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J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders®mr.il.defenders.org] on behalf of Hayden and Bonnie Kaden
[kaden @ prodigy.net.mx]

Sent: Friday, January 25, 2008 2:07 PM
To: Rep. Craig Johnson
Subject: Oppose HB 256!

Jan 25, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan w ho is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

My w ife and I arc 40 year Alaska residents, having lived 30 o f  d iose years in rural Alaska and made our living by 
providing quality w'ilderness adventure experiences throughout Alaska to both Alaskans and out-of-state visitors. 
W e are very knowledgeable about Alaska gam e issues and can state categorically that this is a bad piece o f  
legislation.
HB 256 would:
Make a bad law worse. HB 256 w ould make our "intensive management" law worse by renaming it "active 
management" and giving the Board o f  G am e a com pletely free hand to control predators — die Board would merely 

need to think that airborne or same-day airborne shooting would be "conducive" 
to m eeting a prey objective.
Expand Alaska's already excessive, expensive, and often ineffective predator control programs and pave the way for 
the Board o f  G am e to

increase this unnecessary killing by leaving all decisions about using planes to manage Alaska's wildlife up to the 
Board o f  G am e without requiring scientific data or an analysis by Fish and G am e bio) igists.
C ait the intention o l the voter-enacted ban on the s.imc-day airborne shooting o f  woh es, grizzly bears and 
'\ o lvcnnes and make it much easier to increase the nenal killing o f  these animals.
. How for the aerial gunning o f  carnivores to reduce predator populations in order to a, ’ificially and unsustainablv 
boost gam e populations -  a practice that will primarily benefit urban and out-of-state f inters, not rural hunters 
with demonstrated needs.

Add brown bears and w olverines to the list o f  species that may be shot by state-licensed aerial gunners.
Permit the use o f  airplanes to track and sh oot down w olves, grizzly bears and w ol verines without requiring a 
com prehensive "game m anagem ent plan" to be in place beforehand.

Thank vou for considering mv com m ents on  this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Mr. 1 lavden and Bonnie Kaden 
O  Box 138 

Gustavus, A K  99826-0138



J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Quentin Reuer 
[afqbr@ uaa.alaska.edu]
Friday, January 25 2008 3:07 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 25, 2008

Representative C raigjohnson
120 4th Street

Juneau, A K  90801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson ,

As an Alaskan w ho is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  w ildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Dr. Quentin Reuer 
3940 Checkm ate Dr 
\nchorage, A K  99508-4912

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Diane Greilich [dmgmd55 
@ aol.com]
Friday, January 25, 2008 7:37 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 25, 2008

Representative Craig lohnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan who is concerned about the long term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Thank you for considenng my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Dr. D iane Greilich 
PO  Box 60087  

:Fairbanks, A K  99706-0087

1

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

Prom: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders©mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Corinne Ferre'
[connneferre77 © hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 25, 2008 7:38 PM
To: Rep. Craig Johnson
Subject: Oppose HB 256!

Jan 25, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representanve Johnson,

As an Alaskan who is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Please stop  the aerial hunting o f bears, wolves and wolverines. It is a horrible practice o f  management, let the 
animals live that will thrive. W ho cares about reacnue for Fish & G am e from O utside interests? I certainly would  
rather see people collect their foodstam ps in McGrath then see them kill a m oose. W e know this is for the state 
revenue.

I hank you For considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Ms. C orinne FenC  
1962 Three Sisters Way 
Monashka Bay 
Kodiak, A K  99615-7218



J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Debbie Dillivan [asuras13 
@hotmail.com]
Friday, January 25, 2008 8:08 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ja i 25, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
i2 0  4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan who is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
'diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Dear H ouse o f  Resource C om m ittee,

Please d o  not support this bill, we are already in danger o f  losing so much o f  our precious wildlife in Alaska. Our 
species has done so much damage already. 1 was born and raised here in Alaska and it breaks my heart to see this, 
please d o  N O T  support this bill.

/Thank You,
' Debbie Dillivan

Thank you for considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Ms. D ebb ie Dillivan 
315 Barrow St 
Anchorage, A K  99501 -2513

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Houston Spires 
[houston3610 @ gci.net]
Saturday, January 26, 2008 5:08 AM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

>
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 26, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801 -1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan w ho is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge vou to op pose HB 256.

H ow  many more time do we have to tell you people no hunting from airplanes
True sportsm en actually " H U N T  " for game. Hunting any animal from an airplane is dispicable, and I think citizens 
should have the right to shoot the plane down and mount the killers heads on the wall.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

'Sincerely,

Mr. H ouston  Spires 
417 M um ford St 
Anchorage, A K  99508-11 16

I

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders©mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Leslie Law
[llaw@alaska.com]

Sent: Saturday. January 26, 2008 9:19 AM
To: Rep. Craig Johnson
Subject: Listen to the people for once...Oppose HB 256!

Jan 26, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representauve Johnson,

As an Alaskan w ho is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and mamtammg healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, 1 am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Since the Board o f  G am e m em bers are "appointed" by our

G overnor and she is in favor o f  predator control and aerial w olf, bear

and now  wolverines (what animal will be next??? polar bears???) I find this HB just a way for her and whoever else 
in favor o f  it to control and get what she wants because the people haven't voted (TW O  TIMES) the wav you want 
is to. 1 thought this was a dem ocratic country?

D oesn't sound like a dem ocracy to me. D o  you feel you know what's best for us Alaskans like Frank Murkowski did  
because you feel we aren't educated about this subject? And now  you're going to allow shoonng o f  these animals 
W IT H O U T  R E Q U IR IN G  A C O M P R E H E N SIV E  G A M E  M A N A G E M E N T  PLAN??? We're not stupuL.it’s 
because the science based studies do not support your plan so you don't want to know. W e aren't stupid...this 
practice will primarily benefit out o f  state hunters, not the subsistence hunters. W e will be looking closely w ho  
supports this bill and keep it in mind when the next election com es.

Thank you for considering m y com m ents on  this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Law 
19928 C ohen Dr 
Juneau, A K  99801-8210

mailto:llaw@alaska.com


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Connie Jennings [conair49 
@ aol.com]
Saturday, January 26, 2008 10:20 AM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 26, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan who is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, 1 am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

W e have interfered with nature too much and it is time to allow nature to do what it has been doing foi millema and
that is controlling itself. W e have encroached on their territory and now  lawmakers want to obliterate them in the
name o f  what 3?! Progress? T oo  much

progress is going to send us back to the dark ages. Please do N O T  pass this hideous legislation. I follow the news 
and I pay attention to what the legislators in my state do, and 1 V O T E.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on  tins important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Ms. C onnie Jennings
P O  Box 231475  
Anchorage, A K  99523-1475

1

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


/

J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders®mail.defenders.orgj on behalf of Alan Seegert 
[zemmo@yahoo.com]
Sunday, January 27, 2008 8:51 AM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 27, 2008

Representative C raigjohnson  
120 4rh Street 

Juneau, AK  99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan w ho is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Please: M ost Alaskans do N O T  want w olves and bears killed in order to make more ungulates available for human 
consum ption. And aerial hunting is particularly obnoxious.
The Board o f  G am e does not represent the majorin' o f  Alaskans, and does not u>e the best science. Please do not 
let tins bad bill becom e law.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Seegert
Ro.t 203 
PO  Box 203
Denali Park, AK  99755-0203

mailto:zemmo@yahoo.com


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From: Defonders of Wildlife [defendcrs@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Jessica Bush [ak_gypsy77 
@yahoo.com]
Sunday, January 27, 2008 2:22 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 27, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801-1182

Dear Representative [ohnson,

As an Alaskan w ho is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, 1 am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

I am a born and raised Alaskan. I feel 1 have more o f  a right to speak on this then an out o f  state force that really 
has no concern o f  this state, the people or the life within it. I was raised to cherish and respect all life and the law o f  
nature. W hich I have com e to see, our governm ent has forgotten all about. Instead I see the people with the power
o f  our state, our country becom e more concerned about m oney and

power. 5,000 species a year get extinct from this type o f  ignorance o f  i.ur leaders.
am ong the thousands o f  Alaskan do not support the aerial shooting law that you are so  ignorance tr  mg to pass m

order to gain more m oney

The true fact is since the human population is growing, we are taking up more space for the rest o f  nature. This is 
why m ore and more wildlife is being forced in the human areas o f  everyday living.
Hunters are killing wildlife for sport, leaving W olves, bears, predators as they are labeled to leave dieir territories 
and prey on

household pets, because they have no other way to survive. Because you allow this activity o f  hunting to continue.
1 feel more and more the governm ent so blindly doing what they are.
Are destroying the world that we are living in. Soon there will be no longer any wildlife here. A lso global warming. 
You have no idea what unpact and damage vou really are doing.
If tlus continues I feel you will loss the support o f  your people.
People are already losing their faith in their leaders. Even more so now. W ithout people, you have nothing. N o  
m onev, no power.

I am against aerial shootings, trapping or killing predators at all. I am also against vou going into a bear or w o lf den 
to hunt
I know I am not the onlv one.

1'hank vou for considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matn r.

Mncerclv,

Miss lessica Bush

mailto:defendcrs@mail.defenders.org


________

■>

...........  ......



J e a n n e  O s tn e s

Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.dfefenders.org] on behalf of Paula Beneke 
[pbeneKe@gmail.com]
Sunday. January 27, 2008 3:22 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Jan 2 7 ,2 0 0 8  ' '

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4th Street 

Juneau, A K  99801 -1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

A s an Alaskan who is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ms. Paula Beneke 
..*2101 W 29th Ave Unit 11 

\nchorage, AK  99517-1909

mailto:defenders@mail.dfefenders.org
mailto:pbeneKe@gmail.com


Terry Harvey

Sent:
To:
Subject:

From: Defenders of Wiidlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Kendell Macomber 
[kendell_kids@yahoo com]
Monday, January 28, 2008 1:54 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256'

J a n  28, 2008

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  C r a i g  J o h n s o n  
120 4th Street 
Juneau, A K  99801-1182

D e a r  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Johnson,

A s  an A l a s k a n  who is c o n c e r n e d  about the l o n g - t e r m  c o n s e r v a t i o n  of w i l d l i f e  s p e c i e s  and 
m a i n t a i n i n g  healthy, d i v e r s e  ecosystems, I am w r i t i n g  to u rge you to o p p o s e  HB 256.

I a m  d i s a p p o i n t e d  in y our lack of l i s t e n i n g  to the p e o p l e  of Alas k a !
As a f e l l o w  A l a s k a n  I w o u l d  ex p e c t  you to respect our land and its

a n i m al s .  Please m a k e  the c h o i c e  that you know will get the s u p p o r t  of us A l a sk a n s .  S t o p  
t h e  a e r i a l  h u n t !!

T h a n k  you for c o n s i d e r i n g  m y  c o m m e n t s  on this i m p o r t a n t  w i l d l i f e  matter.

S i n c e r e l y ,

Ms. K e n d e l l  M a c o m b e r  
\? 0  Box 83484 
F airb a n k s ,  AK 99708-3484

1

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


J e a n n e  O s tn e s

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 28, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson  
120 4rh Street 

June: j , A K  99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan who is concerned about the long-term conservation o f  wildlife species and maintaining healthy, 
diverse ecosystem s, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

HB 256 would...
* Make a bad law worse. HB 256 would make our "intensive management" law worse bv renaming it "active 
management" and giving the Board o f  G am e a com pletely free hand to control predators — the Board would merely 
nee ' to think that airborne or same-day airborne shooting w ould be "conducive"
to m eeting a prey objective.
* Expand Alaska's already excessive, expensive, and often ineffective predator control programs and pave the way 
or the Board o f  G am e to increase this unnecessary7 killing by leaving all decisions

about using planes to manage Alaska's wildlife up to the Board o f  G am e without requiring scientific data or an 
analysis by Fish and G am e biologists.
* Gut the intention o f  the voter-enacted ban on the same-day airborne shooting o f  w olves, grizzly bears and 
wolverines and make it much easier to increase the aerial killing o f  these animals.
* A llow  for the aerial gunning ot carnivores to reduce predator populations in order to artificially and unsustainably 
boost gam e populations a practice that will primarily benefit urban and out-of-state hunters, not rural hunters 
with dem onstrated needs.
* Add brown bears and wolverines to the list o f  species that may be shot by state-licensed aerial gunners.
* Permit the use o f  airplanes to track and shoot dow n w olves, grizzly bears and wolverines w ithout requiring a 
com prehensive "game m anagem ent plan" to be in place beforehand.
Therefore, please oppose H B256.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on  this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Miss Jennifer McCard 
320 Banner Ln 
Soldotna, A K  99669-7423

Defender*, of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Jennifer McCard 
[j_mccard @ hotmail.com]
Sunday, January 27. 2008 9:53 PM 
Rep. Cra,g Johnson 
Please Oppose HB 256!

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org


Pebra Higgins

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Tara Walker 
[walk@alaska.net]
Monday, January 28, 2008 6:54 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan 28, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson 
120 4th Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative  Johnson,

As an A laskan who is concerned about the long-term  conservation o f w ild life  species and m ainta in ing 
healthy, d iverse ecosystem s, I am w riting to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Don't add brown bears to the list o f oour sham eful policy o f aeria l gunn ing as th is expensive, ineffic ianet, 
and unsc ien tifica lly  based

program  has made us the butt o f nationw ide outcry, and m arg ina lized  in the sc ien tific  com m unity. What 
are you th inking! Th is w ill m ake an attrocious bill worse. Why are the rights o f urban and w ealthy out os 
state hunters worth the sta te  m oney to exterm inate our natural p redators? O ur w ilderness and an im als 
are our treasures, and we m ust

protect them, or if you con tinue to ignore your m andate to do that, at least don 't b lock out the input o f 
sc in tific  data in m aking predator plans. Why should hunters be guaranteed a m oose? As a life long 
A laskan, I say stop th is bill.

Thank you for considering my com m ents on th is im portant w ild life  matter.

S incere ly,

Ms. Tara Walker 
6918 Gem in i Dr 
Anchorage, AK 99504-4520

l

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org
mailto:walk@alaska.net


From: TBanks [TBanks@defenders.org]

Sen t: Monday, January 2", 2008 9:01 PM

To: Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep. Carl Gatto; Rep. Anna Fairclough; Rep. Bob Roses; Rep. Paul Seaton;
Rep. Peggy Wilson; Rep. Bryce Edgmon; Rep. David Guttenberg; Rep. Scott Kawasaki

Cc: martyannette@gci.net

Subject: Wildlife/predator control issue: HB 256

Subject: HB 256 hearing, January 30, 1:00 pm, Barnes 124, Alaska State Capitol 

Dear House Resources Committee members:

I'm sure you've heard all the biologically sound reasons to oppose HB 256. No sense reiterating them here. 
Please keep in mind that the majority of Alaskans have twice now voted against same-day airborne shooting of 
wolves, grrzly bears, and wolverines. Addition ly, there are some moral and ethical issues fused within this Bill 
that many puople like myself find deeply troubling, that being: artificial game farming via State-sponsored predator 
genocide which does not foster healthy ecosystems, biodiversity, or true wilderness values. But it does 
underscore the mean-spirited, self-indulgent ME, ME, ME, it's all about ME attitude of the Bill's sponsors and 
supporters. I, therefore, urge you to do the right thing and oppose HB 256. Thank you.

