Alaska Statutes. These changes are unacceptable!

Changes delete from the law the requirement for the State to consider
Interdisciplinary data on short, long term, and cumulative impacts of forest
harvest activities on all forest resources. This in essence prevents
concerns over timber harvest impacts on salmon habitat, trap
line habitat or other uses from being considered prior to a
commercial sale of timber.

. OUR SHARED FUTURE _
If we are lucky, history may show that Alaska learned from the mistakes of
others. Today some of our wild salmon stocks are healthy, our water Is
clean.enough in many parts of the State to meet the national standard, and
our air Is on most days Is clean enough to breathe. It is only through good
fortune and vastness that it is So.

Oppose the devaluation of public resource for private

gain without consideration of other users.
Oppose behind doors negotiated contracts.

Support Community input and notice. 4/26/95



James V. Drew
4725 Villanova Drive
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709-3220

TESTIMONY ON HB 212 AND HB 261, April 26, 1995, Fairbanks, Alaska

State forest land is a resource that can provide both economic and societal benefits in
Alaska. Currently, however, sales of state-owned timber that create new wealth andjobs
in Alaska are bogged down in excessive, time consuming, and costly Frocedures. HB 212
or HB 261 will remedy this deficiency. 1recommend passage of this legislation

Modifications presented in Sec. 2. AS 38.05.112 (b) in HB 212 (page 1) are important
because they simplify procedures and reduce the time and cost for preparing site-specific
forest land use plans for individual timber sales. At the same time, the preparation of
required, re?ional forest land use plans will provide determinations of immediate and
long-term etfects of individual and collective activities on the timber base and on other
resources and uses that are now designated in AS 38.05.112 (b).

In Sec. 38.05.113 in HB 212, new text is as follows: The timber sale schedule must
provide a timeline that identifies timber sales, their amounts, and their locations, and
must he sufficient to provide the public and the forest products industry with a basis to
comment on future sale offerings. | recommend deletion of tne words, and must he
sufficient. In the absence of a clear definition ofsufficient, endless debate on what is
s_uffti)cientlcould lead to continuing delays and increased costs to the state to administer
timber sales.

Sec. 7. AS 441.17.200 of HB 212 (page 4) clearly defines the purpose of the state forest
in Alaska, i.e., multiple use management. With 11 million acres of strie land classified
for [%arks and recreation, it is entirely reasonable to designate less than 2 million acres in
the Tanana Valley State Forest for multiple use management emphasizing the production,
utilization, and replenishment of timber resources while perpetuating personal,
commercial, and other heneficial uses of the resources.

In my view, HB 212 could be imgroved by adding to it Section 1 AS 38.05.115 (a) as
prepared for reenactment in HB 261 (page 1). Inaddition, HB 212 could be further
Improved by adding Section 6. AS 41.17.200 as amended in HB 261 (page 3). This
addition would bring private-scctor experience and judgment to forest management. |f
private-sector businesses are to produce the quantity and quality of wood P_roducts_
necessary to operate in a competitive market, they must have access to sufficient timber
to make their enterprises cost effective.

| strongly recommend passage of HB 212 with the modifications suggested, or the
Bassage of HB 261. If renewable timber resources are harvested on a sustained yield

asis as proposed in this legislation, then values desired bv nonconsumptive users are
maintained.
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TO: House Resource Committee, Attn, Bill Williams

DATt:  April 26, 1995

FROM: Peter Shepherd, 1012 Galena St. Fairbanks, AK 99709

I support the basic intent, of HB 212 and HB 261.

In my view these bills contain significant changes in language essential to
management of timber resources in the Tanana Valley State Forest. The
intent is to elevate the sustainable harvest as the best and most
beneficial use, while assuring that other uses are properly prioritized. The
reason for these changes are obvious and have arisen from industries and

resource managements frustration with cumbersome law.

Interior forests are a product of disturbance. The lack of catastrophic
events in past decades, mainly wild fire, has led to increasing decadence
in forest stands and other habitats. Consequently, the biotic potential of
the IVSF has declined. Professionally managed forest harvests can
substitute for the absence of wildfire regimes and would result inearlier
sucessiona) growth favorable to wildlife diversity and abundance, along

with regrowth and replenishment of forests for the future.

fly concern as a professional wildlife biologist is that with the current
lack of wildfire, Interior forests are losing the capacity to sustain viable
populations of many fauna, forest practices can be utilized to emulate
natural successlonal sequences which provide shelter and food for these
species Sound torest harvest practices should benefit many uses of the

Tanana Valley state forest for perpetuity.
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N orthern Alaska Environmental Center

218 DRIVEWAY
FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701
(907) 452 5021

House Resources Corimittee
April 26, 1995

HB 212 & HB 261
Egezggrthern Alaska Environmental Center opposes HB 212 and

Founded in 1971, we represent 1,300 members and remain
committed to the sustainable multiple use of forests on
state lands and_the perpetuation of those uses end values.
We support Ioggln?_as one of the legitimate use of the
forest, yet we believe that of the many potential and actual
uses_of multiple use state lands, large-scale logging
remains one of the few which has the potential to utterlg
destrQY other interests, values, and uses. HB 212 and H
261 will _only help Alaska repeat the past mistakes of other
communities. Our community Is not prepared to suffer from
the consequences of 1ll-considered_decisions leading us into
the maw of large-scale export logging. We treasure this
land and our outdoor lifestyles and intend to raise our
families here. For these reasons, we know that you will
carefully consider the consequences of allowing HB 212 and
HB 261 to be enacted into law.

For our part, the Northern Center has actively monitored
logging plans in the Interior since 1990 and have warily
listened to proposals for increased logging in the slow-
growing boreal forest. Alaska has long been used as a
source_for raw resources with little heed for the iInterests
of _residents. We recognize the faces on the other side of
this debate: the robber barons of the 1950s are the timber
barons of today. During the past 16 months as the
environmental representative on the Tanana Valley_State
Forest Citizens™ Advisory Committee, we have routinely
advocated for other seats/interests which are often poorly
represented at the table: subsistence, hunting, trapping,
recreation, tourism, and the general public. The Northern
Center strongly opposed SB 310 the day it was introduced and
opposed it to the end. At the March 25 timber meeting in
Fairbanks, we offered an alternative proposal to provide
small operators with greater access to state timber without
ellm!natln% or circumventing_the public notice and plannin
requirements (see our Community Woodlot Proposal, attache
In short, we have participated, ghallen%Fd, and cooperated
as we fTelt necessary and appropriate. ue to our

printed on recycled paper
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IT the true intent of HB 212 i1s to help small_logging
operations acquire wood to be used in local high value-added
products, the Northern Center believes that this can be
accomplished, without_legislation, under the existing  _
statutes with a few minor changes in the re?ulatlons- With
this in mind we proposed the Community Woodlot Program at
fhe,,March 25th meptincr in_Fairbanks _Tbe~ruo<'xe of..tM ° X
system of timber sales in the Tanana Valley State Forest. A J
copy of the proposal is enclosed.

propua/ is 4o vVtITtM M
HB 261 if
rve>p.

HB 261 makes sweeping changes to Titles 38 and 41. The
Northern Center strongly opposes this bill.

We object to the language in Section 1 which mandates
consumptive use. Non-consumptive uses are equally important
to the economy and character of the state of Alaska. Again,
language i1n this section which limits public review and
comment on timber sales is unacceptable.

Section 6 adds new_ language to Title 41 which essentially
requires DNR to privatize the management of the state land.
State land belongs to each and every individual iIn the
state, and turning over the management to a few individuals,
with a profit motive iIn mind, is not sound, sustainable
resource management. Subsistence and sport_hunters and
fishermen all depend on and appreciate public lands.

We strongly oppose Section 7 which changes the purpose of
the state Torests from one of multiple use to timber
management.

Sections 8, 9 and 10 when taken as a package set state land
management back to the dark ages. _These Sections gut any
public involvement iIn forest planning and turn our state
forests over to a few, who would remove all of the trees for
?rof!t with little or no return to the people of Alaska.
ourism and fishing are economically more important to the
state, not to mention their importance to the quality of_
life_to the people in this state. To remove any protection
provided to these other values iIn the planning process is
nothing short of foolish.

At a bare minimum, we would suggest that the committee ask
the Department of Natural Resources and Fish and Game to
prepare fiscal notes to reflect the costs of HB 212 and 261.
Additionally, the amendments_proposed.by DNR iIn the House
State Affairs Committee hearing of HB 212 should be
carefully considered.
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N orthern Alaska Environmental C enter

218 DRIVEWAY
FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701
(9071452-5021

House Resources Committee
April 26, 1995

HB 212 & HB 261
Egezg%rthern Alaska Environmental Center opposes HB 212 and

Founded in 1971, we represent 1,300 members and remain
committed to the sustainable multiple use of forests on
state lands and_the perpetuation of those uses and values.
We support Ioggln?_as one of the legitimate use of the
forest, yet we believe that of the many potential and actual
uses_of multiple use state lands, large-scale Ioggln%
remains one of the few which has the potential to utterl
destrgY other interests, values, and uses. _HB 212 and H
261 will _only help Alaska repeat the past mistakes of other
communities. Our conmunity Is not prepared to suffer from
the consequences of i1ll-considered decisions leading us iInto
the maw of large-scale export logging. We treasure this
land and our outdoor lifestyles and Intend to raise our
families here. For these reasons, we know that you will
carefully consider the consequences of allowing HB 212 and
HB 261 to be enacted into law.

For our part, the Northern_Center has Actively monitored
logging plans iIn the Interior since 1990 and have warily
listened to proposals for increased logging in the slow-
growing boreal forest. Alaska has long been used as a
source_for raw resources with little heed for the interests
of residents. We recognize the faces on the other side of
this debate: the robber baroi. % of the 1950s are the timber
barons of today. During the *ast 16 months as the
environmental representative on the Tanana Valley State
Forest Citizens™ Advisory Committee, we have routinely
advocated for other seats/interests which are often poorly
represented at the table: subsistence, hunting, trapping,
recreation, tourism, and the general public. The Northern
Center strongly opposed SB 310 the day it was introduced and
opposed 1t to the end. At the March 25 timber meeting iIn
Fairbanks, .we offered an alternative proposal to provide
small operators with greater access to state timber without
eliminating or circumventing_ the public notice and plannin
requirements (see our Community Woodlot Proposal, attache
In short, we have participated, challenged, and cooperated
as we felt necessary and appropriate. ue to our
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involvement i1n and up-close understanding of the public
debate over increased logging in the Interior, we feel
completelX Justified in pointing out the dangers of HB 212
and HB_261 and confident in our analysis that these bills
are neither necessary nor acceptable:

With 1ts historx of placer mining «gnd the construction of
the pipeline, the Interior is no stranger to industrial
development or _economic cycles. Yet, we will not willingly
let our conmunity get UBed. Most of the logs from the
relatively small-scale existing logging operations have been
Q|rectl¥_sh|pped out of state iIn anunprocessed form. And

1T you listen carefully to the large volume logging

proposals, you will find they offer noltvr\lllur}g <!m|/ \I‘/lj(?uiv(g?i \91|= a

value-added iIn-st&te processing. The social, economic, and
environmental costs of such operations are destructive and
unacceptable to the vast majority of residents.