Marty Cordano
(M arty - p lease hit "Reply a ll" to  supply your street address, a n d  confirm  that this em ail is fro m  you, not m e )
Anchorage, Alaska

MC:tb

Jeanne Ostnes

1 /2 9 /2 0 0 8

mailto:TBanks@defenders.org
mailto:martyannette@gci.net
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Terry Harvey

From: Tama Lewis [lupineluna@gmail com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2008 8:15 AM

To: Rep Carl Gatto; Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep. Anna Fairclouah; Rep Bob Roses; Rep Paul Seaton.
Rep Peggy Wilson; Rep Bryce Edgmon, Rep. David Gutte.iberg; Rep Scott Kawasaki

Subject: HB 256

Dear Representatives,

I am writing to urge you to reject House Bill 256, a bill that would allow the governor and the Board o f  
Game to decide the fate o f  predator/prey ecosystem s across A laska with no required input from 
scientists and research studies. 1 have never seen such a blatant attempt to manage resources for the 
benefit o f  a select group o f  people, w h no regard for natural processes and science. Predator control is 
a highly controversial issue in this state, and most o f  those who support it want to know that the 
situation has been scientifically assessed and determ ined that 1) there is a need for predator control, and 
2) that no long term harm will be done to the land and the anim als that we all love so dearly. Without 
scientific studies, it is not possible to determine either o f  these to be true. W ithout requiring science, we 
would make the animals and ecosystems o f  this state subject to the whim o f  the political administration 
with no information on what is really going on in these remote portions o f  the state.

I am a wildlife biologist and resource manager in Alaska. I have been trained to collect and analyze data 
objectively, and come to conclusions based on the facts, not my personal preferences. This objectivity is 
what makes science so essential in making management decisions, and 1 cannot imagine making a 
decision that may have severe impacts on a wildlife population without first consulting results from a 
scientific study. To do so would be like sticking my head in the sand and hoping for the best! Yes 
science can deter and/or delay development. This is because science looks at the big picture beyond the 
human realm, a picture we are all a part o f  whether we acknow ledge it or not. It is essential that we 
understand natural ecosystem s and processes before we attempt to alter them for our benefit. Any law 
that lessens this responsibility is a shallow and narrow minded attempt to advance our own agenda 
irregardless o f  the effects on our environm ent that supports us.

Again, I urge you to reject this attempt to override the scientific process with political agendas.

Sincerely,
Tania Lewis 
P.O. Box 251 
Gustavus AK 
99826
907-723-4440

1 /2 9 /2 008
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Debra Higgins

From: Joan Andersen [JAndersen@bankston.to]

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2008 9:31 AM

To: Rep. Craig Johnson

Subject: HB 256

I strongly oppose HB 256. This new bill only worsens an already out-of-kilter ecosystem caused by 
the original aerial hunting statute. Passage of the new bill would further erode Alaska’s ecosystems 
and the balance between prey and predators. It is completely unnecessary, and bottom line, it will 
prove harmful to the State of Alaska. Please do not pass HB 256. Thank you.

1 /29 /2008

mailto:JAndersen@bankston.to
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HB 256 Ignores A laskans’ Views on Aerial Gunning and ^  • 
Further Weakens the Scientific Integrity o f State Laws 

Regarding W ildlife Management

In tro d u ced  in the final d a y s  o f  the 2007 legislative 
sessio n  and at G o vern o r P alin ’ s request, H ouse Bill 
(HB) 256 w ould further erode the state’s Intensive 
M anagem ent law by elim inating the few rem aining 
standards governing p redato r control. T h e  current 
Intensive M anagem ent law is already being used to 
im plem ent p redato r control program s on m ore than 
56,000 square miles o f  the state. These program s allow 
for the aerial gunning  o f  wolves and o ther liberalized 
hunting m ethods to reduce p redato r populations in 
o rder to artificially and r.nsustainably increase prey 
populations. Rather than correcting the mistakes made 
by G overnor M urkowski and his adm inistration, which 
ignored Alaskan voter sentim ent regarding the use o f  
airplanes to kill wolves and the m anagem ent o f  
Alaska’s predators, G o v ern o r Palin’s legislatio w ould 
pave the way for the Board o f  G am e to expanu the 

,, control program s by rem oving scientific standards.

G overnor Palm introduced this bill (and its identical 
Senate com panion, SB 176) because o f  successful and 
pending I'tigation that have challenged the p redato r 
control program s. It attem pts to thwart further legal 
challenges to the Board o f  G am e’s im plem entation o f  
these laws. W ith the G o v ern o r’s support, this bill is 
being heard beginning January 30, 2008 in the 
legislature. T he bills are assigned to the Senate 
Resource, Judiciary and Finance Com m ittees and to the 
H ouse Resources and Judiciary Com mittees.

T h e  p roposed  legislation  g u ts  the inten tion  o f  the 
voter-en acted  bans on  sam e-d ay  airborne sh o o tin g  
o f  w olves: D espite the public’s approval o f  tw o  ballot 
measures restricting same day airborne shooting o f  
w olves, G overnor Palin’s bill (1 IB 256) ignores (he will 
o f  Alaskan voters. N o t only does the bill add brow n 
bears to the list o f  game species that may be hunted  b\ 
acnal gunners licensed by the state to conduct p redato r 
control in certain areas, it also deletes the requirem ent 
that there be a gam e m anagem ent program  in place 
p n o r  to enacting the extrem e m easure o f  using 
urplanes to  track and shoot dow n wolves and bears. 
Palin’s bill would leave all decisions about “p redato r

co n tro l” gunning with airplanes within the discretion o f  
the Board o f  G am e and removes significant reliance on 
scientific inform ation.

T h e  p ro p o sed  legislatio n  m ak es a bad law  w orse:
T he existing law has no  scientific standards for 
p redato r control and is a bad system o f  wildlife 
m anagem ent because it fails to  represent all users and 
provide for the long-term  conservation o f  all wildlife 
species and habitat. T he proposed law w'ould be 
significantly w orse because it would eliminate the 
requirem ent that the Board o f  G am e determ ine that 
“predation is an im portant cause for the failure to 
achieve” prey num bers and hun ter success, and that “a 
reduction o f  predation can reasonably be expected to  
aid in the achievem ent o f  the objectives.” Instead, the 
Board w ould merely need to conclude that airborne o r 
same-day airborne shooting “would be conducive” to 
m eeting one o f  its prcv objectives o r harvest levels.
T he requirem ent that Board o f  G am e decisions be 
based on inform ation from  the Alaska D epartm ent o f  
Fish and G am e would be eliminated.

T h e  proposed  legislatio n  g iv es  no reco gn ition  to 
the im p ortan ce o f  h ealth y eco system s: Like the 
existing legislation, the proposed  bill fails to 
acknowledge the role carnivores play in keeping 
ecosystems healthy and w ould continue the unwise and 
excessive removal o f  predators across large areas o f  the 
state, totaling m ore than 56,000 square miles. This 
widespread, intense culling o f  predators results in long­
term loss to  ecosystem function and is costing the state 
at least a million dollars each year.

In con clu sion : T he solution to legal problem s w ith 
the State’s p redator control reduction programs is not 
to liberalize the existing, already bad, intensive 
m anagem ent law. Alaska needs wildlife m anagement 
laws that prom ote science based, effective, 
economically feasible wildlife planning that addresses 
the views o f  all user groups. Senate Bill 176 and H ouse 
Bill 256 must not pass

For m ore inform ation, please contact T om  Banks, 907-276-9453 ext, 1, tbanks (fFdcfcndcrs.org
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February 2008

To: Governor Sarah Pal in To: Legislators

House Bill 256

Despite two public votes by Alaskan to bolish it. The voters of the State of 
Alaska have voted twice to ban aerial shooting. Alaska voters have spoken 
aerial shooting should be banned. Are you going against Alaskans votes? 
How convenient for the Fish & Game Board with the support of the 
Governor Sarah Paiin to exterminate certP’n animals for there own 
convenience and purposes, and satisfy their ego. Fish and Game Advisory 
Committee and the Board of Game are responsible for the decrease of 
caribou and moose population. For the open hunting within the Interior a 
cow hunt was recently held and a calf hunt also opened. Fish & Game 
opened a moose hunt in Tanana Flats and Alaska Range Foothhills and still 
through Feb.28,2008 hunters have killed more than 2,100 moose- about 90 
percent of them COWS. Even some people said the state should have shut 
down the hunt SEASON and still on. It came up on the ANCHORAGE 
Daily News. On October 1,2007 the new extra moose hunt started on the 
creek to reduce moose population. Fish and Game Advisory Committee 
held a meeting on November 2007 their goal was to getting rid of moose 
population on the Hillside and around Anchorage to give way to new 
CONSTRUCTION. Last year more than 1,600 moose were killed by car 
accidents. Even our authorities killed some moose here in Anchorage 
claiming in self-defense to protect people. The media was said last week 
that the Fish and Game decided to go to Hatcher’s Pass and exterminate all 
the MOOSE. In another place, they opened the hunting for moose and they 
killed all the moose and even the calves. People are poison the enviroment 
with pipeline, mine, pesticides etc. T aey are many factors, which is affecting 
the wild animals. Don’t blame and use the WOLVES AND BEARS FOR 
THE PEOPLE FAULT. When animals kill animals it is their NATURE.
GOD made them that way to eat each other. Some politicians want to twist 
the creation of GOD fo»‘ their own purposes. Hunting is a HUGE business 
controlled by a few people. “HUNTER CONTROL NOT PREDATOR 
CONTROL”
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We read about the biologist VIC VAN BALLENBERGHE AND BOB 
TOBEY SAID WHY KILL PREDATORS TO BOOST THE MOOSE 
POPULATION IF THE HABITAT CAN’T HELP SUPORT MORE 
MOOSE? But we should blame Fish and Game Board for the deliberately 
open hunting. Recently Fish & Game came up with these proposal 41 and 
42 will allow MOTHERS BEARS AND THEIRS CUBS TO BE KILLED 
AND WOLVES PUPS IN THEIR DENS TO BE KILLED. HOW CAN 
PEOPLE HAVE THESE TERRORIST- LIKE IDEOLOGIES NO EVEN 
THE WILD ANIMALS DO THAT INSTEAD THEY FIGHT FOR THEIR 
CALVES OR PUPS? HOW COME A HUMANE CAN ACCEPT THESE 
ATROCITIES. God made the people especial but God also made the 
animals therefore they have value because GOD made the animals. TO 
KILL ANIMALS AS A SPORT IS CRUEL, AND INHUMANE. House Bill 
256 IS REPUGENT AND DISGRACEFUL. THIS COUNTRY WAS BUILT 
UPON THE BIBLE AND SOMEDAY GOD WILL JUDGE EAH OF US. 
WE HAVE TO GIVE AN ACCOUNT TO GOD. IF WE DON’T HAVE 
COMPASSION WHILE WE ARE ON THE EARTH, GOD WON’T HAVE 
MERCY ON US. Right now Sarah Palm and their friends from the Fish and 
Game Board are killing indiscriminately the WOLVES. REVELATION 22- 
12 AND BE HOLD, I COME QUICKLY; AND MY REWARD IS WITH 
ME, TO GIVE EVERY MAN ACCORDING AS HIS WORK SHALL BE. 
REVELATION 22-13 I AM ALPHA AND OMEGA, THE BEGINNING 
AND THE END, THE FIRST AND THE LAST. WE ARE GLAD THAT 
GOD IS MORE POWERFUL THAN ANY MAN ON THE EARTH 
SAMUEL 1-7 FOR THE LORD SEETH NOT AS MAN SEETH; FOR 
MAN LOOKETH ON THE OUTWARD APPEARANCE, BUT THE LORD 
LOOKETH ON IHE HEART.

When it comes to the wildlife existence. GOD created everything with a 
purpose. The purpose was to feed human when necessary as
completely eliminate them, as Sarah Palin and her friends from the Fish and 
Game Board want to eliminate the animals that don’t produce any money 
and the animales that kill moose, caribou etc.

Marci Clifton Yolanda de la Cruz
m E J S S ' J M t J J ?  I ftf' F  T :  ? » m  



TESTIM O N Y  OF JOEL BENNETT

15255 Point Louisa Road 
Juneau, Alaska 99801 
907-789-1718

Co-sponsor and Initiative Committee Member, 2008 Initiative entitled 
05HUNT

Thank you for the opportunity to speak today. My name is Joel Bennett. I 'm  
a 39-year resident o f  Juneau, Alaska. I serv ed on the Board o f  Game for over 
12 years. I have been an active, licensed hunter for every year o f  my 
residency.

I have also been a organizer and sponsor o f  each o f  the airborne w olf 
hunting ballot measures that passed in 1996 and 2000, and am presently co­
sponsoring a third ballot measure on the same subject that has been certified 
for a vote in the August 2008 primary election.

I have been involved with this issue, both on and o f f  the Board o f  Game, for 
over 30 years.

Let me say at the outset, on behalf o f  our initiative group, Alaskans for 
Wildlife, that we do not oppose predator control. In fact we support it and 
we believe the general public does too— but only where predators are 
causing a demonstrated biological emergency, and when carried out by 
Department o f  Fish and Game personnel. We also believe that programs 
must be based on adequate scientific data and only remove the minimum 
number o f  animals necessary to address the problem.

These are the main principles o f  all three initiatives. They are principles that 
we believe create standards that can be supported by most Alaskans, as 
evidenced by repeated ballot measure passage.

Unfortunately, A laska’s existing airborne hunting statute is far more 
permissive than this when it comes to predator control. Since 1996, As 16. 
05.783 has been repeatedly amended to take away the basic standards put in 
place by a vote o f  a majority o f  Alaskans.



Even though Alaska's current airborne hunting statute no longer requires a 
finding o f  a biological emergency before airborne predator control can 
occur, it at least retains the requirement that there be a biological basis for 
the program. It requires the Board to determine, based on biological 
information from the department, that predation is an important cause for 
failure to achieve harvest or population objectives set by the Board before 
predator control can be authorized. This must also be done as part o f  a Game 
Management Plan.

The main provision o f  HB 256 (Section 8) deletes the requirement for a 
Game Management Plan and removes any need to link actual predation with 
the failure to achieve a stated prey population objective— in other words, the 
Board can just establish predator control programs regardless o f  whether a 
wolves or bears were the real problem. Under Section 8, the amended AS 
16.05.783, the board only has to determine that a predator control program 
would be “conducive” to achieving human harvest or prey population 
objectives.

By eliminating the need to actually identify what the cause o f  the problem is, 
the state risks wasting large expenditures o f  public funds and resources on 
the wrong solution. For example, eliminating wolves when poor habitat or 
bears are the problem will fail to restore moose or caribou and move things 
in the wrong direction.

In our view, this takes the essential biological foundation o f  predator control 
programs away. Without scientific justification, we believe the program is 
not responsible game management. It will never have broad public support 
and will seriously damage the credibility o f  the Department o f  Fish and 
Game.

Valuable public wildlife resources deserve to be managed carefully. The 
National Academy o f  Sciences urged the state o f  Alaska to include more 
data and scientific support for predator control, not less. The American 
Society oi'M ammalogists has sent 3 letters o f  concern and passed a 
resolution regarding w olf management in Alaska. Issues surrounding 
A laska’s predator control were discussed in September 2006 at The Wildlife 
Society’s annual meeting in Anchorage and concerns were raised over the 
scientific basis o f  the control programs. These concerns are based on 
know ing the end result o f  similar large-scale predator control programs in 
other areas o f  the w orld that were not based on sound science. Often,



predators subject to such programs were unable to sustain viable populations 
( from a letter from 172 scientists and wildlife professionals to Governor 
Sarah Palin, dated September 25, 2007).

The obvious purpose o f  HB 256 is to make it as easy as possible to authorize 
predator control programs. We question why this is necessary. The Board 
has had no problem creating 5 programs over 60,000 square miles o f  central 
interior Alaska. This is the largest predator control effort since statehood. 
There seems to be no impediment *o large -scale expansion o f  predator 
control programs now.

We urge that no legislative action be taken to remove the minimal 
requirement that predator control programs have a biological basis. I t’s 
simple. If  predators are not the problem, they should not be removed.
Sound science must demonstrate which type o f  predator, i f  any, is causing 
the problem.

By repealing 2 statewide initiatives, the legislature has gone against the will 
o f  the people o f  Alaska repeatedly. HB 256, by removing even the minimal 
standards for predator control that are left, further erodes public confidence 
in government.

We urge rejection o f  HB 256.