HB 212

HB 212 i1s touted as a ''small loggers bill" by its sponsors,
and_although_we agree that sections of the bill may help
small operations, the overall effect of this legislation
will be to open up forest land throughout the entire state
to destructive large-scale logging.

We object to the provisions in HB 212 (Sec. 7) which change
the primary purpose of the state forests from one of

multiple use, where all interests have equal consideration
in the planning, to timber production, where loggin

%ntetgsts will have primary say in the management of our
orest.

Additionally, the Northern Center opposes Section 2 and the
last sentence of Section 9 of HB 212 which eliminate an
important requirement that the state use Che best available
data to evaluate the cumulative effects of forestry activity
on both trees and non-tiraber resources. These sections _
prevent concerns over impacts to salmon habitat from being
addressed without complete scientific analysis. Without
adequate funding for the Hahitat Division of FISH and_game,
and time to complete the research, this information will not

be available. 1t would seem that this Legislature is
unwilling to ensure that this necessary funding 1is
available.

Our greatest concerns are contained In *ections 4 and 5
which expand the Department of Natural Resources®™ ability to
offer timber sales of any size without the requirement that
the sale be listed twice In the annual 5-year schedule of
sales, thus_reducing awareness of the sale and limiting
public participation In the decision process.
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IT the_true iIntent cf HB 212 is to help small _logging
operations acquire wood to be used in local high value-added
products, the Northern Center believes that this can be
accomplished, without legislation, under the existing
statutes with a few minor changes in the regulations. With
this in mind we proposed the Community Woodlot Program at
Jtre,,March 25th meptina iIn_Fairbanks— The-nuro™>pe of. . t"«
system of timber sales in the Tanana Valley State Forest. A
copy of the proposal i1s enclosed.

pfopbial /j iv
HB 261 'k iU pKSehtsip/ih-ij £

HB 261 makes sweeping changes to Titles 38 and 41. The
Northern Center strongly opposes this bill.

We object to the language in Section | which mandates
consumptive use. Non-consunptive uses are equally important
to the economy and character of the state of Alaska. Again,
language in this section which limits public review and
comment on timber sales is unacceptable.

Section 6 adds new_language to Title 41 which essentially
requires DNR to privatize the management of the state land.
State land belongs to each and every individual iIn the
state, and turning over the management to a few individuals,
with a profit motive in mind, is not sound, sustainable
resource management. Subsistence and sport_hunters and
fishermen all depend on and appreciate public lands.

We strongly oppose Section 7 which changes the purpose of
the state fTorests from one of multiple use to timber
management.

Sections § , 9 and 10 when taken as a package set state land
management back to the dark ages. _These Sections gut any
public involvement In *orest planning and turn our snate
forests over to a few, who would remove all of the treeB for
Qrof!t with little or no return to the people of Alaska.
ourism and fishing are economically more important to the
state, not to mention their importance to the quality of_
life_to the people In this state. To remove any protection
provided to these other values iIn the planning process is
nothing short of foolish.

At a bare minimum, we would suggest that the committee ask
the Department of Natural Resources and Fish and Game to
prepare fiscal notes to reflect the costs of HB 212 and 261.
Addrtionally, the amendments proposed, by DNR i1n the House
State Affairs Committee hearing of HB 212 should be
carefully considered.



At the present time there is broad opposition to large-scale
logging operations In the state"s forests, i1ncluding
commercial and subsistence fishers, small logging operators,
Native interests, local residents and conservation groups.
We must remember that both Titles 38 and 41 were products of
a long-term consensus process, and to gut these statutes
with_special interest legislation is unacceptable to the
people of Alaska.

We believe that the answer to any problem 1with the )
management”™ of our state forest lard does not lie iIn special
interest legislation from Juneau, but iIn broad-based
community planning efforts. We urge you to take a close look
at the particulars of this forest debate, sug?grt an
expanded planning process with meaningful public  _ )
involvement, and oppose special iInterest timber legislation.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify before you today.

Dan Ritzman )
Boreal Forest Coordinator
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A laska

W ilderness P.O. Box 1353

Recreation_& Valdes, AK 99686

Tourism f Phone: 907-835-4300

A ssociation Fax: 907.835.5679
M&\t rovetion andtalitsmfara Qaity/ikuv

AWRTATESTIM ONY ON HB-212 AND HB 261

Testimony by: Ed Davis

Board Member, AWRTA, an industry trade group representing 241 business members
House Resources Committee Hearing

4/26/95

1) RELATIVE SIZES OF FOREST-DEFENDENT INDUSTRIES

TheHouse Resources Committee should take a step back and use "fresh eyes"” to re-evaluatc the assump-
tions on which these bilis are based. HB-212 and HB-261 hotb view the timber industry as the only
public forest user with the ability to expand Alaska's economy and create economic opportunity. The
reality is that the timber industry is neither the only nor the largest forest dependent industry in Alaska.

Alaska's tourism industry is larger than the forest products industry in terms of jobs created (15,200 jobs
vs. 3,185 jobs), industry payroll ($275 million vs. $140 million) and economic value ($600 million in-
state visitor spending and $900 million spent on travel to, from, and within Alaska vs. $565 million in
sales of forest product exports) according to "Alaska: Economy Performance Report 1994", State of
Alaska, Department of Commerce and Economic Development. The sport/commercial salmon fishing
industry also create a forest dependent industry which coPectively is is larger than timber.

) UNILATERAL REWRITE OF CONSENSUS AGREEMENTS

Both bills propose to unilaterally repeal a consem us agreement that provides a statutory balance be-
tween competing users of Alaska's public forests. a WRTA president Nancy Lcthcoe participated in a 3
year consensus building effort with five representatives of the forest products industry, five representa-
tives of other forest users including tourism, fishings recreation, and environmentalists, and five Ispre-
sentatives from various government agencies.

Their efforts led to the 1990 amendments to the Forest Practices Act. The amendments articulate their
vision for timber harvest on state lands. They wanted to avoid the divisive and bitter disputes that have
plagued forest users and managers in the Pacific Northwest. They envisioned a responsible timber
industry that would have wide spread support throughout die communities in which they are located.
They sought agreement by consensus rather thant  ndless stream of bitter court, decisions. Each group
made substantive sacrifices to satisfy everyone affected.

A consensus group must be reconvened if this “consensus statute” is to be rewritten. Otherwise the
result will be special interest legislation that will: a) hinder economic growth and diversification .in
Alaska by hurting the two largest forest dependent industries, and b) create conflict between various

faffi&tillSPnh
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3)HB-26i: AN ATTEMPT TO TOP SB-310?

Given his record as a trickster, I was shocked when Rep. Vezey failed to inform the press that HB-261
was this year's April Pool’s joke. My next best guess is that he’ setting us up for next year when timber
issues really start heating up. Come April, he plans to inform us that wete all abunch of suckers. He’ll
scold the environmentalists and tell the timber industry "Sorry, you can’t have your cake and eat it too".
If all goes according to plan, the comic relief will provide political cover so that the other timber bills
slip through. He hopes nobody will notice that the fox is still guarding the henhouse, even though HB-
261 is dead.

Since this bill may not he ajoke, it needs to be recognized as a misguided attempt to give the timber
industry exclusive access to Alaska's public forests. It prohibits managing forests to sustain non-con-
sumptive forest industries such as tourism and llslung, even though: 1) these industries are larger than
than the timber industry, 2) they provide Alaska with a more diverse and sustainable economic base, 2)
they are every bit as forest dependent as the timber industry, 3) they have equal rights for equal acces-. to
Alaska’s public forests, and 4) they would be seriously hurt by HB-261.

4)DOES HB-212 BENEFIT SMALL TIMBER OPERATORS OR LARGE SCALE
CLEARCUTTERS?

Only two provisions in this bill open major roadblocks that inhibit small state timber sales for local
timber operators: (i.e., exempting 10 acre sales from the Forest Land Use Plans and die 5 year plan). We
concur that, the, lack of small srate timber sales is a problem, and that solutions should be on the table for
serious discussion and implementation.

Most of the other major provisions iu this bill are unnecessary for expanding small timber sales. Instead
they weaken the public planning process and multiple use criteria on which tourism depends:

a) HB 212 guts the statutory criteria granting all state forest useis equal access.

b) HB 212 requires expensive scientific studies to proiect stare forests when logging is incompatible
with tourism. This is inappropriate, and it places the burden of proof on the wrong forest users:

1) Scientific studies can’t identify:

a) conflicts between cleareulting .and tourism. Logging generates commercial rather than
biological/scientific conflicts with tourism.

b) conflicts between clearcutting and recreation. Logging generates aesthetic rather than
biological/scientific conflicts with recreational forest users.

2) If any group is to be assigned the burden of proof regarding land use compatibility, it should
be the consumptive forest users (i.e. the tbnber industry). Clearcutting consumes forest resources
and irreversibly displaces non-consumptive forest users (i.e., tourism) for several generations. By
contrast, multiple use can be abandoned at any time iu iorests managed for tourism, recreation,
and habitat to allow logging.
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c) HB 212 eliminates requirements that forest land use plans evaluate the effects of logging on
tourism and other forest uses,

d) HB 212 allows the DNR commissioner to arbitrarily suspend multiple use on state forests,
e) HB 212 makes limber harvest the primary use of state forests.

f) HB 212 allows 500,000 BF (typically 100 to 250 acre) clearcuis without following the most
informative and important public planning process, the “5 Year Plan”. This is a loophole because
any volume of Limber could be sold by offering multiple sales, and

g) HB 212 exempts “emergency” timber sales from the most informative and important public
planning process, the “5 Year Plan”. This also is a loophole since “emergency timber sales” are
undefined and could be of any size.

5) MYTHS vs. REALITY

MY TH 1: Interior Alaska’ forest products industry was not represented when the 1990 amendments to
the Forest Practices Act were written.

REALITY: In some respects, Interior Alaska's forest products industry had more influence over the
final language in the 1990 Amendments than did the original consensus team. Sen. Bettye Fahrenkamp
presented the amendments which weakened die riparian requirements in forests north of the Alaska
Range. According to DNR. these amendments were requested by timber industry representatives from
interior Alaska, incluUiug a person who now works for Tatiana Chiefs' forestry division. These changes
were never agreed to by die consensus team which authored die 1990 amendments.

It would be more accurate to say that the timber industry representatives from Interior Alaska who
played this role in unilaterally rewriting the 1990 Amendments to the Forest practices act did a very
poorjob ofrepresenting their colleagues, who run small scale timber operations. Because of this over-
sight, AWRTA feels that the goal of increasing die availability of small timber sales of up to 10 acres
should be on the table for serious consideration.

MY TH 2: The original intent of authorizing legislation for the Tanana Valley Stale Torest was to
provide a preference for timber harvest.

REALITY: Randy Rodgers, (a former aide to die late Sen. Bettye Fahrenkamp), and Fairbanks Rep.
Niilo Koponen both played key roles in guiding the authorizing legislation for the Tanana Valley State
Forest through the legislature. Both stated during last year’s debate over SB-310 that the legislative
intent was to grant equal access to alt forest users.

MY TH 3: The Tanana Valley State Forest is unimportant for tourism and recreation since relatively few
commercial backcountry permits are issued.

REALITY: Although backcountry permits provide useful information about commercial activities on
state land, diey are not a gauge for most of the acdvides dint tourist undertake. Most non commercial
tourist activities do not require permits. The DNR’s list of "Generally Allowed Uses on Slate Land”
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indicates that permits are not required for sightseeing, flightsecing, hiking, backpacking, skiing, climb-
ing; bicycling, dog sledding, horseback riding, snowmobiling, using A'I'V’s, flying, boating, bunting,
trapping, and fishing. Most road bound tourists are forming their first impressions of Alaska while
driving through either the Haines or Tanana Valley State Forests.

In 1985, there were 5.7 million user days on state lands within the Tanana Basin. The average visitor
spent 1/3 of their time in the Tanana Basin doing activities associated with state land. Outdoor recre-
ational opportunities are listed as the second most popular reason for residents' decisions to move to and
remain in the Tanant Basin. (Source: 1987 Tanana Valley State Forest Resource Analysis)

MYTH 4: Ihe Tanana Valley Stale Forcsi (TVSF) has 1.9 million acres of forests with 30 to 40 thou
sand board feet per acre.

REALITY: The Tanana Valley State Forest Resource Analysis (1984 inventory) shows that 40% of the
total land base is either barren, water, schiubland, or black spruce. Only 191,000 acres in the TVSF can
produce 20 cubic feet of wood per acre per year. (This is the traditional definition of a “commercial”
forest).

TQIRL P.EM
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TOLOVANA LODGE 9378325579

SHANNON MCARTY
FAX # 907-465-3519
5 PI GES TOTAL

T
IAM A COMMERCIAL/ SUBSISTENCE FISHERMAN THAt LIVES A ILES . i ‘
DOWN RIVER FROM NENANA. WE ALSO OPERATE A MODESTIM i€ I
OPERATION AT|TOLOVANA, GUIDING FISHING CLIENTS IN THE MMER |
AND DOGSLED|TRIP$ in THE WINTER. MY FAMILY'S ENTIRE B< tENCE
IS PR'OVJDED BY THE TANANA RIVER BASIN AND THE SURROU ?ING
COUNTRY. Wc pEPEND HEAVILY ON THE SUBSISTENCE RESO - CESOF
THI1:_i.)_(_A1NrANA \>/1ALLEY.. 1 Tn

Te i

FROM: CJOUG BOWERS
FAX # 907-832-5509 {

IwbuLO; LIKEto TAI<E THIS OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ONH USE
BILLS 212 AND 261

HB?!*1 |

| I
SEC[1:? |
HOW MANY ."SMALL SALES" INONE AREA? ARE THEY PLATTEDL!.
CONTIGUOUSLY TO MAKE A 5000 ACRE SALE WITHOUT A S\TE$ RECIFIC'
LAN6 USE PLANO rnr
SBC2: i : »L , ,
how Dan you remove consideration of "immediate an
TERMTEFFECTS FROM FOREST USES INCLUDING TIMBER HA,...
woULb seem This is one of the most important Managed
tools you haVe. Tirf:
SEC<3* | , -u ,
to Increase the quantity and quality of wildlife HADbitf- (i
READ,THAT AS MOOSE) - MORE HABITAT, MEANS MORE MOO'Sfe MORE
MOOSE MEANS,MORE WOLVES, THEN IGUESS THE ONLY THING WE CAN’

DO IS SHOOT MORE WOLVES. i Y
secd:|j | . : o< L
SEEMS, TQ REMOVE PUBLIC COMMENT FROM THE LONG TERM, I
PLANNING PROCESS T Mj
SEC5: »1 1 ;] : : i
ITwbULp SEEM THAT TIMBER SALES COULD BE INTENTIONALLY . 11

BUNCHED TOGETHER AND THEREBY CREATING A LARGER TRAC T THAT ;
MAY Bfe MORE DIFFICULT TO MANAGE OR THAT MAY NOT EVEN
. \COMPATIBLE OR ACCEPTABLE WITH A CURRENT LAND USE PUKT

I'»
n*"WpULD SEEfvj THERE IS NO PLAN OF OPERATION r SQUIRED",6

i'l STATE:FOREST LAND'. SHOULDN'T THE STATE'FOREST LAND §E'; \
INCLUbEp IN TUIS AMENDMENT AS WELL?" N N '
SEC7: ;| ; , ! m.: | {IL

THISWOULD R*MOVF THE MULTIPLE USE MANAGEMENT,CONGERt, ON
WHICH THE PRINCIPLES OF THE STATE FORESTS WERE ESTAbL SHED.1
THERE. ARE TOO MANY OTHER USERS OF THE STATE FOREStsfrSTEM
TO SUDDENLY EXCLUDE THEM FROM THE MANAGEMENT P im

P.01



TOLOVfiHA LODGE 9078325369

SE

THD CQMMIS$ ONEF| MAY ,ESTABLISH TRANSPORTATION CO DORS IN |
THB TANANA VALLEY STATE FOREST. WHERE WHY AND HO' nD FOR -1
W ., "~ BENEFIT. (LET ME GUESS) ;

SEC 10:1 : :} i

TH|$ SECTION AS IREAD ITIS GUTTING THE FOREST PRACT ACT, ;1 {m
THE- FOREST pRACTI|CES ACT MAY NOT BE PERFECT,.ITIS AT ST Al
TOQLJHATIWORKS AND VMS ESTABLISHED RY ACONCENs J Ft S
ALASKAN RESIbENTS, NOT JUST LOGGERS. TO ELIMINATE TH IPARIAN |
STAfjbARDS IS UNCONSCIONABLE. {1 ; hi

THBCRUM RUNS OF THE YUKON/TANANA RIVER DRAINAGES' 'E BEEN |
DECLINING FOR THE PAST 15 YEARS. THE FISHERMEN OF TRf ] M>
RIVERS 'PARtICULARLY THE TANANA. HAVE VOLUNTARILY Or 4iip
soffrH Coastal alAska iswell documented, there isu SOF :! idi

INFORMATION tHAT HAS BEEN PUBLISHED OR THE EFFECTS®©
CLEARCUTTING ON SALMON STREAMS IN OTHER ARENAS, BUT OTHING

ONIfRE RIVER? OF THE INTERIOR OF ALASKA. IN FACT THE EO est :,
PRACTIOES ORTHE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST AREN'T SU, IRNT
TO PROTECT TRE SOUTHEAST ALASKA SALMON HABIiYAT. TH  WAS

STATED NAFOREStSERVICE REPORT THAt WAS PRESENT. fO

CONGRESS ON THURSDAY. THE TANANA AND UPPER jYUKON ERS
SY$YEMS ARE THF SPAWNING GROUNDS FOR THE SALMON R  CKS
FOR.AUL! OF WESTERN ALASKA. SOME STOCKS ARE CLOSE f) EING

ENDANGERED \ THE TOKLAT RIVER IN PARTICULAR. CAN WE'L, ORD >!
ANYt DAMAGE AT ALL TO THE SPAWNING AND REARING HAB(TA' L
THESE STOCKS THAT ARE ALREADY IN TROUBLE?? THE TANAMMyukon:
RIVER SYSTEM'SUPPORTS 1500 FISHERMEN. MULTIPLY YHAY T MES 3.8!
(MULTIPLIER FOR WIFE AND KIDS) AND YOU COME UPWITH 57P1

PEbPLfe DIRECTLY CONNECTED TO FISHING FROM THE BORDt

COAST? THIS DpES NOT INCLUDE PROCESSORS, THR WAITRES

CAFE*,; THE GUY THAT SELLS BOATS, OUTBOARD MOTORS. ANC
GASOLINE AND.THE LIST GOES ON AND ON. DO YOU WANTTO
RESPONSIBj-E ROR AN IMPACT ON THIS GROUP OF PEOPLE AL

WAY,TO THE M(pUTH OF THE YUKON?? IT SAYS IN THE MANa'G

PLAN:TO HAVE;PUBLIC INPUT TO THE FOREST PLANS™PRQX|M

THE SALE AREA". WHAT ABOUT THE NEIGHBORS DOWN RIVER

THE SALE AREA? | , L.

THE STANDS CF FORESTS SHADE THE WINTER SNOWPACK Al

ALLOWS FOR A'CONTROLLED RUNOFF IN THE SPRING/AS WE
ABSORPTIVE CUSHION FOR HEAVY RAINFALL INTHE SUMMER.'
WILL;BECOME,OF OUR HOMES, BUSINESSES AND THE FISH RU
(SPAWNED EGGS ANp FRY) AS THEY ARE WASHED DOWN RIVE |
UNCQNTROLLEb RUNOFF?? WILL THE LOGGING COMPANIES B
RESPONSIBLE FOR THOSE COSTS? A FRIEND OF OURS LIVES!!
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| AM' A C6MMEFKJIAU SUBSISTENCE FISHIRMAN THAT LIVES:@ ltFES
DOVAN ENVER FROM NENANA. WE ALSO OPERATE A MODES$TIL
OPERATION ATjTOLOVANA, GUIDING FISHING CLIENTS INTHE ~ MMER |
AND DOGSLEDITRIPS IN THE WINTER. MY FAMILY’S ENTIRE 0< tENCE |
IS PROVIDED BY THE TANANA RIVER BASIN AND THE SURROU

COIJNTRY. WE (DEPEND HEAVILY ON THE SUBSISTENCE RES6 SOR
THETANANA VALLEY, - m

.r DLIKE TP TAKE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON H'fl
BILLS 212 AND 261 | ; .

i
HBA2, j

[
SEQ11 | ] i
HO\Y MANY "SN ALL SALES" INONE AREA? ARE THEY PLATTEL
contiguously to Makea 5000acre sale without Asites
LANP USE PLAN? o0
SEQ2* % 1’ 1 11
HOy| CAN YOU [remove CONSIDERATION OF IMMEDIATE ANI1
TERM’-EFFECTS FROM FOREST USES INCLUDING TIMRER HAF
WOijLb SEEM THIS IS ONE OF THE MOST IMPORTANT MANAGt
TOOLS YOU HAVE.