TESTIMONY OF 

TOM BANKS 
ALASKA REPRESENTATIVE, DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE 

BEFORE THE ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE 
HOUSE RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

REGARDING HOUSE BILL 256 
“ACTIVE GAME MANAGEMENT / AIRBORNE HUNTING” 

J A N U A R Y  30, 2008

C o-Chairm en Rep. Craig Jo h n so n  and Rep. Carl G atto  and M em bers o f  the Select 

C om m ittee, I am 1 'om  Banks, Alaska Representative o f  D efenders o f  Wildlife. Founded  in 1947, 

D efenders o f  Wildlife has over one million m em bers and supporters across the nation, ir luding 

5,800 active Alaskan m em bers, and is dedicated to  the pro tection  and restoration o f  native animals 

and plants in their natural com m unities. T hank you for the opportunity  to testify today.

By way o f  in troduction, I com e from  a family o f  hunters and fishers and have enjoyed these 

and many other o u td o o r activities. I am a volunteer assistant Scoutm aster at the Boy Scout troop at 

St. John  L nited M ethodist Church in Anchorage. I ow n a hom e in A nchorage. Before joining the 

s ta ff o t Defenders of Wildlife, I have been a naturalist, backcountry ranger and enforcem ent officer 

on state and federal lands in Alaska and elsewhere for twenty-five sum m ers. I have a bachelor’s 

degree in park and recreation adm inistration and m aster’s degree in ecology.

D efenders o f  W ild life s tro n g ly  o p p o se s  H o u se  Bill 256 b e c a u se  th e  p ro p o se d  

leg is la tio n  w ou ld

I



•  T h w a r t the in te n tio n  o f  tw o  vo te r-e n a c te d  bans o n  same dav a irbo rne  h u n tin g  o f  
w o lves.

•  A d d  b ro w n  bears to  the list o f  species tha t can be shot by p riva te  aerial gunners.

•  E lim in a te  the requ irem en t tha t the B oard  o f  G am e base its p re d a to r co n tro l 
p rog ram s on sc ie n tific  in fo rm a tio n  p ro v id ed  by the pro fess iona ls at the D e p a rtm e n t 
o f  F ish and G am e, and

■ L im it  p u b lic  p a rtic ip a tio n  on  issues tha t a ffe c t all o f  Alaska.

H B  256 w o u ld  delete the requ irem ent tha t a com prehensive  game m anagem ent p lan be in 

place p r io r  to  in v o k in g  aerial p re d a to r c o n tro l. A eria l p re d a to r c o n tro l shou ld  on ly  be considered 

w hen  part o f  a ve ry  ca re fu lly  th o u g h t-o u t p ro g ram  based on adequate su p p o rtin g  data, o p p o rtu n ity  

fo r  p u b lic  rev iew , and p u b lic  support.

1 IB  256 co m p le te ly  ignores and dismisses the in te n tio n  o f  the vo te r-enacted  bans on same- 

day a irb o rn e  sh o o tin g  o f  p reda to rs  and seeks to  m ove  p re d a to r c o n tro l decis ions o u t o f  the realm  o f  

£.cicQCg_an_d fu r th e r  to w a rd  an ide o lo g ica lly -d riven  dec is io n -m a k in g  process by the B oa rd  o f  G am e, a 

body  w h ich  is no t d iverse ly  representative o f  a w ide  range o f  values tha t A laskans place on the ir 

w ild life .

T he  B oard  o f  G am e  and certa in  h u n tin g  o rgan iza tions c la im  tha t p re d a to r c o n tro l is 

necessary to  p ro v id e  subsistence fo o d  fo r  those vv.iose su rv iva l depends o n  it. U n fo rtu n a te ly , this 

m isrepresents the facts. A n n u a l state harvest records show  tha t the vast m a jo r ity  o f  the animals. 

tw o -th ird s  to  th re e -q u a rters o f  the m oose and ca ribou  hun ted  in  Alaska, are harvested by urban and 

o u t-o f-s ta te  residents. U rban residents also harvest m ost o f  the anim als in  the m a jo r ity  o f  the 

cu rre n t p re d a to r c o n tro l areas. Rural people are o fte n  p o rtrayed  as the c h ie f bene fic ia ry o f  the 

p re d a to r c o n tro l p rogram s, (dearly , they are n o t. T he  desire to  m a in ta in  the venerable  tra d itio n  o f  

h u n tin g  is im p o rta n t, bu t does no t com e w ith  the guarantee that every h u n tin g  o u tin g  w ill yie ld a 

catch. Fair chase im p lies  that a successful h u n t is n o t guaranteed, b u t depends o n  the sk ill o f  the 

h u n te r and the natu ra l abundance o f  prev.



M o re  than 56,000 square m iles  are cu rre n tly  u nd e r a irb o rn e  p re d a to r c o n tro l by p riva te  

p ilo ts  and gunners w h o  secure a p e rm it. T lu s  is nearly 9.8° o o f  the state’s to ra l land area, o r rough ly  

o n c -th ird  o f  the lands under state co n tro l. T h is  sizeable p o r t io n  o f  the state is cu rre n tly  sub ject to 

aerial sh o o tin g  o f  p reda to rs . T o  increase the p o rt io n  o f  A laska w ild lands sub ject to  th is  p ractice  -  

by loosen ing  the  standards in  o rd e r to  add the m  m ore  hastily  -  is u rong and inde fensib le .

A  state in it ia t iv e  sponsored  by  A laskans fo r  NX'ildlife is scheduled fo r  a vo te  on  A ugust 26, 

2008. H B  256 w o u ld  re -w rite  and t i l t  cu rre n t law  in  a d ire c tio n  exactly o pp o s ite  fro m  the vo te rs ’ 

in te n t. O v e r 56,000 A laskans signed an in it ia tive  p e tiu o n  in d ica tin g  they w anted  to  vo te  o n  this 

in itiauve . T he  Leg is la tu re  sh o u ld  h o n o r th e ir  washes, n o t con fuse  the issue fo r  them , and n o t 

u nd e rm in e  the in it ia t iv e  process by passing th is  leg isladon the  way it is w r itte n .

Rather than  s tre a m lin in g  the p re d a to r c o n tro l process to  m ake it  less accountab le  to  science 

and the A laskan peop le , this im p o r ta n t co n tro ve rsy  should  be decided o n  the basis o f  (1) the acdons 

tha t a clear m a jo r ity  o f  A laskans w o u ld  f in d  balanced and equ itab le ; (2) the p re d a to r c o n tro l, i f  any, 

th a t w o u ld  be necessary in  areas w here  there is true need to  raise m ore  prey fo r  hum an sustenance 

o r  to r  p ro te cd o n  o f  a p rey p o p u la tio n  fro m  experienc ing  a b io log ica l em ergency, (3) the acdons that 

are necessary to  m a in ta in  the hea lth  o t the landscape fo r  the lo n g  run. I t  is w e ll kn o w n  tha t an 

excess o f  p rey anim als like  m oose  o r  ca rib o u  ra n  n o t be su p po rte d  fo r  the lo n g  te rm  w ith o u t 

damage to  the h a b ita t and im pacts  on  th e ir  o w n  health. C ro w d in g  an area w ith  m oose  o r  ca ribou  

beyond  the landscape’s ca rry ing  capacity is n o t wnse stew ardsh ip . “ C o n s e rva tio n ”  o r  “ stew ardsh ip ”  

is w h a t all hun ters and n o n -h u n te rs  agree u pon , and th is requires a long  te rm  v is io n  -  som e th ing  

w 'h ich is lack ing  in  th is  b ill.

T he  p roposed  law' w o u ld  e lim ina te  the requ irem en t tha t the B oard  o f  G am e de te rm ine  that 

“ p re d a tion  is an im p o rta n t cause fo r  the fa ilu re  to  achieve”  prev num bers and h u n te r success, and 

tha t “ a reducuon o f  p re d au o n  can reasonably be expected to  aid in  the ach ievem ent o f  the 

ob jec tives .”  Instead, the B oard w o u ld  m e re ly  need to  conc lude  that aerial o r  sam e-day a irbo rne  

sh o o tin g  “ w o u ld  be co n d u c ive ”  to  m eeung  one o t  its p rey objecd%'es o r  harvest levels. T h is  is a 

s ign ifican t re laxa tion  in  the standard by w h ic h  p re d a to r c o n tro l areas are established.
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T he  req u ire m e n t tha t the B oa rd  o f  G am e decis ions be based on in fo rm a tio n  fro m  the 

Alaska. D e p a rtm e n t o f  F ish and G am e w o u ld  also be e lim in a te d .

L ike  the ex is tin g  in tens ive  m anagem ent statutes, the p ro p osed  b ill fails to  acknow ledge the 

im p o r ta n t ro le ca rn ivo res play in  keeping  ecosystems and p rey p o p u la tio ns  hea lthy  and v igorous. 

T h e  w idespread, in tense cu llin g  o f  p redato rs results in  losses to  ecosystem  co m p le x ity , d ive rs ity , and 

fu n c tio n . T h is  leg is la tion  p o s itio n s  the B oard  o f  G am e to  accelerate a p ro g ram  fo r  p o litica l reasons 

-  b u t w ith o u t a tte n tio n  to  w h e th e r such a p ro g ram  is fisca lly p ru d e n t o r  b io log ica lly  sound. T he  

p roposed  leg is la tion  gives no  re c o g n itio n  to  the im po rtan ce  o f  conse rv ing  hea lthy ecosystems in  

th e ir  natura l, w ild  c o n d it io n  -  an im p o rta n t value tha t .\laskans and tou ris ts  fro m  a ro u nd  the w o rld  

recogn ize  and experience each year in  g ro w in g  num bers. .Alaska is special and unique, and w ith  

p ro p e r, conse rvative  m anagem ent, can rem ain tha t way.

T o  conclude, we s trong ly  oppose lib e ra liz in g  the  existing, already one-sided in tensive  

m anagem ent statutes. /Alaska needs w ild life  m anagem ent laws tha t p ro m o te  science-based, e ffe c tive , 

fisca lly  p ru d e n t w ild life  m anagem ent tha t addresses the leg itim a te  needs and v ie w p o in ts  o f  all user 

g roups. W h ile  it is va lid  to  a llocate  w ild life  to  satisfy leg itim a te  needs fo r  fo o d s tu ffs , we need to 

accept that it  is im poss ib le  to  satisfy- a desire fo r  an u n lim ite d  q ua n tity  o f  m oose  o r  ca ribou  fo r  a 

g ro w in g  n u m b e r o f  hun te rs , p a rticu la rly  fro m  o u t-o f-s ta te , w h ile  keeping  /Alaska’s w ilderness 

character. U n fo rtu n a te ly , FIB 256 is a im ed tow a rd  co n tin u in g  to  elevate num bers o f  prey anim als 

beyond  the landscape ’s ability ' to  su p p o rt them , and thus the leg is la tion  is g rossly unbalanced.

A laska needs sound w ild life  m anagem ent laws tha t ensure sustainable p re d a to r and game 

p o p u la tio n s  fo r  genera tions to  co m e  on a landscape tha t can p roduce  “ o n ly  so m u c h ”  w h ile  

m a in ta in in g  its  fu ll co m p le m e n t o f  p redators and prey in  a w ild , un tam ed setting.

W ild life  m an ag em en t sh ou ld  in clu d e  a “b est availab le  sc ie n ce ”  stan dard  that the 

B oard  is required to apply in its d e c is io n -m ak in g . A nd the p u b lic  process sh ould  not be 
sh o rtch a n g e d . It  is clear tha t new  leg is la tion  is needed in  the fu tu re  to  address the defic iencies in  

the in isivc m anagem ent statutes, b u t this b ill in  no  way addresses the p ro b le m s and p rov ides the 

balance tha t’s needed. I s trong ly  urge vou to  oppose this b ilk

T h a n k  vou.
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O From: Mary A. Vavrik [m vavrik@gci.net]

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2008 12 :06 PM

‘io :  Rep. Craig Jo h n so n ; Rep. Carl Gatto; Rep. Anna Fairclough; Rep. Bob R o se s ; Rep. Paul Seaton;
Rep. Peggy W ilson ; Rep. Bryce Edgmon; Rep. David Guttenberg; Rep. Scott Kawasaki

C c: G looschenko, Valanne POA; bill morris

Sub ject: HB 256

Jeanne Ostnes

I am writing to ask that you vote NO to p a ssage  of HB 256. T h is bill will prevent any scientific oversight over the 
Board of Game predator control program! We have a system  of ch eck s and balances in our government, and 
those ch eck s and balances shouid apply to the Board of Game, a lso. The Board of Game should not be allowed 
carte blanche authority to make d ec isio n s regarding wildlife or predator control in Alaska.

My understanding of the original m ission  of the Board of Game is  for wildlife management for diversified u se rs 
and to represent ALL A laskans. It’s  been shown that the Board of Game consistently favors hunting and trapping 
above all other u se s  and values of wildlife, regard less of scientific evidence or public opinion to the contrary. 
A la ska 's voters have T W IC E  voted against aerial killing oi w olves, and to add brown bears and wolverines to the 
slaughter is  unacceptable!

I am a voter and taxpayer, and I don’t appreciate my hard earned tax dollars going toward su ch  heinous acts a s 
the u nnecessa ry , expensive, and brutal m assacre  of innocent wildlife.

P lease do not allow the p a ssage  of HB 256.

Thank you.

Mary A. Vavrik 
119 3 0  Northern Raven Drive 
Anchorage, Alaska 9 9 5 16 - 19 3 5  
(907) 345-3934
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Patty Krueger

From: Bill Sherwonit [akgriz@hotm ail.com ]
Sent: W ednesday, February 20, 2008 9:03 AM
To: Rep. Ja y  Ram ras
Subject: com m ents on HB256

Rep. R am ras:
I o f f e r  th e s e  comments a s  someone who has l iv e d  in  A laska s in c e  1982 and who, a s  a 
j o u r n a l i s t  and n a tu re  w r i t e r ,  has  fo llo w ed  Board o f Game d e l ib e r a t i o n s  and c lo s e ly  
o bserv ed  A la s k a 's  w i l d l i f e  management system  s in c e  th e  m id -1980s. P le a se  d i s t r i b u t e  t h i s  
commentary to  a l l  members o f y o u r com m ittee .

As members of th e  A laska L e g i s la tu r e  m ust be aw are, th e  s t a t e ' s  e x i s t i n g  " in te n s iv e  
m anagem ent” law i s  a l r e a d y  a h ig h ly  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  th in g ,  opposed by many A laskans - -  
in c lu d in g  s u b s t a n t i a l  numbers o f w i l d l i f e  b i o l o g i s t s  o u ts id e  th e  D epartm ent o f F ish  and 
Game (and l i k e l y  some w ith in  i t ) ,  who b e l ie v e  i t  to  be  based  on bad s c ie n c e  and r e s u l t i n g  
in  poo r management o f A la s k a 's  w i l d l i f e .

Now come HB256 and SB176, which w i l l  make a bad s i t u a t i o n  w orse . D e sp ite  Kevin S a x b y 's  
a s s u ra n c e s  th a t  t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  i s  m ere ly  a h o u sekeep ing  m easure th a t  w i l l  s im p l i fy  
c u r r e n t  r e g u la t io n s  and ta k e  them to  t h e i r  "b a re  e s s e n t i a l s , " th e  p rop o sed  law would have 
f a r - r e a c h in g  e f f e c t s  and do a t  l e a s t  two th in g s  th a t  a r e  bad p u b l ic  p o l ic y :

F i r s t ,  th e  b i l l s  would f u r th e r  d im in ish  th e  r o l e  o f s c ie n c e  th a t  goes in to  A la s k a 's  
w i l d l i f e  management. Second, i t  w i l l  g r e a t ly  d im in ish  p u b l ic  invo lvem en t in  w i l d l i f e  
management i s s u e s .

L e g i s l a t i v e  com m ittees have a l r e a d y  h ea rd  c o n s id e ra b le  te s tim o n y  in  o p p o s i t io n  to  t h i s  
l e g i s l a t i o n  and th e y  have so  f a r  ig n o re d  th a t  te s tim o n y  in  fa v o r  of Gov. Sarah  P a l i r i 's  
p roposed  changes to  s t a t e  law, p a s s in g  th e  b i l l s  o u t o f  com m ittee w ith  one o r  no v o te s  in 
o p p o s i t io n .  I d o n 't  ex p e c t com m ittee members to  heed my v o ic e  any more th an  th e y  have 
heeded o th e r  v o ic e s ,  b u t i t  seems im p o rta n t to  s t a t e  on th e  re c o rd  what th e  A laska 
L e g i s la tu r e ,  in  co m b in a tio n  w ith  th e  g o v e rn o r 's  o f f i c e  and th e  Board o f Game a r e  d o in g , 
which i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  r e g r e s s iv e ,  f a v o re d - s p e c ie s  w i l d l i f e  management t h a t  i s  d ecades 
beh ind  th e  a v a i l a b l e  s c ie n c e  -  and, i t  sh o u ld  be n o te d , p u b l ic  a t t i t u d e s .

I f  my re a d in g  -  and th a t  of many o th e r  o pponen ts  -  o f HB256 and SB176 i s  c o r r e c t ,  th e  
l e g i s l a t u r e  w i l l  be e n d o rs in g  a management system  th a t  w i l l  remove any re q u ire m e n t th a t  
boa d members c o r s id e r  sound s c ie n c e  and th e  in p u t of w i l d l i f e  p r o f e s s io n a ls  when 
c o n s id e r in g  p r e d a to r  c o n t ro l  p rogram s, w h ile  a llo w in g  th e  BOG to  a u th o r iz e  such  program s 
sim p ly  i f  th e y  ap p e a r "conducive"  to  m ee tin g  p re y  p o p u la tio n  o b je c t iv e s .  In  o th e r  w ords, 
th e  BOG co u ld  e n a c t p r e d a to r  c o n t ro l  program s sim p ly  on th e  b e l i e f  th a t  such c o n t ro l  would 
h e lp  in c r e a s e  u n g u la te  p o p u la t io n s ,  even when th e r e  i s  no e v id e n c e  th a t  w olves o r b e a rs  or 
o th e r  p r e d a to r s  a r e  a p a r t  o f th e  problem . T h is  e s s e n t i a l l y  removes any r e s t r a i n t s  on th e  
BOG. C e r ta in ly ,  th e r e  a r e  h u n te rs  who would d e l ig h t  in  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n ,  bu t i t  f l i e s  in  th e  
face  o f w i l d l i f e  s c ie n c e  and th e  l a r g e r  p u b l ic  good.

T h is  supposed  " h o u se -c le a n in g "  m easure would a l s o  add brown b e a rs  and w o lv e r in e s ,  among 
o th e r  s p e c ie s ,  to  th o se  th a t  can be k i l l e d  by a e r i a l  g u nners  under a p r e d a to r  c o n tro l  
program . I f  th e  g oal i s  o n ly  tc  s im p l i f y  th e  in te n s iv e  management law, why a r e  th e s e  
s p e c ie s  b e in g  added? I would hope l e g i s l a t o r s  would ask  th e  ob v io u s  q u e s t io n :  what i s  th e  
b a s is  fo r  such  a d ra m a tic  change? I would a rg u e  th a t  th e  a d d i t io n  o t brown b e a rs  ana 
w o lv e r in e s  i s  b o th  u n w arran ted  and o u tra g e o u s  and r e p r e s e n ts  a n o th e r  g ia n t  s te p  backw ard 
in  what i s  a l re a d y  a r e g r e s s iv e  sy stem  th a t  seems headed fo r  what i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  -wild- 
game fa rm in g .

I t ' s  a l s o  my u n d e rs ta n d in g  t h a t ,  i f  p a sse d , t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  -would d is a l lo w  c o u r t 
c h a l le n g e s  to  p r e d a to r  c o n t ro l  program s th a t  co u ld  in th e  f u tu r e  be based  m ere ly  or. 
hunches. I t  may a l s o  s t r i p  A lask an s  of t h e i r  r ig h t  to  p a r t i c i p a t e  ir; th e  p o l i t i c a l  pr* re ss  
th rough  c i t i z e n s '  i n i t i a t i v e s .
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A nother th o u g h t: i t  i s  h ig h ly  d is in g e n u o u s  fo r  Kevin Saxby and Doug L arsen  to  su g g e s t th a t  
th e r e  w i l l  be p le n ty  o f o p p o r tu n i ty  fo r  th e  p u b lic  to  p a r t i c i p a t e  in  th e  BOG p ro c e s s  a f t e r  
th e s e  changes a r e  made, b e c a u se  th e  bo ard , under th e  c u r r e n t  and p re v io u s  a d m in is t r a t io n s  
in  p a r t i c u l a r ,  have been d is m is s iv e  o f anyone who p r e s e n ts  a d i f f e r e n t  p e r s p e c t iv e  th an  
th e  b o a r d 's  own narrow  d e f i n i t i o n  o f what i s  good and n e c e s s a ry  w i l d l i f e  management.

In  s h o r t ,  HB256 and SB176 a r e  s im ply  in te n d e d  to  make i t  a s  ea sy  as  p o s s ib le  fo r  th e  Board 
of Game to  a u th o r iz e  p r e d a to r  c o n t ro l  p rogram s, w ith  l i t t l e  o r  no re g a rd  f o r  such 
p ro g ra m 's  l a r g e r  and lo n g -te rm  im pa_ts on eco sy s tem s, w i l d l i f e  p o p u la t io n s ,  and A laskan 
r e s id e n t s .  Ir. f u r th e r  d im in is h in g  th e  r o le  of s c ie n c e  and p u b l ic  p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  i t  le a d s  
to  e v e r  w orse p u b l ic  p o l i c y .

Thanks f o r  c o n s id e r in g  ny te s tim o n y ,
B i l l  S herw onit 
2441 T u lik  D rive 
A nchorage, AK 99517 
907-245-0283
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Jo* Klirtaoh
Katmai Guide Service 

PO Bor 318 * King Salmon, AK 99513

February 4 ,200R

Testimony for HB256

Mr. Chairman, members o f  Ihe Committee;

M y name is Joe Kiursch, I currently serve as president o f  (be Alaska Pmfessinnul Hunter* 
Association and am hens to speak on hehulf o f  our hunting guide members aa well os m yself 
Alter nearly forty years o f  living in rural Alaska, hunting and guiding big game uninmJs uni und 
the Mala, I IruM you will consider my comment* caneftilly.

There ia a great hunting tradition in our state, as stated in the publication Pntdatjon Manafpmtni 
‘1* «  integral to lifestyles, traditional cultures, the economy and h u ic  food Deeds for 

many Alaskan families." I will add that many o f  those Qunilies are guiding families who share 
substantial ■mounts o f  meat with people who would otherwise not have access lo wild game.

ih e  issue at hand is ihe dwindling numbers o f  moose, caribou, Dali sheep and other ungulate 
species that lias occurred over the last 15 years. Most o f  these declines cun be directly 
attributable to ever increasing numbers o f  predator* particularly wolves— especially in western 
and south central Alaska. Historically active predator management resulted in higher numbers o f  
£*mc species ullowfng for sustainable long lorm use by hunters. Since the 1980’s, efforts to 
manage predator numbers has been curtuiled—  the result being continuing loss o f  opportunity.

Opponents o f  this bill would like you lo believe that no predator control efforts should he 
undertaken until a threshold o f  "biological emergency.”  This is simply unacceptable. It 
intentionally ignores the fhef that at that point in the allocation equation mm-reside ot and general 
resident season* are closed and in most cases subsistence seasons are curt oiled to Tier 1 or Tier 
IT where there are not enough animals to allow for a sustainable harvest Allowing this to occur, 
wo will find many o f  our game species in the proverbial predator pit where recovery may lake 
decades. We have a constitutional and even moral obligation not to allow this to happen.

Nothing in this legislation spells doom for predators. To the contrary it gives A D FA G  and the 
Alaska Board o f  Gtune (with thorough public input from all cfftvtcd parties) the ability to 
authorize and undertake properly justified and measured predator management programs. It 
allows us to act before we find ourselves in a management crisis. Acting only in the oose o f  a 
biological emergency it acting too tale.

Failure to actively manage predator species, particularly wolves is and will continue to have a 
devastating effect on all Alaskan who rely on pray species.

in conclusion:
1 urge you to do what is right and move this legislation on to passage.

1 hank y o u .

Joe Klulsch



Testimony o f  Joel Bennett 
15255 point Louisa Road 
Juneau, A laska 99801 
February 20, 2008

Thank you for the opportunity to speak today. I am a 39-year state resident. I have served 
on the Board o f  Game for over 12 years. I have also been an organizer and sponsor o f 
each o f  the airborne hunting ballot measures that passed in 1996 and 2000, and am 
presently co-sponsoring a third ballot measure on the same subject that has been certified 
for a vote in the August 2008 primary election.

I would like to focus on Section 8 o f  HB 256. the statutory provision that deals with 
same-day airborne hunting. This is the same provision that is the subject o f  the current 
ballot measure.

As you may be aware, the lieutenant governor, with the formal concurrence o f  the 
attorney general, can take an initiative o ff the ballot when the legislature has enacted a 
measure that is “substantially the same.”

It is clear from this statute that the Office o f  the Attorney General has a critical role to 
play in determining whether Section 8 o f the proposed bill and the initiative are 
substantially the same. Yet. at the Senate Resources Comm ittee hearing, I heard the 
Assistance Attorney General representing ADF&G and the Board o f  Game decline to 
answer the question whether Section 8 o f  the bill is substantially the same as the 
initiative. Instead, he vaguely stated the bill should stand or fall on its own merits. This 
forces me to assume the worst: that the ADF&G and the DOL are being evasive with you 
and the public. It forces me to assume that they want to avoid saying whether they think 
Section 8 o f  the bill is substantially similar because they know this will outrage the nearly
57,000 people voters who signed our petition and.want to vote on the initiative. Then, 
once the bill passes they will tell the Lt. Governor that the bill is substantially the same, 
and ask him to remove the initiative from the ballot.

As one o f the sponsors o f  the initiative, I don 't think Section 8 is substantially the 
same. The goal o f  the initiative is to rev ise the current law so that it is nearly the same as 
the airborne hunting law that was passed by initiative in 1996. The 1996 law allowed for 
aerial w olf control, but only in the context o f  a true biological em ergency, very narrowly 
defined in the law. based upon written findings made by the Comm issioner o f  ADF&G 
and not by a Board o f  political appointees, based on adequate data and limited to the area 
where the biological emergency existed. It prohibited members o f  the public from 
shooting wolves aerially or same-day airborne.

In contrast, the purpose o f  Section 8 o f the bill is to allow the Board o f  Game to 
authorize aerial and same day airborne shooting o f  wolves and, for the first time ever.



brown bears, and by private hunters, without any requirement o f  finding that there is a 
biological emergency. This could occur whenever a majority o f  the Board members 
think it “conducive to achieving" the Board’s human harvest and prey population 
objectives. In addition, the initiative does not make amendments to the current intensive 
managem ent law, amendments which have the effect o f  expanding the conditions under 
which the board can implement predator control.

To dem onstrate how dissimilar Section 8 and the initiative are, you only need to look 
at what has already happened. The Board has adopted five predator control programs for 
killing huge numbers o f  wolves and brown bears on tens o f  thousands o f  acres o f  state 
and federal lands. Not a single one o f  these programs could satisfy the initiative's 
standards. Every single one could easily satisfy the vague, non-standards in Section 8. 
Section 8 would completely negate the aims o f  the initiative’s sponsors and the initiative.

M aybe some o f  you disagree with me and think Section 8 is substantially similar to 
the initiative. Many o f  your constituents will want to know that before you vote.

If you are not sure about the substantially similar issue, before you vote I ask that you 
require the Department o f  Law to give you its best advice on that question and otherw ise 
tell you what it will advise the Lt Governor should Section 8 pass.

I don’t want to be tricked, neither should you, and certainly the public deserves not to 
be tricked. I think the only way you can assure that doesn 't happen is to debate the 
substantially sim ilar question openly with the best advice you can get on the issue in 
hand.
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The testimony o f Jerry McCutcheon

Gone are the days o f  Belimorc Brown and Arch Deacon Stuck when great 
herds o f caribou and bands o f sheep roamed the foot hills Mt. M cK inley. 
Bands o f  sheep so numerous and thick that they would not move out o f the 
way o f the on coming dog teams o f miners, trappers and post office mail dog 
team drivers.

The sheep immediately in front o f  the dogs would just up on the backs of 
other sheep then fold back in as the dog teams passed. Imagine a dog team 
totally surround by sheep moving though the sheep with sheep immediately 
in front o f  tbe dogs jumping up on the backs o f other sheep to get out o f the 
way then closing in behind the dogs as the dogs moved though the sheep.

It was a spectacular sight but I never got to see it; nor will any one else. 
Senator Carl Lottsfeldt, who was postal mail dog team driver and later a 
miner, every time we were in bar after a democratic luncheon would insist 
on telling me that trail on which the dog races were held was not the real 
Iditarod trail. The real Iditarod Trail went though the McKinley Park . I 
heard the identical story from other old time miners and trappers, hunts an

The .^ark Service took man out o f the hunting and trapping equation and the 
wolves slowly destroyed those great bands o f caribou and sheep to the point 
there was little or nothing left. The wolves resorted to killing and eating each 
other or left the Park for State land where there was still game because the 
Territory, then the State, practiced hunting wolves from airplanes.

There were more wolves and more game when the wolves were aerial 
hunted. Back yeais ago, just before ‘they’ manage to close off aerial wolf 
hunting, it was the wolves 4 and pilots none. Wrecked 4 airplanes, kill 2 
people and injured two and no wolves taken.

I a firm believer in aerial w olf hunts, none of this land shoot crap; it is not 
about fair chase it is about predator control.

No hunting w olf or bear hunting by ADF&G nor relocation by ADF&G.
Just raise the bounty until the State has an active community aerial hunters.



Jeanne Ostnes
From: Waiter Glooschenko [gloosch@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2008 1:35 PM
To: Rep. Craig Johnson
Subject: HB256

Alaskan voters have expressed their opposition to aerial hunting o f  w olves on several occasions. I f  passed into law, 
new proposed legislation (HB 256 and SB 176) would greatlv increase lolling o f  w o lves statewide under the Board 
ot G am e. This w ould be done w ithout requirement to consider any sciennfic evidence or even a re ,iew  by Alaska 
D epartm ent o f  Fish and G am e biologists. These bills will only make a bad law worse! Alaska's already excessive, 
expensive predator control program  w ould be expanded irregardless o f  ranonale or scientific review  -  on the 
contrary, all decisions regarding increased, extrem e predator control w ould be m ade solely by the Board o f  G am e. 
Brow n bears and w olverines w ould  be added to the list o f  species that may be shot by aerial gunners. T he proposed 
bills w ould destroy the intention o f  the voter-enacted ban on same-day airborne shooting o f  w olves, grizzly bears, 
and w olverines, m aking it m uch easier to increase this aerial killing. A lso, the use o f  airplanes to track and shoot 
dow n w olves, grizzly bears and w olverines w ould be encouraged w ithout requiring any com prehensive "game 
m anagem ent plan" to be place beforehand. A laska’s wildlife deserves the best possible wildlife m anagem ent --not 
mindless increase in extrem e predator control! I urge the House Resources C om m ittee  to decline passage o f  H B 
256 .

Dr. VVr'ter A . G lo o sch en ko
6017 D oncaster D rive A n ch orage, A K , 99504
Phone: 222-1790; e-mail: g lo o sch @ yah o o .co m

Be a better friend, new shound, and
know-it all with Yahoo! M obile. T ry  it now. http://m obile.yahoo.coin/;_ylt=A huQ 6i62sR 8H D tD ypao8\V cj9tA cJ
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From: Alaska Backcountry Hunters & Anglers [Alaskabha@starband.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2008 3:05 PM
To: Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep. Carl Gatto
Cc: Governor Sarah Palin; Lloyd, Denby S (DFG)
Subject: HB 256 - Gov. Palin's IM bill tomorrow House Resources

Dear Rep. G atto and Rep. Johnson,

Hi. this is M ark R ichards w riting, co-chair o f Alaska Backcountry Hunters and Anglers. I'm writing 
regarding the first hearing on Gov. Palin's Intensive M anagem ent bill (HB 256) tom orrow  afternoon 
in the H ouse R esources com m ittee. I've been in discussion with ADFG and D ept o f  Law on this bill 
this past sum m er and fall, and our org opposes HB 256. W e'd like to send in detailed com ments but 
w eren't sure if you w ere taking public com m ents at this time.