SEC3:1]| mj - I

TO INCREASE THE QUANTITY AND QUALITY OF WILDLIFE HAEITA N
READ, THAT AS MOOSE) - MORE HABITAT, MEANS MORE MOOSi 'MORE
MOpSE MEANS MORE WOLVES, THEN I GUESS THE ONLY THINK We CAN
DO IS SHOOT MORE WOLVES. I I

SEC 4:j j v T
SEEMSTp REMOVE PUBLIC COMMENT FROM THE LONG TERM
PLANNING PROCESS'

seob5:'kj

ITw6ULp SEEM THAT TIMBER SALES COULD BE INTENTIONA

BUF6hE6 TOGETHER AND THEREBY CREATING A LARGER TFt

MAY BE MORE QIFFICULT TO MANAGE OR THAT MAY NOT EVEN _
COMPATIBLE OR ACCEPTABLE WITH A CURRENT LAND USE PjlV[s

SEC 6:; . . u u

ITWpU LD SEEINJ) THERE_IS.NO PLAN.OF QPERAJIQN REQUIRED C

STATE FOREST LAND'. SHOULDN'T THE STATEFOREST LAND

INCLdbEP IN t Uis AMENDMENT AS WELL?" I 1

SEC ! J il

THIS .WOULD REMOVE THE MULTIPLE USE MANAGEMENT CONn'QEFTiIiON s
WHICH THE PRINCIPLES OF THE STATE FORESTS WERE ESTASsIlI SHED." j |
THERE. ARE TOC MANY OTHER USERS OF THE STATE FORESYpffSTEM |1
TO SUDDENLY EXCLUDE THEM FROM THE MANAGEMENT PLAN.!
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SEQS,
FOREST CONS JMPTION AT THE HEAD OF THE LINE.WHAT aW T THE

REST OF US ?

Sel>9:- j j
PUTS TIMBER TO THE HEAD OF THE LINE AGAIN. "UNLESS THE

i COMMfSSIONE RCAN FIND ££i£N]jB £ DATA" ETC ETC, WHAfrA® OUT i j
ECpNOMIC AMD SOQIAL DATA? ARE THE REST OF US TAKING AMack

SEAT TO TIMBER HARVEST?
SE<>11:1 1 ! Hil
DER

to,ser to: . »

THEJREST OF fHE BUSINESSES IN THE STATE. '

HB261

n"oiiLb seem hefle thatthe intentof Thissection IKiM skirt i
ARTICLE VIII OF THE CONSTITUTION WHICH ,TO MY UNDERSW DING, iS
TO RROVIDE FOR SUSTAINED USE AND DEVELOPMENT OF.ALL THE '
RESOURCES 0 : THE STATE FOR THE BESt INTEREST OF AL|L |

AUSKANS." j | > j
SEfel ''m j jil
THE TERM SUSTAINED YIELD" APPLIES TO ALL THE RESOURCE USES,
NOTjFOR THE MAXIMUM HARVEST OF TIMBER'ALONE,. |

'?SIS DOfSNT.LLLOW ANY OTHER TWO PARTY SALES'FOR OTHL..
STATE RESOURCES {TIMBER ONLY) AND IT WOULD SEEM TO Alj.OW FOR
ABUSE By COLLUSION OFTWO PARTIES TO OBTAIN ADJOINING]' MBER !
SALES* " i

SEC4:.j | : |

SEEMS TO PROVIDE RIGHTS OF WAY TO THE TIMBER COMPARESS AND
ALL OTHCR USAS DON'T HAVE TO BE CONSIDERED

SEC.6:; N j

IF TjHIS ISNT LOTTING THE FOX LOOSE IN THE HEN HOUSE ID< T KNOW
WHAT IS] THIS IS PRIVATI2ATION OF STATE LAND AND'THE ULIW ATE '
LAIn9 LOCK UP THAT BENEFIT ONLY A FEW. THESE ARE PUBIIjCILANDS : j

SEC 7'~ tER LANDS TO THE ELUSION OFALL OTHE S !

TOEA~CL JDE UNITS OF A STATE FOREST INTHE MANAGEMEfW LAN IS
NO|.SOUND, MANAGEMENT. THE S|ZE OF OUR STATE FORESf") LONE
DONT LEND THEMSELVES TO BE MANAGED ON A LARQE SCAIfr GIVEN
THR VARVING TERRAIN , WEATHER PATTERN” AND DISTANCES;!
INVOLVEp. THEjPRIME OBJECT OF THE MANAGEMENT PLAN SHQULD BE|
the Merest ANd best uses of the forest which is not fi
EXCLUSIVELY UMBER PRODUCTION. [ |

sec te .| |
DOESNTIINC UpE ANYTHING ABOUT RECREATION OR TOUFIIStIl which
MAY BE THE .WGLE LARGEST PRIVATE SECTOR EMPLOYER |N \ HE' |

TANANA (WEH VALLEY.
, MI
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th| cgmmisf oner MAY establish TRANSPORTAT QN CO

TH 3 TAfAANIA VALLEY STAfE FOREST. WHERE, WHY AND HOW
WFP$F BENEFIT. (LET ME GUESS) R

SEd 10:! D i ]

TH $ SECTION AS IREAD IT IS GUTTING THE FOREST PRACT C

th =forest Practices act may not bf perfect,it is at
TOOL;tHAT>WORKS AND WAS ESTABLISHED BY A CONceNSU
ALASKAN RESIDENTS, NOT JUST LOGGERS. TO ELIMINATE TH
STAWARDS 13 UNCONSCIONABLE. | i

THEICHUM RUNS OF THE YUKON/TANANA RIVER DRA(NAGES R
DECLINING FOft THE PAST 15 YEARS. THE FISHERMEN OF THt
RIVERS, PARTICULARLY THE TANANA. HAVE VOLUNTARILY Or
SOUfrH COASTAL ALASKA Is WELL DOCUMENTED. THERE IS (<
INFORMATION tHAT Has BEEN PUBLISHED ON THE EFFECTSIQif
CLM"ARCUTTINC ON SALMON STREAMS INOTHER AR"MAs, OUT ~)THING S
ONiIfHE piVErt? OF THE INTERIOR OF ALASKA. IN FACT THE ft) EST
PRACTIOES ORTHE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST AREN'T SUF :)CIENT i i
TO PROTECT THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA SALMON HABITAT. THA
STATED N A FORESt SERVICE REPORT THAT WAS PRESENTE
CONGRESS ON THURSDAY. THE TANANA AND UPPER yUKON'
SYS$tEMS ARE THE SPAWNING GROUNDS FOR THE SALMON S

FOR ALL) OF WESTERN ALASKA. SOME STOCKS ARE CLOSE t<
ENDANGERED j THE TOKLAT RIVER IN PARTICULAR. CAN WE<*

P!
ANY: DAMAGE At ALL TO THE SPAWNING AND REARIHG HAB Il

THI*$E STOCKS THAT ARE ALREADY IN TROUBLE?? THE TANANIMYUKON'
RIVER SysTEM'SUPPORTS 1500 FISHERMEN.;MULTIPLY YHAt T VIES 3.8
(MUtItIPUER FOR WIFE AND KIDS) AND YOU COME UPWITH )i
PEOPLE DIRECTLY CONNECTED TO FISHING FROM THE BORtjtif ITO THE
COAST; THIS DpES NOT INCLUDE PROCESSORS, THE WAITREJ | ; IN THE
CAFE’; THE GUY THAT SELLS BOATS, OUTBOARD MOTORS AnIG;
GASOLINE AND.THE LIST GOES ON AND ON. DO YOU WANT:TO
RESPONSIBLE FOR AN IMPACT ON THIS GROUP OF PEOPLE Al

WAY;TO JHE MpUTH OF THE YUKON?? IT SAYS IN THE.MANAg

PLAN: TO HAVE; PUBLIC INPUT TO THE FOREST PLANS'-PROXIL _ ..
THE SALE AREA". WHAT ABOUT THE NEIGHBORS DOWN RIVER PftOM
THE SALE AREA? , I'*m [

THE STANDS Qff FORESTS SHADE THE WINTER SNOWPACK

ALLOWS FOR A'CONTROLLED RUNOFF IN THE SPRING/AS W Etl AS AN i |
ABSORPTIVE CUSHION FOR HEAVY RAINFALL IN THE SUMMERTv. HAT
WIl.b BECOME,OF OUR HOMES, BUSINESSES AND THEFISH RUN$ -
(SPAWNED EGGS ANp FRY) AS THEY ARE WASHED DOWN RIVE If BY
UNQpPNTpOLLEb RUNOFF?? WILL THE LOGGING COMPANIES BE

responsible for those costs?a friend ofours lives'in

COASTAL WASHINGTON NEAR THE THE NOOKSACK RIVER. INiYBARS Il

PAST THE NOOKSAK FLOWED AT ASTEADY RATE YEAh ROUNDbJ sJOW 1
WITpj CLEAR CUT LOGGING GOING ON NEAR THE HEADWATEpp T



TOLOVIIMA LODGE 90783235
aKl L

H

r

LI * | ! i
FLOpbs WITH EVERY RAINFALL AND THE SALMON TFIAT USEbtO COME:
THLRE TO SP.AWN.AfIE NOMQRE]J . < T .
90% OF JHE FQOD CHAIN OF THE RIVER SYSTEM OCCURS W*'hiIN A
cdgPLS op Hundred feet of the river as well as contr :jl1inG' !
THE WATER TEMPERATURE FOR EMERGING RISH HAtCHUNG:3 il
THE HEAD FORESTER FROM TANANA CHIEFS, CHRIS MAISCH.IF ASIiTOLD
ME IN PERSONAL CONVERSATION THAT BUFFER STR PS MEAN jIOTHI'NI(S
ALONSIG JHE RIVER CORRIDORS BECAUSE THE RIVER WILLT # EIT "\
ANYYVAY”. MAISCH SAID THAT THEY HAVE TRIED LEAVING bL|FfEr!
STRJPS AND ITSEEMS TO MAKE NO DIFFERENCE. HOW LONr * WE
THEYITRIED THIS? OVER WHAT PERIODS OF TIME? THEY HA’ 5nly ;\
BEEN DOCUMENTING THESE EFFECTS ALONG THE R VER AN IOT INi!
THE'SPAWNING AREAS FOR ASHORT TIME AND ON A VERY i LL.
SCALE, WHATEFFEQT WILL IT HAVE ON THE REST OF,US 2,5 Il YEARS),
FROM NOW? HOW MANY SALMON CYCLES,FROM NOW? 'I'* i : I
WITH ALL THE NEW ROADS AND PREVIOUSLY UNACCESSED ~ ,DS . |
THAT:THESE BILLS WOULD PROVIDE FOR, WHO WILL RAY FOR fISH & |
gaMe PHotecYion Jo PATROL THE INCREASED HUNTING aNd -ishing
pressure on.lands that have been traditionally hunts DBY a :j
FEW LOCALIRESIDENTS? WHAT PRESSURE WILL BE BROUGHT!] p BEAR;
ON iIHO'GENOUS WILbUFE AND FI$H STOCKS? WE HAVE EXAMPLES OF. :
THESE] BFFEOJs JUST OUTSIDE FAIRBANKS THAT AFIE WEI1O1li @, 1;
DOCUMENTED.IDEPj OF FISH & GAME HABITAT WILL BE REQUIR :D TO
LOOK ATI THE LONG TERM EFFECTS OF LOGGING ON |HE HABut 0* AND
AT ATIMR WHEN THEIR BUDGET IS BEING CUT TOTHE BONE."JWS IS
NOT SOMETHING THAT CAN BE SUMMARIZED!IN ONE REPORT DUE TIME,
itw IUtakR yearsof monitoring to doa proper evaCUAion.
iam Told thata chipping plantrequires green logs fo 3their |
OPERATION, YEAR ROUND. WILL DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION Bf ASKED
to Upgrade logging roaosto yearround access?,ihA)fealso
been Told thaT ittakes 500to'600 trUcK loads Per day t
SUPPLY ONE Op THESE PLANTS. REMEMBER THE PIPELINE -ATTHE
PEAK;0R COSTRUCTION THERE WERE 350 TRUCKS A DAY LEAYyjflIG FOR 1
THE,SLOPE..REMEMEBER THE ROAD DAMAGE WE HAD THEN? '[WHO
WILL] PAY FOR JHESE SUBSIDIES TO THE TIMBER INDUSTRY?! >
THB DERT OF CONSERVATION WILL BE RElef{ED TO MON|TOR "HE
WAT”R FUNOFRCLEAN WATER ACT?) ANDIUIHER ENVIRON fTAL
COfiJCER MSeWI .L THp TIMBER COMPANIES BE SUBSIDIZING JHI! |
Cosff
THE HIGHLY SK LLED'LOGGERS OF TODAY WILL COME FROM'GIJHe R
PARJS OF THE COUNTRY. LOCAL RESIDENTSWILLBE COMPOT G FOR
unskilled Labor iNchipboard and plVwgod plANts.thb self |
ESTEEM OF PEOPLE THAT ONCE PROVIDED FOR THEMSELVESKILL BE
BWIfCEb DRAMATICALLY, REQUIRING INCREASED SOCIAL SgF VICES
THAt ARE ALREADY STRETCHED TO THE LIMIT. WILL THE TIMBE :

iti"AN ES,P|CK UPJTHE TAB FOR THIS?? - (

TH5 LOCAL NATIVE CORPORATIONS WANt TO COMPETE # ?

TSIDE RSI FOR JQpS AND RESOURCES? DO WE WANT TO SB: OUR

i .
<.|(»|
il
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NATURAL, resources for less than marKet value? wi HE
LOGGING CORPORATIONS BE REQUIRED TO BE BONDED?,
IWOULD HOPE SO « EVEN USED CAR SALESMEN AND FISH
PROCESSORS'IN ALASKA ARE REQUIRED TO BE SIGMIFICANTtI'

BOJNDED. MY DAD ALWAYS TOLD ME THAt WHEN A MAN SP"A

HONORJ MAKE‘HIM PAY CASH. BONDING ISJUST GOQD BUSIK $s
PRACTICE AND IF TREY'RE SERIOUS AND SINCERE ABOUT DQ 3
BUSINGS IN ALASKA WITH ALASKAN RESOURCES THEN A$Ci J WONT

BE:A DETERRENT TO THEIR OPERATION.

it Would seem that with these bllls.the legislature)®

j

I iil

ITSELR.UP FOR MORE SUBSIDIZED INDUSTRY. REMEMBER DELI A

BARLEY? POINT MCKENZIE? VALDEZ GRAIN TERMINAL? HQW IU NY

OF HIS

ETTING

TIMES DOES IT]TAKE FOR THE LEGISLATURE TO REALjZE THAT RIVATE

INDUSTRY WILL INVEST WHEN THE TIME IS R|IGHT ANb KEEP,IN MIND

THAT THEY;NEED TO PLAY BY OUR RULES, AND WILL TOO, IFiTI- zY

WANT TO PLaV IN OyR GAME.

117i

Tii
1<t e

> »
‘o]

» il
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Alaska State Legislature During Sessions

Comittees: Stote Capitol
tate Capito
House Resources Juneau, AK 99801-1182
Co-Chairman (90% “165-3424
World Trade & Fax (907) 465-3793
State Federal Relations | .
. n Kadh
Transportation 352 Front Street
RUes Ketchikan, AK 99901
. (90;% 247-4672
Ol & Ges Representative William K. Williams Fec (907) 225846

SPONSOR STATEMENT

Committee Substitute House Bill 265
An Actrelating to the export of live dungeness crab.

Committee Substitute for House Bill 265 is an economic development bill. | introduced
this bill in response to constituents who are struggling to develop a live crab market in
British Columbia. Currently, if you have established an out-of-state live dungeness
market, you are required by law to ship your product through the air. Air transportation of
live crab is tricky and in many cases cost prohibitive. As we all know, there are frequent
weather and other delay problems associated with flying in Alaska. These problems don't
particularly lend themselves to crab surviving the journey to the marketplace. Despite these

obstacles, air transportation is the only way to get live crab to markets which are many

miles away.

| have constituents who are trying to make inroads into the British Columbia live
dungeness market Requiring them to air freight their catch to either Prince Rupert or

Seattle has a crippling effect on their ability to capture a place ir the growing B.C. market.

Committee Substitute for House Bill 265 would remove the "air transportation only"
restriction when shipping live dungeness crab out of state. The bill goes further by
answering concerns about marine toxins, particularly PSP, by not allc wing "surface

transportation™ to occur in areas where tire Department of Environmental Conservation is

requiring the testing of crab for marine toxins.

This requirement will address concerns for areas outside of Southeast Alaska. For
instance, the Kodiak fishery tests "hot" nearly all the time requiring crab to be sectioned
and the viscera removed. There are no other areas in the state where dungeness fisheries

occur in any significance. There is a small fishery in the Port Moller area.

llyJer « Kctchikm ¢ Mcyen Chuck ¢ Swvm



All the reporting requirements arc in placelfor this fishery to occur. All the appropriate
taxes will be paid and the catch statistics gathered. In your packets you will find a

memorandum from the Legislative Research Agency on this subject.

This bill will allow fishermen to expand their markets. It will provide an opportunity for

diversification and is a good economic development bill.



FISCAL NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. CS HB2651FSH)
199 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Roviaion Doto: 2122190 DeBt. Affoctod: Fish and Game
Title: Export of dungenoaa crab "BRU . ~ CFMD
Component: Fiaherioa Management

Sponsor. Rop Williams
Requester. Houao Fiahorios COMPONENT SERIAL NO. _ 1941

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 9 FY 9 FY 99 FY 0
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

| CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES 1 ) 0

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Roceipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other

TOTAL

Estimate of any current year (FY96) coat: 4 0

POSITIONS
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separato pago if nocosaary)

FY 0
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Paul Laraon ~ ~7cesc*dP/C 1n) Phono: 405-0120
Division: Commercial Fisheries Management and Development Date:  2/22/90
Approvod by Commissioner. Frank Ruo ¢ f Date:  2/22/90
Agency: Rah and Game

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR*®S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For furtter diftriution infamatian, cll thaGovamora. legislatie Offic*

Ifiav 11/961 Q0fiinox«/0BR Page 1 of 1



STATE OF ALASKA
1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: 22-Feb-96

Title: Export of Live Dungeness Crab
Sponsor: Rep. Williams

Requestor: Rep. Williams

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 97
PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND&STRUCTURLS

GRANTS,CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

104 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipt
1006 GFH/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL

Estimate 0fany current year (FY96) cost: S

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

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

(@)

FISCAL NOTE

BILL NO. CSHB 265 (FSH)

Department Affected: Environmental

BRU:

Component: Seafood and Sanitation Inspections

Conservation
Environmental Health

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 1936
FY 98 FY 99 FYO0O FY 01
0.0 0.0 @e) 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
~aoT ~aoT iror TToT
"o0T "o0T W 0g
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

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

Prepared by: Janice Adair

Division: Director, Division of Environmental Health

W/Approved by Commissioner:__

V Agency: Department of Environmental Conservation

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNORSS LEGISLATIVE OFHCE
For further distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Office

(REV 1/%) fibheficsdiikdonyi

Phone: 907-269-7645
Date: 2/22/96

Datc:

Page Of

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

ool

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

o
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STATE OF ALASKA
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dnte:
Title: Export ofPnngencss Crnb

Sponsor: Rep. William i
Requestor ~ fIBTgH'

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96
PERSONAL SERVICES 0.0
TRAVEL 0.0
CONTRACTUAL 0.0
SUPPLIES 0.0
EQUIPMENT 0.0
LAND&STRUCTURES Qo
GRANTS,CLAIMS 0.0
MISCELLANEOUS 0.0
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES W
(CHANGEINREVENUES( ) |

1002 Ptdenl RectipU m-,0
1008 G- Mtdti 00
1004 GF 00
1006 QF/Progrun Receipt 08
1006 GHIVHTIA 6.0
Other 00
tOTAL OH
Eitinateorany wrrtBt>tir(FY95)<cil: S

RALL-TIVE 0
PART-TIVE 6
TEVRCRARY 0

FISCAL NOTE

BILL NO HB265
Department Affected: Environmental
(“onfiervation
BRU: Environmental Health

Component: Seafood/Sanitation Inspection!

COMPONENT SERIAL NO- 1936
FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FYOO

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0o
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 00
0.0 0.0 0.0 (0[0]
0.0 0.0 0.0 (010}
0.0 0.0 0.0 00
0.0 0.0 0.0 00
aor aor nw IME
w w 1w m
0.0 0.0 0.0 m 08
0.0 0.0 00 0.0
6.0 66 60 66
0.0 u.o 0.0 0.0
M 0.0 0.0 00
00 0.0 Qo 0.0
00 0.0 0.0 06
0.0

b 8 m 0 0

0 0 0 0

6 0 6 6

ANALYSIS: (Attach aseparate page if ncccMtry.)

HB 265 allows the shipment of Dungeness crab by any mesns of transportation such as truck, boat, air, etc.