In a nutshell, we strongly support G overnor Palin's attem pt via this bill to m ake our state's predator 
m anagem ent decisions "legally defensible," but the changes to our existing IM law that tire in this bill 
have the potential to be w orse than the "disease" we are now seeing with anti-hunters and other orgs 
suing the state every tim e we try to manage our predators. This bill, if passed, would take away 
definitions o f biological term s such as "harvestable surplus" o f gam e, rem ove m andates that the 
Board o f  Gam e receive and duly consider input from A DFG biologists and m anagers regarding 
prudent w ildlife m anagem ent, and legalize the aerial shooting o f  bears in Intensive M anagement 
areas solely at the discretion o f the Board o f Game. Essentially it gives all authority on future 
predator m anagem ent decisions to the Board o f Game.

We had hoped for the public discussion and debate on this bill that G overnor Palin and Com m issioner 
Lloyd said would take place last May when this bill was introduced at the close o f the last session, 
but we have heard not one iota about this bill in the public arena since that time. I am cc-ing this to 
C om m issioner Lloyd and the G overnor so they are clear on our position. It is likely that Resources 
will hear that HB 256 would m ake it "harder" for the Board o f G am e to institute drastic measures o f 
w olf and bear control in future, and this is certainly true. It's true because as stated the Board of Game 
w ould have sole discretion on whether or not to institute future predator control program s, and would 
not be "forced" -’s they now are under current IM law to initiate any controversial predator reduction 
program s. But there are tw o sides to this coin; on the (lip side this bill if passed would also make it 
"easier" for the Board o f  G am e to institute drastic m easures o f predator control. Indeed, we need to 
stop the frivolous lawsuits over our predator m anagem ent schem es that cost the state (ADFG, Board 
o f G am e. Dept o f Law) so much tim e and m oney, hut this bill introduces too many potential 
dow nsides with its solution. It's possible that extensive legislative hearings and com m ittee subsitutes 
could change our position, but at this time wc oppose HB 256.

Thank you very much for your time, and if you arc accepting public com m ents please let us know 
and we will get ours o ff  to you via email or fax.
Since-?Iy,
M ark Richards
vv w vv .alaskabackcountryhunters.org

Jeanne Ostnes
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From: Jack and Mary Lentfe- [lentfer@gci.net]

Sent: Tuesday. January 29, 2008 5:33 PM

To: Rep. Craig Johnson

Subject: HB256

As a long-time Alaskan, an avid hunter, and a wildlife biologist who has worked for the Alaska 

Department of Fish and Game and served on the Alaska Board o f Game, I have serious concerns about 

HB256.

Adding brown bears to the list of species to he shot from the air in an attempt to make more game 

anim als available to meat or trophy hunters is unthinkable. Brown bears have a low reproductive rate 

and populations recover slowly if they become depicted. They should not be threatened by being placed 

in a category where they can be considered as vermin. The State of Alaska loses credibility as a 

responsible resource m anager with this type of action. A possible response is enactment of Federal law 

to take over management o f brown bears on Federal lands in Alaska. A similar thing happened when 

polar bears were included in the Marine Mammal Protection Act because they were being hunted with 

aid of aircraft. With loss of State management, they can now be hunted only by Alaskan Natives.

A llowing the Board of G am e to adopt same-day airborne predator control programs without consultation 

with the Alaska Departm ent of Fish and Game is another undesirable feature. It is almost beyond 

understanding that the Com m issioner of Fish and Game would agree to this.

Jeanne Ostnes
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A la s k a  S ta te  L e g is la tu re

P le a s e  e n te r  in t o  th e  r e c o rd  m y  t e s t im o n y  to  th e  _ I A jJ u A jc .
Committee name

Committee on j J f o  __________________________ , dated )  3 0 / 0 A ____________
Bill/S abject 7  '

I would like to  m ake the  following su g g estio n s for c h a n g e s  to HB 256:

S e c  1(f), P a g e  1 (line 8 & 10) - Add covo te . Note 1.

S e c  3 (e) & (f), P a g e  2 (line 1 2 ,1 8  & 20) -  R ep lace  [m oose, caribou an d  deer] with 
u n g u la te s . N ote 2.

S e c  6, P ag e  3 (line 4) -  R eplace [capture) with h a rv ested . Note 3.

S e c  8, P a g e  4  (line 12) -  D elete [free-ranging]. Note 4.
(Line 16) -  D elete [wolverine] & add  covote, black b e a r . Note 5 & 6. 
(Line 18) -  R ep lace  [m oose, carif ->u and  deer] with u ngu la tes . N ote 2.

S e c  9, P a g e  5 (line 11) D elete [wolverine] and  ad d  covote, black b e a r . Note 5 & 6.

Justifications:

1. C oyote have  been  show n to be a m ajor p reda to r on elk and  an te lope  populations in 
the  continental U.S. T here i9 no reason  to believe they  could not have  an  im pact on 
sh e e p , d e e r and  possibly caribou in A laska. Let’s  not have to go back and add  to this 
legislation a t a  later da te . Include all possib le  p reda to rs now and  if they prove to be  a  
problem , they can  then  be a d d re ssed  without having to go back to the legislative 
p ro cess .

2. Replacing “m oose , caribou and d eer'1 with the  term  “ungulate" will cover all sp e c ie s  
possibly  im pacted by predators. It would Include bison, m usk ox, sh eep , goat and  elk 
in addition to m oose , caribou and deer. S e e  rational In note 1.

3. C ap tu re  Implies restraining a live anim al, w here as, harvest implies the  killing and  
rendering Into th e  hunters possessio n . For a non-residen t hunter to “cap tu re” and tag  
a  brown b ear would be  a sight to behold!
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5. S ince  coyote  and  black b e a r  could be the c a u s e  of a  decline in ungulate 
populations, they  should  be  Included In the  list for a  possib le  predator control program . 
Black b e a r  a re  m entioned  In S ection  1 (f) and  th e  legislation should maintain 
consistency .

6. W olverine a re  not co n sid ered  a predator, ra th e r a re  considered  a  scav en g er. They 
do  kill a t tim es, how ever, th ey  a re  found in su ch  low densities  throughout the sta te , It Is 
highly unlikely they  could e v e r  have  an im pact on ungulate  populations.

If you have  an y  q u estio n s you can  call m e a t (907) 745-2739 or reply to this email 
a d d re s s  -  s teen @ m tao n lin e .n e t.

THX Nick Steen

R e p r e s e n t in g  (O p t io n a l )

HC32 Box 6561 Wasilla, Ak 99654

Address

Phone number

mailto:steen@mtaonline.net


Debra Higgins

Subject:

From:
Sent:

Louie Flora
Wednesday, January 30, 2008 12:17 PM
Debra Higgins
FW: concern about HB 256

Dear n.embers of the House Resources Committee,

I want to express my continued dismay with the State 's predator program. It disgusts me and I am deeply 
ashamed by the direction the State continues to hold in spite of what the majority of the public has voiced 
and the lack of science that would support the actions taken by the State.

My concprn 12 with the fundamental premise of the management of game being so heavily weighted 
towards trying to achieve maximum harvest numbers of caribou and moose for human consumption rather 
than a genuinely science based approach to managing for a natural predator/ prey balance that has 
evolved over the millennia. In a sense, the State's way of management is akin to turning the natural 
balance of predator/prey populations into a 'farm' for human consumption.

Science will reveal that nothing in nature happens in a vacuum and that there are always unintended 
consequences when targeting one effect. In other words, you cannot just affect just one thing, there wi' 
always be unintended consequences Alaska is not a farm so upsetting the natural balance of things is not 
only short sighted, it is costly in the financial and physical sense, but also costly to the State 's credibility 
and standing within the greater citizenry. HB 256 'favors' only one user group when there are many user 
groups that are not being heard and are being negatively affected.

On a different subject that does not pertain directly to HB 256 or this committee, but reflects the trend of 
"he powers that be, is how the State regards the natural environment, the web of life for which we humans 
are dependent upon. I am appalled by the Board of Game's continued push for allowing the hunting of 
coastal brown bears in the McNeil and Katmai areas. It sickens me to know these bears can be hunted 
especially since those in the field have made it known that their numbers are down. The State argues they 
are not down but the State holds no credibility especially when Sarah Palin accepts and uses junk science 
to say that polar bear numbers are up, are not threatened and maybe can 'learn' to hunt on land. I have 
no faith in the State regarding any environmental statements or assurances they are doing the right thing 
based on science. That would include the permitting process for mines and oil exploration, mixing zones, 
predator control programs, protection of Beluga whales in Cook Inlet, protection of the Tongas, Izenbeck, 
wetland preservation, you name it. I am sad the State of Alaska is so natural resource oriented, failing to 
tap into its incredible HUMAN resource, as well as failing to recognize that it is the irreplaceable natural 
environment and its inherent systems left intact that are Alaska's strongest and most sustainable assets.

Sincerely,

Rika Mouw 
Homer

1
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UIO Bethel

From: Herman Morgan [hmorgan 1954@yahoo com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 30, 2008 9:39 AM

To: LIO Bethel

Cc: JuneaJ_IO@legis. state, ak. us

Subject: house bill 256

My Name is Herman Morgan, I live in Aniak, Rural Alaska, where we are suffering 
the effects of Animal Rights groups efforts to styme any kind of action to stop 
predators such as wolves from decimating our food supply.
People in groups such as defenders of wildlife have probably never known true 
hunger, not ju s t ready for supper, but true hunger, not being able to feed their 
children like how they used to. Moose hunting has been severly limited In this area 
because of hunting closures.
What more scientific data do they need?
I have served on the Central Kuskokwim Fish and Game Advisory Committe for 
almost 30 years. I am telling you the truth, because I have seen it. As soon as 
animal rights people stopped arial wolf hunting( about 10 years ago) we saw a 
huge increase in wolves. Now they want to stop any kind of predator control.
I wish they would have some compassion on the plight of us Rural Alaskans who 
greatly depend on moose to feed our families.
They should understand that if they let the wolves increase until they decimate our 
and their food supply, the wolves that they hold in reverence will decrease, even 
to the point of them turning to cannabilism. It Is better to control their numbers 
now so that we will all have moose and wolves.
Thank You.
Herman W. Morgan 
Aniak, Ak. 99557 
675-4393
Have predator control here where we need the moose.

Never miss a thing. Make Yahoo yourJipnujpage.

1/30/2008
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February 2,2008

Representative Carl Gatto, Co-Chair 
House Resources Committee 
Re: HB 256

Dear Representative Gatto:

I am excited to leam of the Legislature’s desire to make wildlife management for sustained yield a 
matter of science and sanity rather than a million dollar fund raiser for out-of-state ideologues.

For decades the Advisory Board process has existed as & democratic means by which all Alaskans can 
be clearly heard on all wildlife matters. On the other hand, special interest groups have used biased 
media to spread misinformation, pitting Alaskans against each other via the ballot measure process. One 
of the biggest deceptions has been to intentionally confuse fair chase hunting and predator controL

As a current member of the mid Kuskokwim Advisory Board, I represent Lime Village on the Stony 
River in Unit 19.1 hear that predator control and temporary closure ha^ initiated slow recovery of the 
moose population in the McGrath area. Unfortunately, that does not seem to be the case in the Stony 
River- Holitna drainages. Relatives in Nondalton say that there are few or no moose there as well.

In a way, what has happened to our region is good. In the short years of the Knowles administration we 
went from 2.4.moose per square mile to almost nothing, primarily due to wolf predation.
During the 60's through the 80’s, every family had enough meat to get through the winter. In the fall 
seasons o f2006 and 2007, not one family in Lime Village harvested a moose. The devastation of 
predators in the 30’s and farther back is too distant for today’s population to recall. We are the modem 
day example before modem eyes, although urban media has failed to accurately report our situation. Let 
us leam, and never again make the mistakes implimented under the Knowles administration.

History statistically demonstrates that, with good predator management, Unit 19 is able to sustain large 
numbers of moose. Without predator managment, the country is a graveyard. The State Constitution 
mandates sustained yield. Never again can we allow politically driven agendas, biased media and out-of- 
state ideologies to manipulate our most valuable renewable resources.
Any legislation that makes scientific management of wildlife by the Alaska Department of Fish and 
Game more effective should quickly be adopted.
I urge the passing of HB 256.

Thank you.

Cordially,

Alan Dick
Lime Village ’
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Debra Higgins

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenders.org] on behalf of Martin Antuna 
[mantuna@gci.net]
Saturday, February 02, 2008 7:47 PM 
Rep. Craig Johnson 
Oppose HB 256!Subject:

Feb 2, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson 
120 4th Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As an Alaskan who is concerned about the long-term conservation of wildlife species and maintaining 
healthy, diverse ecosystems, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

HB 256 would make our "intensive management" law worse by renaming it "active management" and 
giving the Board of Game a completely free hand to control predators - -  the Board would merely need to 
think that airborne or sam e-day airborne shooting would be "conducive" to meeting a prey objective.
The concept of aerial gunning of carnivores to reduce predator populations in order to aru.idally and 
unsustainably boost game populations - -  is a practice that will primarily benefit urban and

out-of-s tate hunters, not rural hunters with demonstrated needs. This practice goes against the ecological 
balance we boast about.

Thank you for considering m y comments on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Antuna
6416 15th Ct Apt A
Elmendorf AFB, AK 99506-2005

l

mailto:defenders@mail.defenders.org
mailto:mantuna@gci.net
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When it comes to the wildlife existence, I thirk that GOD created everything with a 
purpose. The purpose was to feed human when necessary, as subsistence, and for people 
to enjoy them. God didn’t give the authority to completely eliminate them, as Sarah Palin 
the governor wants, as we know nature can take carc of itself, since God is perfect and 
whatever he made is perfect Some politicians want to twist the creation of GOD for their 
own purposes. Talking about wildlife population balance, they shouldn't alter the way 
nature was designed by GOD. Governor Sarah Palin wants to satisfy her own and rich 
friends ego, by killing wild animals for sport On January 30,2008 she named two more 
Alaska Fish and Game Board members Sager Albaugh, who served as president of the 
Alaska outdoors council, the state largest and most important sportsman’s group. Bradley 
Echoed is an avid sheep hunter. In the Fish and Game Board there is no Alaskan native’s 
representatives, they are all white people. They serve to the interest of the rich and 
business people. So feat means Sarah Palin it is going to kill fee wolves animals that 
don’t produce any money and fee animals that kill moose, caribou, etc. Sarah Palin 
doesn’t want congressman from California to interfere in fee Alaska wildlife. The reality 
is that Palin doesn’t listen to the Alaskans opinions. She only listens to the people who 
agree with her ideologies and convenience, Sarah Palin said to let Alaskan decide to 
manage wildlife in the state, in first place Sarah Palin was bom in Idaho, not Alaska, why 
is she asking Congressmen George Miller to stop fighting for wildlife animals up hoc to 
let Alaskan decide, what to do with them, besides that she is behind all this wildlife 
extermination issue. Congressman Miller knows that the state o f Alaska is part of the SO 
states feat form this great nation, so he has the right to defend and save his nation from 
destruction caused by a few politicians.

The tourists come to Alaska to see and enjoy fee landscape and wild animals. That we 
still have here. Is about time to study why animals are coming close to populated areas. 
Why animals get aggressive sometimes, the reason is that they are been displaced by 
humans. If an intruder comes to your house, to live without your permission, you would 
fight back right away. We are the ones who came and invaded tbeir territory. So we need 
to find a solution instead to killing them indiscriminately, Animals merit their borders.
Any domesticated animal gets aggressive when is been disturbed, not only wild animals. 
They are looking for food and they doD't shoot anybody in the city like people do. We 
don't spend a penny to feed them to take care of them. They take care of themselves. We 
need to respect, protect and stop killing them with no reason. Some politicians like fee 
profits they make from the animals but at fee same time they dislike them. The animals 
hwe value because God made them.