Phone 465-5010

Prepared by: Larry Jones”

Division: Director. Division of Administrative Servicer Date: 3/24/95

ApprovedW Xommissioner:

oTEfMrdiimertal Consention / Date:

ARERTOr FOMUKALL DISTRBUTICNGCRES TOGOVERNCRSLEAS AIMECFHHCE
I'or Ruther distribution Information, call the Governors Legislative Office

(REV 1/95)

Pago
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. HB 265
1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: Dept. Affect Fish and Game
Title: Export of Live Dungeness Crab BRU: CFMD
N Component: Fisheries Management
Sponsor: Rep. Williams _ S
Requester: House Special Committee on Fisheries .COMPONENT SERIAL NO.
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00
PERSONAL SERVICES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TRAVEL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CONTRACTUAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUPPLIES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EQUIPMENT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
MISCELLANEQUS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1003 GF Match 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1004 GF _ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1005 GF/Progrram Receipts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1006 GF/MHTIA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Qther 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: $ 0.0
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information, coll the Governor's Legislative Offico
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TONY KNOWLES, GOVERNOR

DEPT.OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

DIRECTOR’S OFFICE
555 CORDOVA STREET Telephone: (907) 269-7644
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99501 Fax:(907) 269-7654

January 23, 1996

The Honorable Bill Williams
House of Representatives
Room 128, Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Representative Wi liams:

This letter is in response to your request that we provide you with a summary ot DEC’s
recent actions relating tc the testing of crab viscera for PSP.

In early October, 1995 our Food Safety Lab compiled the results ofthe viscera testing that
had been conducted over the past 2 years. It was clear that during the winter months in Southeast
and the Bering Sea, PSP is not a problem in crab viscera. We took that information to FDA for
their concurrence. With it, we were able to suspend the winter PSP testing of crab viscera in
these two areas. The testing is still required in and around Kodiak.

I’ve enclosed a copy ofthe press releases we issued on thi<=topic. They outline the
timelines for which the testing is not required as “winter” varies between the two areas. Asyou’ll
note, and I think it’s important to point out, we will be doing “spot” monitoring to be sure the
PSP levels aren’t on the rise. Ifwe find increases, the PSP testing requirement would be

reinstated.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Janice Adair
Director

JAVla (g:\ch\PSP.WILLIAMS)
Enclosures

cc: Michele Brown, Acting Commissioner
Shari Kochman, Governor’s Legislative Office

printed on recycled paper by C.D.



ALASKA DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONS. « 907-465-5169 K011/3/95
DECNEWS R E L E A S E
Alaska Departmentof Environmental Conservation
Environmental Health Division
555 Cordova St 5th Floor
Anchorage, Alaska 99501
Phone: (907) 269-7501 Fax: 269-7610
Novembers, 1995 Contact: Manny Soares or Mike Ostasz, DEC Anchorage

CRAB MONITORING PROGRAM REVISED FOR SOUTHEAST ALASKA

Weekly sampling of Southeast Alaska commercial crab for paralytic shellfish poison (PSP) is
no longer required of processors, following review of two years worth of lab data by the
Department of Environmental Conservation.

"We can lift this requirement from processors for the time being, and will do periodic testing
to ensure the levels remain low,” said Janice Adair, Director of DEC's Division of

Environmental Health. "If levels go back up, we will likely need to reinstate the weekly
monitoring to ensure unsafe productisn’t being sold.” Adair said that the change applies to the
crab fishery between October 1 - March 31.

Widespread testing of crab for PSP was initiated several years ago to meet federal requirements
when the toxin was found in the viscera of commercially-caught crab. Testing will continue in
other parts of the state where toxin levels remain high.

DEC reviewed the PSP data for crab from Southeast Alaska, for a two ye”r period, to re-evaluate
the appropriateness of the fall/winter monitoring requirement This work by the Palmer
Laboratory showed that levels now are and have been well within the r :tion limits, with little or
no detectable toxin.

(

The change in the monitoring program applies to all species of crab caught in Southeast Alaska,
and allows the sale of crab with the viscera intact, in live or whole-cooked form.

adPP11/3/%6. rel
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Alaska Department of Environmental
Environmental Health Division

555 Cordova St.  5th Floor

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Phone: (907) 269-7501  Fax: 269-7510

December 26, 1995 Contact: Mike Ostasz shellfish coordinator
(907) 269-7638 or
Manny Soares, manager, Seafood program

(907) 269-7640

REVISED OPILIO TANNER CRAD
MONITORING PROGRAM FOR BERING SEA

The Department of Environmental Conservation has announced that, effective
immediately, weekly PSP crab sampling of Opilio Tanner crab from the
Bering Sea is no longer required by seafood processors for the period of
January 15,1996, until the close of that fishery by the Alaska Department of

Fish and Game.

According to Manny Soares, manager of DEC'S seafood program, the agency
has just completed review of Paralytic Shellfish Poison (PSP) data from a

sthree year period for the Bering Sea crab to re-evaluate the winter

monitoring requirement.

Soares said, "Evaluation of the PSP test result data from DEC'S Palmer
Laboratory for this time period has shown the levels are well within the
action limits, with little or no detectable toxin. As a result, weve
discontinued the weekly testing requirement but will iesi periodically to

ensure the levels remain low.

The announcement applies to Opilio Tanner crab from the Bering Sea and
allows the sale of crab with the viscera intact, live, or whole cooked form.

it#*
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L egislative R esearch A gency

130 Seward Street, Suite 218
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2196

Alaska State Legislature
Phone: (907) 465-3991

Fax: (907) 463-3351

March 30, 1995

MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative Bill Williams

FROM: Linda Brooks
Legislative Analyst

RE: Live Crab Exports to Canada: Reporting Requirements
Research Request 95.171

You posed this question: if Alaska fishermen could deliver live crab to Canadian ports by boat,
how would the volume of these sales be recorded? That is, are there reporting requirements that
would allow U.S. authorities to know the extent ofthe trade?

Alaska fishermen who export crab must comply with four state reporting requirements, but the data
collected from those reporting requirements would not reveal the volumeof live crabbeing
exported to Canada. It appears that information about the amount of Alaskacrab exported to
Canada could be obtainable from Canadian and U.S. Customs data.

State Reporting Requirements

Alaska fishermen who sold crab directly from their boats to processors in Canadian ports would
be classified as "catcher-exporters,” and they would have to comply with four state reporting

requirements:

. Intent to Operate Application

Fish tickets

. Processors' annual reports

. Fisheries business license tax return

The fishermen would first file "Intent to Operate” applications with the Alaska Department of Fish
and Game (ADF&G). They would also obtain Fisheries Business Licenses from the Alaska
Department of Revenue. Fishermen could not begin to export crab until ADF&G approved their
Intent to Operate applications. As a condition for approval, fishermen would have to provide



Representative Williams
March 30, 1995
Page 2

ADF&G with proof that they had met the Alaska Department of Revenue's surety bond and
fisheries business license tax prepayment requirements.

After fishermen satisfied the Department of Revenue's requirements and obtained approval of their
Intent to Operate applications, ADF&G would provide them with fish tickets. Fishermen would
have to submit completed fish tickets for their catchesto ADF&G before exporting any live crab
(5 AAC 39.130). Fishermen would record on the tickets where they caught the crab, the number
ofpots used, and the number of pounds of crab sold on each ticket.

Fish tickets would be a continuous reporting requirement. Fishermen who directly exported crab
would complete a fish ticket for each catch. Fishermen "catcher-exporters” also would face two
annual reporting requirements: completion of an Alaska Commercial Operator's Annual Report
and a Fisheries Business License Tax return. Both the report and the return would have to be filed
by April 1st and would cover all activity from January to December of the preceding year.
Fishermen "catcher-exporters” would record on the annual report the amount ofcrab caught by
fishing area and would indicate the price received when sold. Tax forms for the fisheries business
license tax would be obtained from the Alaska Department of Revenue, and fishermen "catcher-

exporters” would be responsible for paying the tax due.

Nevertheless, while the fishermen "catcher-exporters” would have to comply with the different
state reporting requirements, the data collected through these reporting requirements would not
reveal the volume oflive crab being exported by Alaska fishermen directly into Canadian ports.
Fish tickets provide ADF&G with data on the amount of crab being harvested in various areas of
the state so that biologists have the information necessary to manage the fishery. The fish tickets
would quantify the amount of crab harvested, but they would not indicate the geographical
destination of any crab that was exported and sold out-of-state. Likewise, annual processors'
reports and business license tax returns would provide no information about the geographical
destination of live crab exported from Alaska.

The State of Alaska would have both fiscal and fishery management interests in assuring that
fishermen “catcher-exporters” complied with the state reporting requirements. Normally fish
processors handle fish tickets, processors' annual reports, and fisheries business license taxes so
that fishermen who sell their catches in Alaska are not personally involved in any ofthese reporting
requirements. However, fishermen who act as "catcher-exporters” would be responsible
themselves for initiating the reporting processes and complying with all requirements. Some
"catcher-exporters” might evade compliance to avoid paying the fisheries business license tax;
others might be unaware of the reporting requirements. Failure to submit fish tickets would
nonetheless hamper ADF&G's ability to manage the fishery properly. Fish and Wildlife officers
from the Alaska Department of Public Safety enforce the ADF&G fish ticket regulations, but
fishermen "catcher-exporters” who failed to submit fish tickets would only face a $3,000 fine for
a first offense. In terms of fish tax revenues, the amount lost would depend on the number of
"catcher-exporters”™ who failed to obtain licenses and to pay taxes. The Alaska Department of



Representative Williams
March 30, 1995
Page 3

Revenue enforces tax laws, but the penalty for first-time offenders who failed to obtain a fisheries
business license would only be a $5,000 dollar fine.

U.S. and Canadian Customs Data

U.S. and Canadian Customs data offer the best hope for tracking the volume of live crab exported
by Alaska fishermen into Canadian ports. The North American Free Trade Agreement has
eliminated the requirement for fishermen to file export declarations, but import data are still kept.
Bill Aberle, who works at the Alaska Center for International Business at the University of Alaska,
explained that Canada and the United States exchange import data with each other. The United
States relies upon Canadian import data to gauge the volume of U.S. exports into Canada. Mr.
Aberle said that the Canadians' import data would be detailed enough to track the volume of
Alaska dungeness crab received in Canadian ports. Because airports and seaports are tracked
separately, it would also be possible to discern the amount of crab arriving by vessel. Mr. Aberle
was only unsure of whether or not live crab could be differentiated from other types such as frozen

crab.

Furthermore, while Alaska fishermen no longer need to file export declarations with U.S. Customs,
they still have to stop en route to Canada at U.S. Customs. At U.S. Customs the fishermen
"catcher-exporters” would obtain permits that allow them to conduct trade in foreign ports. Upon
their return from Canada, the fishermen again would be required to stop at U.S. Customs. Alaska
fishermen re-entering the state would have to file cargo declarations with U.S. Customs. Doug
Harmon, port director for the U.S. Customs office in Ketchikan, said that for documentation
puiposes, they would generally ask fishermen to produce fish tickets for cargo that they might have
sold in Canada. Although the Ketchikan U.S. Customs office does not track goods sold in Canada
on a regular basis, Mr. Harmon thought that Iris office might be able to enter into an interagency
law enforcement agreement with the Alaska Department of Revenue or the Alaska Department of
Public Safety to ensure that fishermen "catcher-exporters” were complying with state reporting
requirements for live crab that they sold in Canada. If Alaska officials wished to establish such an
agreement, Mr. Harmon said they should contact Mr. Jensen or Mr. Blackmore in the U.S.
Customs Enforcement Office in Anchorage.

Finally, in addition to customs data, Alaska fishermen who sold live crab in Prince Rupert would
have to obtain permits from the Prince Rupert Fisheries and Oceans Office. A Canadian fisheries
official said that each permit would describe the approximate weight of the product, who the
product was sold to and its approximate value. The Canadian fisheries official thought his office
might be able to share such information with the U.S. National Marine Fisheries Office, if U.S.
officials requested information about the amount of Alaska dungeness crab being sold in Prince

Rupert.

We hope this information is useful to you. Please do not hesitate to call if you have further

questions.
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Don Munhoven
FA/ Blue Fin
P.O. BOX6335
Ketchikan, Ak.
99901
(907-225-5328)

m lo 1%

Attn: Bill Williams,

We are in favor of lifting the ban of shipping live crab only via air freight

in regards to Alaska Statue Sec. 16.10.240.

We know this creates unnecessary hardship on the fishermen and their

markets and only financially benefits the airlines.

Lifting the ban would allow fishermen to create a better quality product

and would create more jobs.

Thank-you,

3-11-*? S






| "USE COMMITTEE REPOI

*)
Date Referred: March 24, 1995 FURTHER REFERRALS: Finance

Date of Committee Action

The RESOURCES Committee considered: HB 279

HOUSE BILL NO. 279 MUNICIPAL RIVER HABITAT TAX CREDIT

"An Act relating to a municipal river habitat protection tax credit.”

recommends it be replaced A / % [lirthe same title
with the following committee substitute CS HT> ~ H ( ]Z£5) [ 1a new title

[ ] additional referral to _ Committee

f | attached amendment(s)

ADOPTS: Letter of Intent

ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): (Do) APPROVES PREVIOUS: (Dopt/Daic)

I ] fiscal note(s) [ ] fiscal note(s)

[~ fzero fiscal note(s) T d-6, [ 1 zero fiscal note(s)
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Hasfoa /Statp legisflatttre

Interim: Session:
P.O. Box 1287 Slate Capitol
Soldotna, AK 99(109 Juneau, AK 99801
(907) 262-8414 (907) 105-209:)

Representative Gary L. Davis

SPONSOR STATEMENT

HOUSE BILL 279

"An Act relating to a municipal river habitat protection tax credit".

This bill deletes the requirement that the Department of Fish and
Game develop regulations to implement the tax credit provisions for
habitat protection on the Kenai River.

The proposed language mandates that any proposed municipal
ordinance developed to implement this law will include the
regulatory aspects of the legislation. The ordinance must be
approved by the Department of Fish and Game before it is adopted.
Improvements that will qualify for tax credits will be included in the
ordinance.

Fish and Game is also required to respond in writing to the
municipality within 60 days of receipt of an ordinance by approving
or giving the basis for disapproval

Representing House District S mSoldotna to Seiuard



gladka State legislature

Interim: Session:
P.O. Box 1287 Stale Capitol
Soldotna. AK 99669 Juneau, AK 99801
(907) 262-8414 (907) 465-269."

Representative Gary L. Davis

HOUSE BILL 279

"An Act relating to a municipal river habitat protection tax credit".

Sectional Analysis

Section I  This section deletes language that requires that credits be
certified by the Department of Fish and Game. A credit may be
granted for an improvement that has been constructed in compliance

with state and federal laws.

Section 2: This section adds subsection (d) establishing that a
municipal ordinance is the vehicle for certification of the tax credits.
The Commissioner of Fish and Game must approve or disapprove the
ordinance within 60 days after receipt.

Vv

Section 3: This section repeals subsection (c) which required the
Department of Fish and Game to establish regulations.

Representing House District S -Soldotna to Seward



F1 SCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BELLNO. HB279

1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: Dept. Affected: Fish and Game
Title: An Act relating to a municipal river habitat BRU: Habitat and Restoration
protection tax credit Component: Habitat

Sponsor: Rep. G. Davis

Requester: Resources COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 436
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01
PERSONAL SERVICES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
TRAVEL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.
CONTRACTUAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
SUPPLIES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
EQUIPMENT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
MISCELLANEOUS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) “ 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: $

POSITIONS
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

HB257 amends AS 29.45.046(b) to eliminate existing requirements that the Alaska Department of Fish and
Game prepare habitat tax credit regulation for the Kenai River, and that the department inspect projects to
make sure that they meet the criteria. HB 257 adds a new requirement that the department review and
approve the Kenai Peninsula Borough's tax credit ordinance within 60 days of receipt.

The department does not believe that review of the borough's tax credit ordinance will entail substantial cost

to the department. Therefore a zero fiscal note is recommended.

Prepared by: Ellen Fritts, Acting Director__J Phone: 465-4105
Division: Habitat and Restoration et . Date: 3/31/95
Approved by Commissioner: Date: 4 ' [/ ' f)
Agency: r Fish and Game

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Office

(Rev 10/94) 95fisno,xIs/DBR Page 1 of 1
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F1SCAL N OTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILLNO. HB279

1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision D a te : Dept. Affected: Fish and Game
Title: An Act relating to a municipal river habitat BRU: Habitat and Restoration
protection tax credit Component: Habitat

Sponsor: Rep. G. Davis

Requester: Resources COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 486
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01
PERSONAL SERVICES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TRAVEL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CONTRACTUAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUPPLIES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EQUIPMENT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LAND & STRUCTURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
MISCELLANEOUS 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 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY95) cost: $

POSITIONS

FULL-TIME

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: {Attach a separate page if necessary)

HB257 amends AS 29.45.046(b) to eliminate existing requirements that the Alaska Department of Fish and
Game prepare habitat tax credit regulation for the Kenai River, and that the department inspect projects to
make sure that they meet the criteria. HB 257 adds a new requirement that the department review and
approve the Kenai Peninsula Borough's tax credit ordinance within 60 days of receipt.

The department does not believe that review of the borough’'s tax credit ordinance will entail substantial cost

to the department. Therefore a zero fiscal note is recommended.

Prepared by: Ellen Fritts, Acting Director_J Phone: 465-4)05
Approved by Commissioner: f'ib - Date: 4 - b I//
Agency: ' Fish and Game

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information, call the Governor's Legislative Office

(Rev 10/94) 95fisno.xIs/DBR Page 1 of 1
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DEPARTM ENT O F FIS H AN D GAME

PO SITIO N PAPER

Bit1t No: HB279
SPONSOR: Representative Davis

DIVISION: Habitat and Restoration

Department Position: support HB279 with sponsor clarification of
Sec. 2. AS 29.45.046(d) intent.

HB279 deletes the existing AS 29.45.046(b) requirement that ADF&G
prepare and adopt regulations for a fish habitat protection and
restoration tax credit program for the Kenai River. It also eliminates
the requirement that the department review each application and inspect
and certify each project to determine if the project qualifies for a
tax <credit wunder the regulations. These are positive changes.
Although a higher level of habitat protection would have been provided
if the department could have developed regulations with criteria for
projects which restore or protect fish habitat, and department habitat
biologists had been able to review each project application, and
inspect each completed project to insure that the project met the
criteria for a tax credit, the department was never provided with sta ff
or funding for either of these tasks.

HB279 adds a new section (d) which requires the Commissioner of ADF&G
to review and approve draft Kenai River tax credit ordinances prepared
by the Kenai Peninsula Borough Assembly within 60 days of receipt of
the ordinance. It further requires the ADF&G to approve the ordinance
"if the improvements for which a credit is authorized aid in protecting
oi restoring habitat as required under this section without regard to
the scope of the protection or restoration that would be achieved by

the improvements." The requirement that the ADF&G review and approve
a draft ordinance to ensure that projects that receive tax credits
truly provide a commensurate level of habitat protection and

restoration seems like a reasonable cost-effective compromise between
w riting the tax credit regulations and inspecting each project, versus
no participation. This amendment would provide department habitat and
fisheries specialists with an opportunity to review the draft ordinance
and determine if the taxes foregone by the borough as credits for
habitat protection and restoration would actually buy a commensurate
amount of habitat protection or restoration.

Page 1 of 2



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
POSITION PAPER
CONTINUATION PAGE FOR HB279

The intent of the section that requires the department to approve the
ordinance "without regard to the scope of the protection or restoration
that would be achieved by the improvement,” is not clear. One
interpretation would be that the department would be expected to
approve the ordinance even if it believed that a type of very costly
tax incentive project would only provide a small amount of habitat
protection or restoration. Because it seems unlikely that this is what
the b ill sponsors intended, they may want to rewrite this section to
clarify its intent.

Commissioner' s Signature Date

Page 2 of 2
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lv . "frVi- s 144 N. BINKLEY * SOLDOTNA, ALASKA 99669
Y, PHONE (90?) 262-4441
DON GILMAN

V avgh

April 6, 1995

The Honorable Joe Green, Co-Chairman
lhe Honorable Bill Williams, Co-Chairman
House Resources Committee

State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801

Re: HB 279- Municipal River Habitat Tax Credit
SB 147: Municipal River Habitat Tax Credit

Dear Sir:

ihe Kenai Peninsula Borough supports the enactment of HB 279, and its companion
Senate Bill 147. The legislature in its last session enacted a provision for an optional tax
credit tor improvements that protected or restored habitat in the Kenai River. However, in
order to implement the tax credit program protecting the Kenai River,regulations had to be
adopted by the Alaska Departmentof Fish & Game defining improvements that qualified as
being protective or restorative. This requirement for the adoption ofregulations has delayed
Ihe process and complicated tlie matter. lhe intenL of haring the Alaska Department of Fish
& Game adopt regulations was to bring expertise into the matter so that the credit, would be
granted only for protective or restorative improvements. Cities and boroughs generally do not
have staffwho can address those issues. At the same time, the legislation sought to insure that
municipalities did not choose lo grant credits under the guise of the improvement being a
protective measure. We think the proposed change in these bills will accomplish the original
objective ofallowing municipalities to provide an incentive for protection ofthe Kenai River
without the cumbersome process of the Alaska Department of Fish & Game having to adopt
regulations.