Wc think fee politicians and legislators should be working for the best of the country and 
trying to preserve the natural resources, not for popularity or to please people for votes 
and give them what they ask for. Wc are glad God said in Samuel 1-7 for the LORD seeth 
not as man seeth, for man looketb on the outward appearance, but the LORD lookefe on 
the heart.
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Recently everyday the media is trying to convince people that it is necessary to kill 
wolves and bears to preserve the moose. Don't blame the animals and use the Bears and 
Wolves for the peoples fault You should blame the Fish and Game Advisory 
Committee and Fish Board for the open hunting. They are the ones who manage the 
wildlife’s species and they do it for their own convenience and purpose. Does a person 
need to hunt if they drive a $ 40,000.00 "•ickup pulling $ 40,000.00 worth of ATVS? 
Does fair chase mean ripping up the tundra or screaming up a river in a hovercraft? It is 
time to consider “HUNTER CONTROL, NOT PREDATOR CONTROL”. The media 
was said last week that the Fish and Game Board decided to go to Hatcher’s Pass and 
exterminate all the moose. In another place, they opened the hunting for moose and they 
killed all the moose and even the calves. Right now, they are trying to protect the moose 
population. It is not because they care about moose, it is because moose bunting is a big 
business controlled by a few people. Remember, there used to be 60, million buffalo and 
abundant predators, but the rifle, in 20 years, brought the herds to near extinction. 
ACCORDING TO God’s word, it says that animals should be killed only to eat You call 
it “ SUBSISTENCE”. To kill animals as a SPORT IS CRUEL, AND INHUMANE. The 
wolves are UNIQUE and they are only several thousands and we can not reproduce them 
because they live in the wild. However we can reproduce the dogs because they are 
domestic. The dogs live inside warm house, and they have owners, food, vet etc. THE 
WOLVES HAVE TO WORK FOR THEIR OWN FOOD. THEY ARE RISKING THEIR 
LIVES EVERYDAY AND THEY SUFFER FROM DISEASES, WHICH ARE 
KILLING THEM. AS IF THAT WERE NOT ENOUGH, NOW WHEN THE WOLVES 
LOOK FOR FOOD, THEY FIND DEATH INSTEAD FROM TRAPS. THIS IS 
INHUMANE AND CRUEL. How come people can accept these atrocities. THIS 
COUNTRY WAS BUILT UPON ’TH£ BIBLE AND SOMEDAY GOD WILL JUDGE 
EACH OF US ACCORDING TO OUR ACTIONS. WE WTLL HAVE TO GIVE AN 
ACCOUNT TO GOD. IF WE DON’T HAVE COMPASSION WHILE WE ARE ON 
THE EARTH, GOD WON’T HAVE MERCY ON US. Recently Fish and Game 
Advisory and Fish Board had a meeting about wanting to exterminate WOLVES, 
females BEARS and WOLVES PUPS THAT ARE IN THEIR DENS. WE THINK 
THAT IS SAVAGE, BARBARIC AND UNACCEPTABLE. IT SOUNDS LIKE 
TERRORISM AGAINST THE WILD ANIMALS.

Politicians .hould be more worried about controlling crime in Alaska, especially in 
Anchorage .instead of taking advantage of killing defenseless animals. The animals come 
close to the people and city because they are hungry and they are looking for food. They 
don’t shoot people as Christopher Erin Rogers Ir. did. He was tailing people from Palmer 
to Anchorage and none of the politicians say anything. You should pay more attention 
when people kill people instead of being worried when animal kill animals. When 
aiimals kill animals it is their nature. God made them that way. It looks like politicians 
ar; insensitive to crime. If the politicians don't pay attention to crime in Anchorage, they 
a e  less likely to pay attention to the animals.
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Joe Klutsch
Katmai Guide Service 

PO Box 313 • King Salmon, AK 99513

Testimony for HB256

Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee:

My name is Joe Klutsch, I currently serve as president of the A laska Professional Hunters 
Association and am here to speak on behalf of our hunting guide members as well as myself. 
After nearly forty years of living in rural Alaska, hunting and guiding big game animals around 
the state, I trust you will consider my comments carefully.

There is a great hunting tradition in our state, as stated in the publication Predation Management 
in Alaska. “It is integral to lifestyles, traditional cultures, the economy and basic food needs for 
many Alaskan fam ilies.” I will add that many of those families are guiding families who share 
substantial amounts o f meat with people who would otherwise not have access to wild game.

The issue at hand is the dw indling numbers of moose, caribou, Dali sheep and other ungulate 
species that has occurred over the last 15 years. Most of these declines can be directly 
attributable to ever increasing numbers of predators— particularly wolves— especially in western 
and south central Alaska. Historically active predator management resulted in higher numbers of 
gam e species allowing for sustainable long term use by hunters. Since the 1980's, efforts to 
manage predator numbers has been curtailed— the result being continuing loss of opportunity.

O pponents of this bill would like you to believe that no predator control efforts should be 
undertaken until a threshold of "biological emergency.” This is sim ply unacceptable. It 
intentionally ignores the fact that at that point in the allocation equation non-resident and general 
resident seasons are closed and in most cases subsistence seasons are curtailed to Tier I or Tier 
II where there are not enough animals to allow for a sustainable harvest. A llowing this to occur, 
we will find many o f our gam e species in the proverbial predator pit where recovery may take 
decades. We have a constitutional and even moral obligation not to allow this to happen.

Nothing in this legislation spells doom for predators. To the contrary it gives ADF&G and the 
Alaska Board o f Gam e (with thorough public input from all effected parties) the ability to 
authorize and undertake properly justified and measured predator management programs. It 
allows us to act before we find ourselves in a management crisis. Acting only in the case of a 
biological em ergency is acting too late.

Failure to actively manage predator species, particularly wolves is and will continue to have a 
devastating effect on all Alaskan who rely on prey species.

In conclusion:
I urge you to do what is right and move this legislation on to passage.

Thank you.

Feb ru a ry  4 , 2 0 0 8

Joe Klutsch



A laska  State Leg is la tu re

P'ease enter into the record my testimony to the  House Resources Committee
committee name

committee o n ______hr No. 256________  ( dated 5/ 11/07_____________
bill/subject

PLEASE SEE THE ATTACHED.

Testifier y  Joan Andersen 

No a ff ilia t io n ______________________  ___
Representing (Optional)

1110 W. 6th Avenue, 1*503, Anchorage, AK 99501
Address

907-279-4024____________________________
Phone No.

9/96 Legislative ir forma non Office



My name is Joan Andersen and I have lived in Anchorage since 1983. I am not 
affiliated with any group or organization. I wanted to testify in person today 
(1/29/08), but time ran out for public testimony on this bill.

I strongly oppose passage of HB 256. This bill if implemented, could lead to the 
elimination of predators f ,i Alaska. The Lower 48 eliminated wolves and other 
predators years ago, and as a result, many states have an excessive number of 
deer and other ungulates, and unhealthy ecosystems. Lyme disease in humans 
(caused by deer ticks) is a direct result of the over population of deer in the 
Lower 48.

I was at the meeting of the Board of Game last weekend, and one prominent 
board member referred to animals in the wild as "critters." This term says it all. It 
diminishes the importance of animals to zero. Animals do not count in the 
collective mind of the supporters of this bill; only the interests of humans count.

The same can be said for the use of the term "harvesting" wolves. What is being 
done under HB 256, and the original law, is not "harvesting" wolves, as you 
would “harvest" a crop of wheat, but rather "killing" wolves. I believe the term 
"harvesting" has been deliberately used so that the public views predators as 
inanimate objects or things and thus the public is less emotional about the issue 
of same-day aerial hunting of wolves and other predators.

I also believe this bill is up for passage because the wealthy, powerful interests 
which include monied, out-of-state hunters, wish to bag moose and caribou in as 
easy a manner as possible, which happens when ungulates are unnaturally 
increased due to the elimination of predators. These monied interests support 
members of the legislature and Board of Game, and thus supporters of this bill 
are only too happy to accommodate the desires of the rich and powerful hunters 
and hunting organizations to the detriment of the majority of the State’s residents.

The revisions to the old law, which was bad enough already, would in my opinion 
not be up for consideration if subsistence hunters were the backers. The natives 
and rural residents, who may really need the meat caribou and moose provide, 
are not responsible for this bill. The monied hunters only hunt for sport, and not 
to put meat on the table, but they have the voice that is listened to, and they are 
responsible for the new bill. This situation is not acceptable to a public which 
loves Alaska for its wildlife and natural viewing opportunities, including viewing 
wolves and bears.

This new bill only worsens an already out-of-kilter ecosystem caused by the 
original aerial hunting statute. Passage of the new bill would further erode 
Alaska’s ecosystems and the balance between prey and predators. It is 
completely unnecessary, and bottom line, it will prove harmful to the State of 
Alaska. Please do not pass HB 256.



House BUI 256 Would Eliminate Any Science Oversight of the Alaska Predator Control Proaraml

_ i  Jan. 30, 2 :0 0  PM, the Juneau House Resources Committee will consider legislation that would open the 
doors  to greatly increased killing o f  wolves, bears and wolverines statewide, without necessity or 
requirement to consider scientific rationale behind such action. This legislation, HB 256, would also 
eliminate analysis o r review from the Alaska Dept, o f Fish and Game for su ch  increased predator control. A 
sim ilar piece o f  legislation has been introduced in the Senate (Senate Bill 176).

A v ideo link will be provided at the Legislative Information Office, 716 4 th Ave., Anchorage. The public is 
welcome to attend and to speak regarding HB 256 (sign up by 1:00PM).

HB 256 is expected to:

•Make a bad law worse, giving the Board o f Game a completely free hand to control predators.

•Expand A laska's already excessive, expensive predator control programs and pave the wav for 
the Board o f Game to increase this unnecessary killing bv leaving decisions u p  to this Board.

•Destroy the Intention o f  the voter-enacted ban on the same-day airborne shooting o f wolves, grizzly 
bears and wolverines, making it much easier to Increase the aerial killing o f these animals.

^  -Add brown bears and wolverines to the list of species that may be shot bv aerial gunners.

•Permit the use o f airplanes to track and shoot down wolves, grizzly bears and wolverines without 
requiring any comprehensive "game management plan" to be place beforehand.

This p roposed legislation is not scientifically defensible ~  it would undermine balanced management o f 
the wildlife belonging to all Alaskans!

Contact: Citizens Concerned for Alaska Wildlife 
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/alaska_wildllfe 

907-274-5933

Mr. Tom Banks 
Alaska Field Representative, Defenders o f Wildlife 

tbanks@defenders.org 
907-276-9410

http://groups.yahoo.com/group/alaska_wildllfe
mailto:tbanks@defenders.org
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Please enter 'nto the record rry testimony to £1
committee name

committee on ^ ^ __________  dated _______
bill/subject

From:
Sent:
To:
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R ebecca [case load@ att.ne t]
W ednesday, January 30 2008 10 05 AM 
LIO  Anchorage 
P reda to r Control

P le a s e  scop  House B i l l  256, which e l im in a te s  th e  fe v  rem a in in g  s ta n d a rd  g o v ern in g  th e  
p r e d a to r  c o n t ro l  p rogram  and would a llo w  p r e d a to r - c o r . t r o l  ex p an sio n  a c ro s s  th e  s t a t e .  T h is  
b i l l  ta k e s  s c ie n c e  and p u b l ic  in p u t o u t o f th e  p ro c e s s .  Our p u b l ic  v o ic e  i s  im p o rta n t to  
A laska  and how i t ' s  g o v ern ed . T h is  b i l l  rem oves s c i e n t i f i c  s ta n d a rd s  by sa y in g  th e  s t a t e  
game b o ard  can a u th o r i z e  p re d a to r  c o n t ro l  by s im p ly  f in d in g  i t  would be conducive  to  
grow ing more b ig  game.

• • '.^ la s k a  needs to  have a com prehensive  w i l d l i f e  management p i n to  s t a r e  p r e d a to r  c o n t ro l  in  
: g iv en  a r e a .  Such p la n s  g iv e  th e  p u b l ic  a chance to  weigh in  on w i l d l i f e  v a lu e s  o th e r  

chan h a r v e s t in g  m eat.

W ith a com prehensive  w i l d l i f e  management p la n , th e  s t a t e  F ish  and Game D epartm ent would 
have to  s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  j u s t i f y  th a t  p r e d a to r s  a r e  a problem  and t h a t  th e  c o n t ro l  program  
w ould be s u c c e s s f u l .

S in c e r e ly ,
R ebecca Case
8376 E. Storm y H il l  C ir .
W a s il ia ,  AK

Signed: _________
T estifier

Representing (Optional)

Address

Pbone Mo
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Debra Higgins

From: Defenders of Wildlife [defenders@mail.defenaers.org] on behalf of Lee Pulliam 
[lplee@arctic.net]
Wednesday, February 06, 2008 2:04 PM
Rep Craigjohnson
An urgent message about HB 256

I  Sent: 
To:
Subject:

Feb 6, 2008

Representative Craig Johnson 
120 4th Street 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Johnson,

As a constituent who is concerned about the long-term conservation of Alaska's wildlife and maintaining 
healthy, diverse ecosystems, I am writing to urge you to oppose HB 256.

Don, if you're looking for support from Alaskans in your re-election campaign, you NEED to oppose this 
bill!

HB 256 is bad news for Alaskans and Alaska wildlife for the following 
reasons:
* It .gnores public opinion regarding the use of airplanes to kill wildlife Alaskans have twice voted through 
statewide ballot measures to restrict this practice - -  and makes it much easier to shoot wolves and other 
predators using airplanes. Under existing law, nearly 700 wolves have already been killed by aerial

unters. This isn't management, it's a massacre — and now they want to increase the killing. 
v For the first time ever, it would sanction aerial bear hunting.
Brown bears are slow to reproduce and should be managed 
conservatively. This is an unprecedented and totally irresponsible 
move.
* It allows for the aerial gunning of carnivores to reduce predator populations in order to artificially and 
unsustainably boost game populations - -  a practice that will primarily benefit urban and

out-o f-s ta te hunters, not rural hunters with demonstrated needs. It's more about greed than need.
* Set a disastrous precedent for giving the Board of Game carte blanche control over the state's aerial 
predator control policies - -  without requiring them to consider any public input or the best

available scientific evidence. This bill would allow for even greater politicization of the policy-setting 
process.
* Eliminate the need for a comprehensive "game management plan" to be in place before predator control 
can take place.
Current law already requires predator control when the Board of Game makes certain findings. HB 256 
would eliminate any standards for predator ;ontrol.

Thank you for considering m y comments on this important wildlife matter.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Pulliam 
11820 Ellen Ave 
'nchorage, AK 99515-3304

l

mailto:defenders@mail.defenaers.org
mailto:lplee@arctic.net
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Thank you chair and members of Natural Resource Committee for allowing me to testify in 
opposition o f HB 256.

My name is Martin Wade Willis 
I live in Anchorage Alaska

I have Bachelors Degree in Zoology, I am a past employee of the Alaska Department o f  Fish and 
Game, and have owned a guiding business in Alaska for 10 years and I’m  an avid moose hunter

Chair and members o f the committee I’m very concerned about the lack o f  well rounded 
testimony provided by the D ept o f Law and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game.

Last week I quickly pointed out to the Committee that neither the ADF&G nor the Dept. 
O f Law had specifically addressed the fact that HB 256 is not redefining, but eliminating, the 
words “based on scientific information". Both the Dept. Of Law and the Fish and Game strongly 
testified that this bill simply clarifies conflicting language in the current regulations but in fact 
HB 256 provides far more substantial changes to the current statute. The most unacceptable 
being that, for the first time, it allows the “opinion” o f  the board o f game to substitute for science 
as the only requirement in the regulations to initiate arial predator control, including arial 
gunning o f  bears.

Testimony provided by the ADF&G and the Dept. O f Law seem to indicate their 
prejudice toward passage o f this bill, not their intent to fully inform the members o f this 
committee o f  the bills content or it’s intent.