The proposed changes would eliminate the regulations and allow a local government
to define improvements and measures winch it deems would be protective or restorative. The
ordinance defining these eligible activities would be subject to review by the Commissioner
of Alaska Department of Fish & Game. The Commissioner's review would be to determine
that the eligible improvements in an ordinance were protective or restorative. 1t would allow
the municipality tn define the eligible improvements in its ordinance with oversight to insure
that the program is limited to protective and restorative improvements. This allows the
expertise of the Alaska Department of Fish & Game to be utilized by die municipality in

F* —



The Ilonorable Joe Green
The Honorable Bill Williams
April 6, 1995

Page 2

crafting the ordinance and a final review by the Commissioner before the ordinance goes into
effect. The Commissioner's involvement would not look at the extent of the credit or the
choice of activities to be granted the credit other than to determine whether they were truly
protective measures or not.

KPNAI PENINSULA BOROUGH

Don Gilman, Mayor

DG:bl

cc: Representative M. Navarre
Representative G. Davis
Representative G. Phillips

TOTAL F.Cf
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August 8, 1994

The Honorable Dor Gilman
Mayor

Kenai Peninsula Borough
144 North Binkley
Soldotna, AK 99669-7599

Dear Mayor Gilman:

Thank you for your leadership in getting HB 306 passed by the legislature. This statute will
provide an important tax incentive for private property owners to protect and restore valuable
habitat that produces our Kenai River fisheries, which are so important to die economy of the
Kenai Peninsula and the state.

As you know, the Kenai Peninsula Borough will have to develop a local ordinance, and the
Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) will need to develop regulations to implement
this statnte. The department would like to coordinate the development of these regulations with
the borough. This will require that department staff work closely with borough staff to
formulate criteria, forms, and procedures for this process. We will need to hold public
workshops to get the landowners' perspective and acceptance and public hearings will be
required to adopt the regulations. | anticipate that the development of good regulations will
require considerable staff time.

Because ofthe downsizing of state government, ADF&G does not have funds for the senior staff
person needed to begin development of these regulations at this time, however we are actively
looking for funding to provide the necessary support for the HB 306 regulations and hope to
begin full scale work soon. In the interim, the Habitat and Restoration Division, which has
responsibility for the regulations plans to contact the borough in the near future to begin the
scoping and background work for the project. Please let me know who in the borough we
should contact to begin developing a coordinated approach to implementing HB 306.

Thank you for all your help on this and other Kenai River issues. We look forward to working
with you on the successful implementation of the tax incentive program.

Sincerely,

Carl L. Rosier
Commissioner

11-K2LH . ’
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CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 296( )
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
BY
Offered:

Referred:

Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVE VEZEY
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED

"An Act relating to the authority of the State of Alaska over fish and game.”

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 44.03 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 44.03.350. MANAGEMENT OF FISH AND GAME, (a) Fish and game
resources within the boundaries of the State of Alaska are subject to the exclusive
management jurisdiction of the state as exercised through the Department of Fish and
Game, the Board of Fisheries, and the Board of Game under the laws of the state.

(b) Except as expressly provided under state law, a person, government
agency, or municipality may not exercise authority over the management of fish or
game in the state.

(c) If the federal government is ever found to have authority to manage a
species of fish or game within the boundaries of the state, the state, as the sole legal
entity under state law that is authorized to exercise authority over management of fish
and game, is the only legal entity to which the federal government may transfer,

delegate, surrender, or abandon its authority over management of that species of fish

-1- CSHB 296{ )
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or game.

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a state agency or employee
may not enforce or cooperate in the enforcement of a federal law that preempts or
supersedes state management of fish and game, unless the federal law has been applied
equally to all states or is the result of an international agreement. This subsection does
not preclude the enactment, adoption, or enforcement of a state law that is substantially
similar to a federal law that preempts or supersedes state management of fish and
game.

(e) The attorney general shall enforce this section to the fullest possible extent

allowed under law.

CSHB 206( ) 2
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Alaska Statutes

followin? purposes or a combination thereof: A residence for the Gover-
nor, a State museum, or park and recreational use.

~(d) Block 19, and the structures and improvements thereon, and the
inferests ofthe United States in blocks C and 7, and the structures and
improvements thereon, in the city ofJuneau, are hereby granted to the
State of Alaska.

(e)rAII_ real and personal property of the United States situated in
the Territory of Alaska which is specifically used for the sole purpose
of conservation and protection of the fisheries and wildlife of Alaska,
under theg)rovmons of the Alaska game law of July 1, 1943 (57 Stat.
301; 48 U.S.C., secs. 192-211), as amended, and under the provisions of
the Alaska commercial fisheries laws ofJune 26,1906 (34 Stat. 478; 48
U.S.C., secs. 230-239 and 241-242), and June 6, 1924 (43 Stat. 465; 48
U.S.C., secs. 221-2282, as supplemented and amended, shall be trans-
ferred angd conveyed to the State of Alaska by the appropriate Federal
agency; FIOVICEQ, That the administration and management ofthe fish
and wildlife resources of Alaska shall be retained by the Federal Gov-
ernment under existing laws until the first day of the first calendar
Year following the expiration of ninety calendar days after the Secre-
ary of the Interior certifies to the Congress that the Alaska State
Legislature has made adequate provision for the administration
managemﬁlt, %%(aconservanon of said resources in the broad national
interest: FTOVIOEQ, That such transfer shall not include lands with-
drawn or otherwise set apart as refuges or reservations for the pro-
tection of wildlife nor facilities utilized in connection therewith, or in
connection with general research activities relating to fisheries or
wildlife. Sums of money that are available for apportionment or which
the Secretary of the Interior shall have apportioned, as of the date the
State of Alaska shall be deemed to be admitted into the Union, for
wildlife restoration in the Territory of Alaska, pursuant to section ()
(a) ofthe Act of September 2,1937, as amended (16 U.S.C., sec. 669g-1),
and for fish restoration and management in the Territory of Alaska,
9ursuant to section 12 of the Act of August 9, 1950 (16 U.S.C., sec.
77k), shall continue to be available for the period, and under the terms
and conditions in effect at the time, the apportionments £.. made.
Commencing with the ¥ear during which Alaska is admitted into the
Union, the Secretary of the Treasury, at the close of each fiscal year,
shall pay to the Stafe of Alaska 70 per centum of the net proceeds, as
determined by the Secretar%ofthe Interior, derived during such fiscal
year from all sales of sealskins or sea-otter skins made in accordance
with the provisions of the Fur Seal Act of 1966. In arriving at the net
proceeds, there shall be deducted from the receipts from all sales all
costs to the United States in carrying out the Rrovmons of the Fur Seal
Act of 1966, mc_Iudmﬁ, but not Timited to, the costs of handling and
dressmg the skins, the costs of making the sales, and all expenses
incurred in the administration of the Pribilof Islands, and the
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House Majority Leader

SPONSOR STATEMENT

HB-296, “An Act relating to the authority of the State of Alaska over fish and game”,
would codify the primacy of the State of Alaska over the federal government on matters
concerning the management of fish r/'d game resources. It is a State’s right enjoyed by 49
other states.

The power to manage fish and game was given to the State of Alaska as a condition of our
becoming a state and as a condition of entry into the union. This power cannot be
abridged or altered, except by mutual agreement of the people of the State of Alaska and
the federal government.

This bill will give the State of Alaska a tool with which it can enforce the right of the state
to manage it’s fish and game resources. The bill also provides that state funds cannot be
used to implement or enforce federal fish and game regulations.

This bill will send a message to the Congress and people of the United States that the
State of Alaska or an agency created by the state, will be the only one permitted to
manage fish and game within the borders of the state of Alaska.
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Date Referred: April 5, 1995 FURTHER REFERRALS: Resources
Date of Committee Action: Ay |

The HOUSE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON FISHERIES Committee considered: HB 296
HOUSE BILL NO. 296 STATE AUTHORITY OVER FISH AND GAME

"An Act relating to the authority of the State of Alaska over Fish and game."
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STATE OF ALASKA

FISCAL NOTE

BILL NO. HB 29b

1995 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Reviaion Data:

Dapt. Affected]

Rah and Game

Tltle: State authority ovcf fiah and game BRU: Administration and Support
Component: Commisaionor'a Offica

Sponaor: Reproaentativa Vozoy

Requeater: Houae Raheriea COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

Expenditures/Revanues

OPERATING EXPENDITURES

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

"AND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE

1002 Fedenl Recoipta
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Proyram Recoipta
1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL

FY 96 FY 97 FY 98 FY 99
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

o
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(Thouaanda of Oollars)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Eatimate of any current year (FY95) coat: $ 0.0

POSITIONS
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

(Thousands of Dollars)

477
FY 00 FY 01
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
1
0.0 0.0

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR™S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE

For further distribution information, cell the Governor™s legislative Office
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House Majority Leader

MEMORANDUM

April 5, 1995
TO: Rep. Bill Williams, Co-Chairman, House Resources Committee
FROM: Rep. Al Vezey

SUBIJECT Request for hearing, HB-296.

Please schedule HB-296 for hearing in your committee at your earliest convenience.
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CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 312(RES)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF TOE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
BY THE HOUSE RESOURCES COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsors): REPRESENTATIVES PHILLIPS, Toohey
A BILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act extending the date for a review of and a report on the current law
regarding subsistence use of fish and game and delaying the repeal of the current

law regarding subsistence use of fish and game; and providing for an effective

date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. Section 9(a), ch. 1, SSSLA 1992, is amended to read:

(a) The legislature acknowledges and recognizes that this Act deals with a
subject of vital concern and that the subject merits review. Therefore, it is the intent
of the legislature that the operation of this Act and the regulations adopted under this
Act be fully reviewed by the governor no later than February 1. 1996 [JUNE 1,
1994].

* Sec. 2. Section 9(d), ch. 1, SSSLA 1992, is amended to read:

(d) No later than February 1, 1996 [SEPTEMBER 1, 1994], the governor

shall provide a report to the legislature on the results of the review and proposed

- CSHB 312(RES)
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recommendations for statutory amendments.
* Sec. 3. Section 12, ch. 1, SSSLA 1992, is amended to read:
Sec. 12. Sections 3 and 5 of this Act take effect October 1,1996 [1995].

* Sec. 4. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

CSHB 312(RES) -2-
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CS FOR HOUSE BELL NO. 312(RES)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

NINETEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

BY THE HOUSE RESOURCES COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsors): REPRESENTATIVES PHILLIPS, Toohcy
A BILL

FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act delaying the repeal of the current law regarding subsistence use of Gsh

and game; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. Section 12, ch. 1, SSSLA 1992, is amended to read:
Sec. 12. Sections 3 and 5 of this Act take effect October 1, 1996 [1995].
* Sec. 2. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

ol- CSHB 312(RES)
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POUSE COMMITTEE REPOA

(Dggte Referred: April 19, 1995 FURTHER REFERRALS:

Date of Committee Action: H N5

The RESOURCES Committee considered: HB 312
HOUSE BILL NO. 312 EXTEND CURRENT SUBSISTENCE LAW

"An Act relating to subsistence use of fish and game."
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