Rod Amo on the other hand enthusiastically supported the available science by waving a 
copy of it as he testified in support o f predator control.

The ADF&G also testified that shooting wolves by plane was analogous to shooting 
waterfowl. In fact shooting from a plane is also analogous to shooting from a boat, which is 
illegal in most, if  not all Jurisdictions in this state due to unacceptable injury to game. The Fish 
& Game choose not to mention that. There is one major difference though, a plane is traveling at 
roughly 1 OOmph. Try shooting at that speed from a boat. So I ask, why would the Fish and Game 
testify they have no concerns at all about arial gunning? Why would the Fish and Game not even 
have minimal regulations requiring exclusive use of a shotgun when arial gunning? It clearly 
suggests the ADF&G’s testimony in regards to HB 256 is biased.

Rep. Gotto states there is no way Alaska can afford to pay for Fish and Game employees 
to handle predator control by helicopter.T ay, there is no way the state can afford not to, 
especially if  the residents o f  Alaska intend to continue arial predator c~ntrol. As a past biologist 
for the state I can assure you the Fish and Game desperately needs logistical support to access the 
vast regions o f this state. State run predator control programs can provide the transparency the 
citizens require for such a drastic wildlife management technique. Why would the legislature, or 
this committee, prefer HB 256 to such a win-win proposition, especially at a time when Alaska’s 
revenues arc at record levels?
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The citizens of Alaska are woefully tired of special interest groups controlling our states 
natural resources. When 57,000 residents sign a petition to put arial predator control back on the 
ballet for an unprecedented third time the legislature should have an overwhelming respect for 
the citizens intent.

'HB 256 does not attempt to bring all the citizens of tlns state to the table. HB 256 tries to 
establish the will o f the few on the will of the many, which is the status quo the voters in Alaska 
are now rejecting in record numbers. This committee should do the right thing, represent all of 
Alaska while impressing their constituents by sending a clear message to the Board of Game, the 
ADF&G and especially the legislature and the Governor that the time has come when all 
Alaskan’s will be allowed to participate in the management of our states wildlife resources. We 
must include everybody, especially if folks like me, the hunter, are to survive!

Please vote against HB 256.
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Martin Wade Willis 
1308 W. 31“ Avenue 

Anchorage Ak. 99503

907-223-0218 
ad vcnture@a) aska.com

BS Degree from Colorado State University in Zoology 
Owner o f Guide/Outfitter business based in Alaska for 10 years 
Former ADF&G biologist

I strongly oppose HB256 for the following reasons:

1. Rebukes and ignores the public's intent - 3 ballet initiatives - Unprecedented!

• 1996 - Alaska votes against arial predator control
2000 - Alaska votes again - restricting arial predator control to 
ADF& G personnel only!

• 57,000 Alaska residents sign a petition to put arial wolf control 
back on the ballet in 2008!
57,000 Alaskan’s that may vote you out of office if  you ignore 
them along with the 85% o f Alaskan's that do not hunt, rather, they 
value a natural, wild Alaska. Seeing wolves and bears is one of 
their most cherished experiences and one they will fight fori

2. Removes requirements for “Science Based Management”

This bill is not simplifying the language to the mandates governing 
the Board of Game. This bill is rewriting them. This bill attempts 
to remove language rhat the Board of Game is having difficulty 
wi :n regards to justifying predator control programs, especially 
the words “science based”. The Dept. O f Law and the ADF&G 
would like you to believe this bill simply clarifies issues - ITS 
NOT THE TRUTH. This bill’s intent is to remove the public, the 
courts and scientists from the predator control issue.

• There is no need to remove science based requirements. Rod Amo 
himself, the AOC’s spokesmen, sat right in front o f you waving 
what he himself described as “great science" in regards to predator 
control issues. Please, for heavens sake, don’t ignore Rod Amo!
H e’s predator controls biggest advocate and .Alaska’s greatest 
citizen to date! His testimony is sacred!

2006 - The prestigious, American Society of Mammaiogist’s, 
passes a resolution condemning Alaska’s predator control 
programs and calling on the Board o f Game to use science based 
data to design pmdator control programs.

• 2005 - Alaska’s and the nations top wildlife management
processionals, 120 in all, send a letter to the Governor urging 
science based management o f Alaska predators AND PREY!
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3. Arial gunning of predators is inhumane

Shooting game from the deck o f  a boat is illegal in Alaska. The 
ADF&G considers the practice inhumane, but they forgot to 
mention that during their testimony. The ADF&G state a hunter 
cannot humanely dispatch game while shooting from a boat. Not 
with a shotgun, rifle or machine gun due to the unstable shooting 
platform! How can a plane, flying at 100 mph, shooting a distance 
of at least 100 yards be any better! There is no way you can shoot 
effectively from a plane!

* Shooting from a plane is analogous to shooting animals from a 
boat, not sitting still though, a boat moving at 100 mph!

The ADF&G would like you to think shooting wolves from a plane 
is analogous to shooting ducks from a blind - THAT'S NOT 
TRwE!

4. HB 256 would add bears to the list o f animals that can be legally gunned down by
air

Arial gunning o f bears would destroy Alaska’s tiny reputation for 
managing our states wildlife resources responsibly. Tourism, 
Alaska’s largest family owned industry, would suffer 
tremendously.

• Hunters rights would be at great risk from a Nation and a State that 
have 85% or more individuals that DO NOT HUNT. They would 
attack Alaskan’s hunting rights with a vengeance!

Alaskan’s want and will support science based predator control management that clearly 
demonstrates both the need and the effectiveness of arial predator control programs.

Alaskan’s want and will support ADF&G personnel conducting helicopter based, arial 
predator control should it be necessary. State managed atial predator control has the 
transparency and oversight necessary for the citizens of Alaska to support arial predator 
control, in my opinion.

Do the right thing - oppose HB 256.
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Bonnie Gruening
F ro m : Seth K an tner [se thkan tne r@ ya h oo .com ]

S e n t: Friday, F eb rua ry 08, 2008 1 :30 PM

T o : Rep. Carl Gatto

S u b je c t:  Public com m ent 

Dear Sir,
I wasn't able to get the electronic testimony form to work without a fax machine. The LIO here in 
Kotzebue wasn’t much more help. Please get this to the House Resources Committee. And please let 
me know if you receive this.

Thanks.
Seth K antner

Dear House Resources Committee Members:

My name is Seth Kantner, resident of Kotzebue, lifelong resident of NW Alaska. I'm  a hunter, 
wildlife photographer, commercial fisherman, and formerly a trapper.

I'd  like to urge you to vote against HB 256, the bill to allow the Board cf Game the power to alone 
and without biological science make decisions about predator control in Alaska.

I have a lot I could say about predator control, but that's not the issue here. The issue is that these 
people—BOG members--are appointed by the governor and are not representative of the bush or 
native o r suhsistence-users of our state. This proposed law feels like low logic, anti-good science- 
and like nepotism.

Nepotism because the Board of Game members, as we've seen lately and all too clearly, are either 
A.aska O utdoor Council people o r people with trophy hunting interests in mind.
These are not biologists, nor are they people who understand hunting for food, or understand the 
bush, or natives, or any of what we do here in a huge portion of Alaska. They are trophy hunters 
with trophy hunting as their agenda. L.ike I stated above, this all looks and feels like a sick little 
circle.

People in the villages-where i have spent my life-deserve a voice, they deserve good management 
of animal resources, and they don't deserve to be shut out of this process. And actually, neither 
does the rest of Alaska, the wildlife enthusiasts, the photographers, etc.

When and if the BOG has a Native member, a real bush person, a photographer, a biologist, a 
non-consumptive user of wildlife, etc-m aybe then this proposed law could work. Right now it just 
makes our elected officials look like a bunch of sneaky, self-serving, good old boys circumventing 
us. We don 't like that.

Thanks for your time and for serving our state.

Sincerely,

2 /8 /2 0 0 8

mailto:sethkantner@yahoo.com
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Seth Kantner

#
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w ww.kapvikphotography.com

Looking for last minute shopping deais? Find them f .st with Y ahoo! Search.

J

2/8/2008

a

http://www.kapvikphotography.com


A L A S K A  FE D E R A T IO N  O F N A T IV E S

2006 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 06-14

TITLE REQUESTING DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE AND ALASKA
WILDLIFE ALLIANCE TO WITHDRAW THEIR LAWSUIT TO STOP 
THE STATE OF ALASKA’S PREDATOR MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAMS AND CEASE MAKING INACCURATE PUBLIC 
STATEMENTS THAT THEIR OPINIONS REPRESENT “ALL THE 
PUBLIC INTERESTS” UNTIL THEY HAVE CONSULTED WITH, 
AND OBTAINED CONCURRANCE OR PERMISSION OF, ALL 
AFFECTED TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS ON THE ISSUE

WHEREAS: Alaska’s Native community has repeatedly expressed its strong concerns, 
desire and support o f predator management programs to be implemented 
in their respective areas to provide for basic subsistence needs through 
AFN Resolution Numbers 00-47, 01-07, 02-12, 03-08, 04-08, 04-09 and 
05-13 (reaffirmed and incorporated here be reference) that have passed the 
AFN Convention manimously for the last six years; and

WHEREAS: Moose, an extremely important subsistence resource for people throughout 
Alaska, have undergone significant declines o f as much as 75-80% in 
many areas where long-term consistent human harvest and environmental 
conditions have not been determined a major contributing factor, and 
according to the majority o f local knowledge along with the most direct 
and credible scientific information available, the main driving influence on 
decreased moose numbers is primarily due to increased numbers o f 
predator populations since the ballot initiatives o f  1996 and 2000 were 
fostered and imposed on the entire state by anim.d welfare organization 
proponents; and

WHEREAS: These concerns as expressed have become especially manifested in the
Kuskokwim region where large customary and traditional subsistence use 
areas o f former high moose numbers such as GMU 19A (which still 
retains highly productive but now unutilized habitat, high pregnancy and 
birth rates, but very poor calf survival or population recruitment), have 
been severely restricted to Tier II subsistence drawing hunts only, or 
closed completely to Jl subsistence hunting opportunity; and

WHEREAS: -AFN Resolution #04-09 directly informed Defenders o f  Wildlife and other
conservation groups critical of predator management programs in Alaska 
that their activities were hurtful at best and hostile at worst to providing 
for subsistence needs and requested that they work with the people most 
directly and negatively affected rather than against us; and



WHEREAS: To date there has been no known acknowledgement much less response to 
this request by Defenders or its affiliates in this matter, and instead our 
concerns have in essence been rejected with the filing o f yet another 
“technical” legal challenge by Defenders o f  Wildlife and Alaska Wildlife 
Alliance to the State’s few predator management programs on August 25, 
2006, citing a lack o f  sufficient “scientific information” or “public 
support” , and

WHEREAS: Such actions either discount or completely disregard the “public support” 
for these programs and corn ms for subsistence interests that are clearly 
stated in the AFN Resolutions referenced above, or dismiss AFN’s 
membership as a “public” whose interests and support is not worthwhile 
or worthy o f consideration on this issue.

NOW’ THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Delegates o f  the 2006 Annual Convention 
believe that public statements and press releases made by Defenders o f 
Wildlife and Alaska Wildlife Alliance in their current lawsuit that claim 
“predator management program decisions stem from individuals who have no 
regard for sound science, the will o f the public and who have no long-term 
vision for the management o f  Alaska’s natural heritage” are insensitive at best 
and insulting at worst to the long sought recognition and implementation o f 
these programs by Alaska village residents; are against the best interests o f 
providing for subsistence needs in Alaska’s Native villages; and are in direct 
conflict with traditional environmental knowledge and other concerns 
expressed in the AFN resolutions for the past six years.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Delegates demand that unless the Defenders of
Wildlife and Alaska Wildlife Alliance do not wis' to recognize Alaska Native 
villages or bush Alaska residents as having a legitimate public interest on this 
issue, they stop saying that their activities represent “all the public” until they 
have consulted with, and obtained documented permission of all affected 
Tribal organizations throughout the Bristol Bay, Kuskokwim and Yukon 
River drainages, and other regions affected by this issue, and in the future they 
are requested to please have the courtesy, decency, integrity or accountability 
to make such staiements accurately reflect that the public they represent is 
their own constituency - not everyone else and most certainly not ours!



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT by the Delegates that if Defenders o f Wildlife and 
Alaska Wildlife Alliance truly support Alaska’s subsistence priority and 
reasonable subsistence harvest opportunity as they have publicly stated in the 
past, they would withdraw their lawsuit to stop the State o f Alaska’s predator 
management programs.

SUBMITTED BY. ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS

COMMITTEE ACTION: DO PASS

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED .....



A L A SK A  F E D E R A T IO N  O F  N A T IV E S , INC .

TITLE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS

WHEREAS:

2006 ANNUAL CONVENT ON 

RESOLUTION 06-12

REASSERTION OF THE STATE OF ALASKA’S RESPONSIBILITY 
TO PROVIDE FOR AMOUNTS NECESSARY FOR SUBSISTENCE, 
REASONABLE HARVEST OPPORTUNITY AND REGAIN 
COMPLIANCE WITH RELATED STATUTORY AND 
CONSTITUTIONAL STANDARDS

Moose remain an extremely important subsistence resource for people 
throughout Alaska, yet populations have undergone significant declines of 
75-80% in many areas over the last decade where long-term consistent 
human harvest has not been determined a major contributing factor, and 
according to the majority o f local knowledge along with the most direct 
and credible scientific information available, the main driving influence on 
decreased moose numbers is primarily attributable to increased numbers 
o f  predator populations since the early 1990’s, when animal welfare 
proponents substantially elevated imposition o f their opinions on the State 
through political manipulations; and

The Association o f Village Council Presidents, Bristol Bay Native 
Association and Tanana Chiefs Conference, have all expressed high levels 
o f  concern about this situation, repeatedly requesting that predator 
management programs be implemented in their respective areas through 
AFN Resolution U's 00-47, 01-07, 02-12, 03-08, 04-08, 04-09, and 05-13 
(reaffirmed and incorporated here by reference) that have passed the 
Alaska Federation of Natives for the last six years, and

A  few existing predator management programs, some o f which have been 
on the books for 15 years or more, have only recently been implemented 
o r reactivated after their prohibition in the early 1990’s, brought on 
through successful public manipulation by animal welfare groups that 
resulted in long-term lack o f administrative support; and

Efforts are being repeated by animal welfare advocates through another 
lawsuit filed in August, 2006, citing “a lack o f sufficient scientific 
information” and the lack o f “public support”, to effectively stop the few 
predator management programs that are underway and prevent the state 
department o f fish & game from utilizing these or similar programs as a 
viable management tool at any time in the future; and



WHEREAS: Such statements discount or completely disregard the “public support”, 
and concerns for subsistence interests that are clearly stated in the AFN 
Resolutions referenced above, or dismiss that membership as a “public” 
whose interests and support is not worthwhile or of lesser importance in 
this issue; and

WHEREAS: Despite statements from organizational representatives or others who 
make public claims to support predator management, but only if  “it is 
based on sound science”, it has become increasingly clear in recent 
decades that no amount o f  scientific information will ever be adequate to 
satisfy those groups or individuals who incorporate philosophical or moral 
superiority arguments into opposing predator management programs in 
bush Alaska, and who will simply continue to label any science as “good”, 
“bad”, or “insufficient” depending only upon whether they agree with 
those values and opinions -  real applied “science” for most will have little 
bearing, regardless o f  source or merit, and

WHEREAS: A key observation o f  the National Academy of Sciences report (Wolves, 
Bears, and Their Prey in Alaska contracted by the State from 1994-97) 
was that it was difficult to assess many o f  Alaska’s predator management 
programs because they were consistently stopped (mainly through political 
action/interference) within a few years rather than being conducted for the 
full duration (o f up to 5 or more years) originally and scientifically 
deemed necessary; and

WHEREAS: Failure to actively incorporate and implement predator management 
programs as a basic management function undermines the state’s 
subsistence priority law and related regulations governing the 
determination o f amounts necessary for subsistence uses and providing a 
reasonable harvest opportunity; and

WHEREAS: Allowing moose populations to become depleted and remain at low levels 
violates the Alaska Constitution which mandates, among other things, 
principles o f maximum use and benefit, common use, sustained yield, 
broad diversity o f  use, and uniform application for all those similarly 
situated regarding the subject matter at hand.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Delegates to the 2006 Annual Convention of 
the Alaska Federation o f  Natives that the Alaska Federation o f Natives and 
member organizations are requested to consider intervening in the lawsuit 
filed by Defenders o f Wildlife and Alaska Wildlife .Alliance against the State 
o f  .Alaska to halt predator management programs based on the opposing 
opinions o f their “scientists” which are inconsistent with direct year-round 
local environmental knowledge and the opinions o f area management 
biologists and, which in the past has resulted in the State o f  Alaska failing to 
manage for amounts necessary for subsistence and reasonable harvest 
opportunity, and to be out of compliance with at least 5 sections o f Article 
M il’s constitutional standards and principles



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT in the fbture the critics o f  predator management
programs should be required to provide conclusive scientific evidence that 
such programs are not effective in achieving their intended purposes, which 
are to increase the number of moose available for subsistence harvest, provide 
for a reasonable harvest opportunity and to comply with constitutional 
standards before predator management programs can be suspended or 
discontinued by political or administrative actions based on speculation, 
abstract scientific assertions, philosophical or social differences of opinion.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT AFN continue to actively follow-up on this resolution 
and further develop the issue in accordance with this and prior .AFN Tier 1 
resolutions

SUBMITTED BY: ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS

COMMITTEE ACTION: DO PASS

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED ....... ..
- A y S S f i a



ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES, INC.

2005 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 05-13

TITLE: SUPPORT OF STATE ADMINISTRATION TO REBUILD, MAINTAIN' AND
ENHANCE ALASKA’S MOOSE POPULATIONS AND OPPOSITION TO 
BALLOT INITIATIVES PREEMPTING EFFECTIVE M ANAGEM ENT 
ACTIONS TO PROVIDE FOR REASONABLE SUBSISTENCE 
OPPORTUNITY

WHEREAS: Moose are an extremely important subsistence resource for people through out
Alaska that have undergone significant declines o f75-80% in many areas over the 
last decade where long-term consistent human harvest has not been determined a 
major contributing factor, and according to the majority o f local knowledge, the 
main driving influence on decreas' d znoose numbers is prim arily attributable to 
increased numbers of predator populations 6ince the ballot initiatives of 1996 and 
2000 were fostered and successfully imposed on the entire state by  conservation 
and a-nimal welfare constituencies; and

WHEREAS: The Association of Village Council Presidents, Tanana Chiefs Conference, and 
Bristol Bay Native Association, have all expressed high levels o f  concern about 
these population declines, repeatedly requesting that predator management 
programs be implemented in their respective areas through Resolution # ’s 00-47, 
01-07, 02-12, 03-08, 04-08 & 04-09 that have passed the Alaska Federation of 
Natives unanimously for the last five years. Ongoing concerns o f  concurrence 
have also been expressed by state and federal management support staff affec.ed 
Federal Regional Subsistence Councils, State Fish k  Game Advisory Committees 
and Board of Game; and

WHEREAS: The Federal Subsistence Board has chosen to interpret through its Predator
Management Policy that its “management” regime can only address the human 
harvest component of subsistence, and does not have authority to enact 
regulations, implement activities, or require programmatic agency response that 
would directly, substantively, effectively or actively manage populations such as 
moose and wolves even though predator control is a commonly approved practice, 
direct or sanctioned management action, conducted by federal agencies in several 
lower 48 states, as well as by governments in many other countries throughout 
the northern hemisphere; and

WEEREAS: Existing predator management programs in regulation, some o f which have been 
in place for up to 15 years and/or more recently requested to be implemented by 
bush Alaska residents for years have only recently (in 2003) been allowed to be 
reactivated after a 10 year prohibition; and



WHEREAS: It is important to rural Alaska residents for environmental or animal welfare
groups to acclaim the traditional knowledge local peoples have regarding animal 
populeL jus relied on for their subsistence harvest needs when it serves their 
purpose in one area (i.e. the Porcupine Caribou herd), yet in a neighboring area 
will state that ihe knowledge o f  local peoples regarding predator and moose 
relationships are not accurate, based on largely on ignorance and do not deserve 
or should not be given credibility in management decisions; and

It is further inconsistent for these same animal advocacy groups to play up 
support for subsistence harvest activities while Sling legal challenges to the 
state’s predator management programs, and actively advocating towards 
management practices that have historically shown and are known to cause 
depletion and long tenn/continucd depression of area moose populations; and

There are 65 separately recognized moose populations in Alaska with 32 
.. .identified as important for providing “high levels o f human consumptive 

(subsistence) use” [AS 16.055.255 (e)-(i)), o f  which 18 have been determined in 
decline since 2002. The Board of Game has only approved 5 predator 
management areas, mainly limited to Tier 1 subsistence hunting only. Yet animal 
welfare groups continue to misrepresent and/or mischaracttrize these predator 
management programs as “excessive,” or “being conducted for the sole benefit of 
sport and recreational hunting”; and

WHEREAS: An observation of the National Academy of Sciences report (Wolves, Bears, and 
Their Prey in Alaska contracted by the State from 1994-97) was that it was 
difficult to assess many of Alaska’s predator management programs because they 
were consistently stopped (through political action/interference) within one to two 
years, rather thun being conducted for their full durations (o f up to 5 or more 
years) that were originally and scientifically deemed necessary; and

WHEREAS: A recent poll conducted by Dittman Research Inc. in August 2005, of villages in 
the Bristol Bay, Kuskokwim, Yukon & Tan ana River drainages asking if  they felt 
their respective area supported the State of Alaska’s efforts to control the number 
of predators found that 70% of the respondents stated they did (22% not in 
support, 8% unsure); and

WHEREAS: 60% o f  the respondents in this same poll, asked specifically about claims made by 
anti-hunting and animal welfare groups indicating that 70% o f  Alaskans were 
against the control o f predator numbers, stated this did not reflect the majority 
views o f people within their respective areas concerning this issue (25% stating it 
did, 15% unsure); and

WHEREAS: A  common demographic grouping for those village residents who were opposed 
to predator management in this poll are 20-45 yeaj old Caucasian females who 
arrived in hush Alaska seme time in the last 10 years, who are overall most 
definitely not representative of long term participants, practices or concents for 
subsistence harvest needs; and

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:



1

WHEREAS: An effort is again underway by conservation based and animal welfare
organizational interests, with anotherperition drive to place the issue on the ballot 
of the next statewide election that would effectively stop the few predator 
management programs that are underway with the intent to prevent local residents 
or the stale department of fish & game from utilizing :e o r similar programs as 
a viable management tool at any time in the future.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the delegates to the 2005 Annual Convention of the 
Alaska Federation of Natives, Inc., that AFN stands in opposition to this ballot 
initiative to step the state’s few existing predetor management programs, endorses 
efforts to rebuild and maintain Aloska’B moose populations that includes predator 
management activities, and expresses support for the current Governor’s fortitude 
to date supporting practical and proactive application of moose management 
through predator control programs, urging his continued determination for 
withstanding the pressures put forth by animal welfare organizations that oppose 
6uch activities to the detriment of Alaska’s moose populations and the many 
Alaska residents who have traditionally depended upon them; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that AFN encourages Governor Murkowski to authorize and/or 
direct all appropriate administrative staff and departments such as Public Safety, 
Transportation, Commerce, Law, Fish & Game and Natural Resources, to work 

. cooperatively with all affected entities including the legislature and congressional 
delegation towards the goals o f  rebuilding, maintaining and enhancing Alaska’s 
moose populations to include state or federal actions that could help rectify the 
lack o f understanding, consideration or accommodation at national societal levels 
for predator/prey management in Alaska that are conducive to providing priority 
for subsistence, reasonable opportunity and amounts necessary for related harvest 

. needs; and

•w BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that support resolutions, follow-up action and further
'  development be pursued (in continued accordance with AFNTs Tier 1 status in

previous years of resolutions) thro' j h  media sources and letters to opposing 
interests of predator management informing them of the harm, insensitivity, 
rejection and lack of accountability for providing for reasonable subsistence 
harvest opportunity, that their actions constitute as a major burden to the vast 
majority of rural Alaska residents, in addition to supportive efforts to address the 
issue through the state’6 administrative/legislative processes and/or congressional 
action.

SUBMITTED BY: ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS

COMMITTEE ACTION: DO PASS, SUBSISTENCE, TIER 1

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED ’ .......

:ve 'H 7 * M
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. -15T7 C-Sueer. Suite 300,-Anchorage, .AlaiJa-99501 ' • .  • «
.907*274-3611' Fax 907-276-7989

• • • • ' •# •
‘ .• December 2,2005 /

The Honorable Frank MurkowsH .. Via Fax: 907-465-3500'
Office-o f  ihe Governor ■' "  •

" State o f  Alaska •’ .. '• • • •
P.O.Box 110001 ;  . ; : • ■; .• •
Juneau,' AK 9981=1-0001 •’ . .

•R E : Predator Management Program s- AFN Resolution 05-13
** • • - , * . . *

Dear Governor Murkoweki: •

On behalf o f the Alaska Federation of.Natives Board-of Directors.and the 
delegates to the AFN 2005..Convention,! am enclosing Resolution 05-13, passed ai the 

-2005 AFN Convention in Fairbanks on October;22-. Resolution 05-13 supports the \  
Siate’£ efforts to rebuild maintain and enhance. Alaska’s moose populations through its 

. predator- management programs and opposes ballot imtiaiives Thai would prevent the-use 
' -of such programs.-. .• • * * •• , ” •

* •  \  •** •
The declinein moose populations, attributable to increased numbers o f  predator

• populations, has been of great concern to AFNfend our meinber organizations fox a ' '  
number of years. There are 65 separately recognized moose'populations in Alaska, with 
32 identified as important for providing “high levels of human .consumptive use,” AS
16^0553:55 (e)-fi)j 18 of which have been in decline since 2002- The Board o f  Game has 
approved 5 predator management areas in response to these declines. Animal welfare, 
groups argue that these predator management programs are “excessive” or are being 
conducted for the sole benefit of sport and recreational hunting. That is obviously not the 
case -  moose are an extremely important subsistenceresource for people throughout 
Alaska. • . • ' ■ 1 ’ : ■ ' .

. . As evidenced by a recent poll conducted by Pittman Research, lnc.f in 2005, there 
is wide support within the villages, in the Bristol Bay, Kuskokwim, Yukon &Tanana 
River drainages for the State’s predator control .efforts. Yet, we understand there is 
anothereffort underway b y  animal welfare interests, to place a measure on the ballot in 
the next statewide election that would-effectively halt the Stale’s predator management- 
efforts. We strongly, oppose ail such ballot initiatives and urge you and your . 
Admimstretion to withstand pressure-from th vs groups to halt the State’s predator 
management activities..- . *' . • ’ •

• • Finally, we re quest that you direct ail appropriate administrative staff and
department personnel tc work cooperatively with'ail affected entidesj-the legislature and



the Alaska congressional delegation to rebuild, maintain and enhance Alaska’s.nioose 
populations. .. ■ . . • *

* •. * • . ‘ . • ’ Sincerely, . •• ;
* . • • .  ’  ’  . *  • .  ̂ * / .

. • . • . ' ‘ Julie Kitka ' •. •.
President . . .

/chd • ' • *

Enclosure (Resolution. 05-13);-• . . ‘
• • * • • ’ * * * * V •

G c:1 ’• Senator Ben Stevens, Senate President, Alaska S.taie Legislature ’ ’ . '
Representative John-Harris; Speaker o f the House-,-'Alaska State Legislature 

.* • •• Representative Mary Kapsner, Chair, Bush Caucus • ...
McKie Campbell, Commissioner, Alaska Departmentof Fish' and Game 1 
Members o f the Alaska' Board of Game •. •
Senator Ted-Stevens • *. ••• ‘
Senator Lisa Murkowski ' • • . . ' • . • • •  . . . . .  • •

•'  Congressman Don Young V> '• :



2004 ANNU AL CONVENTION , L

RESOLUTION 04-09

TITLE: REQUESTING TH E DEFENDERS OF W ILDLIFE AND O T H E R
CONSERVATIO N GROUPS D ESIST IN ACTTVITIES 
DETRIMENTAL. TO  PROVIDING SUBSISTENCE N EED S IN  RURAL 
A LA SK A

N'^HEREAS: In the Jast eight years since th e  ability to bold w olf popu la tions a t balanced 
levels conducive to m oose survival w as removed by ballot in itia tive, many 
m oose populations throughout rural and bush Alaska have su ffered  
declines o f  50-70 %, despite the fact that mild winters, good hab ita t, and 
healthy birth rates prevailed; and

W HEREAS: The preponderance o f  existing and credible scientific inform ation , long 
term  professional observations, and overwhelm ing application o f  
local/traditional ecological know ledge, reflects that increased predator 
populations are a key  reason for these m oose declines; and

W H ERE/. S: P redator m anagem ent is a routine m anagem ent activity to p ro te c t wild and 
dom estic populations o f  prey species throughout the rest o f  th e  world and 
only in A laska have such severe political strictures been im posed ; and

W HEREAS: U nlike recent adm inistrations, in the past year the current gubernatorial 
adm inistration has declined to  interfere or over-ride necessary 
m anagem ent determ inations o f  the State Board o f G am e and D ivision  o f  
W ildlife C onservations regarding this issue; and

W HEREAS: D efenders o f  W ildlife and o ther coasejvation groups has recen tly  
subm itted a petition to the Secretary o f  Interior requesting F edera l 
intervention to prevent the S tate from carrying out predator m anagem ent 
activities to protect these m oose populations: and

W HEREAS: C ontrary to the assertions in th is petition and related media releases, these 
activities are not be ing  conducted for the sole benefit o f sports huntere, but 
rather are predom inantly  applied only where Tier 1 o r  T ier 2 subsistence 
hunts h av e  been enacted ; iind

W HEREAS: As reflected through reso lu tions at the  2000, 2001, 2002 and 2 0 0 3  annual 
conventions o f the A laska Federations o f Natives, m ain tain ing  abundant 
moose and  caribou populations in rural A laska is essential to providing for 
basic sustenance, cu rren t tn d  future subsistence needs, as well a s  cultural 
health and  well being  o f  our people; and

W HEREAS: W hile w e m ay appreciate h e  passion and zeal represented by those
opposed to  predator m anagem ent activities, these activities had no direct 
effect on  the ir fam ilies, and their removal poses significant barm  and 
hardship to the pursu it o f  the subsistence way of life; and

W HEREAS: W ithin its website, Defenc ers o f  W ildlifr criticizes the  strategic w olf 
m anagem ent plan developed through a stakeholder p rocess in 1991 was 
bypassed for a m ore aggressive wo I f  control policy: and



• >

WHEREAS: Predator management programs currently active within the state all fall 
directly within the g. Jelines and parameters laid out within the 1991 
strategic wolf management plan; and

WHEREAS: There are-455 separately mtcnaged moose populations in AJaska of which 
32 are.idenufied as important for providing ingh levels o f  human 
consumptive use (subsistence), arid as o f  the winter o f2002,18 of these 
32 populations were recognized as decli ling or decreasing; and ,j
1 '”•* ' ».* • ■ *t

WHEREAS: The Alaska Board of Game and Divisio^ o f Wildlife Conservation have 
seen fit to conduct aggressive predator rpana^emem on only 5 o f these 18 
populations, and in most areas, do so only within limited ranges or 
portions ofitbe management units involved. J •'

• •• INOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED1 by the delegates to the 2004 Annual
Convention o f  the Alaska Federation of Natives, I d c . asks the Defenders 
of Wildlife1 and other conservation grou 35 to jrecognize a way of life 
different than that of mainstream America, take into account the effects of 
their actions on rural Alaska's subsistence needs, and share in the use and 
enjoyment o f our resourats by withdrawing their petition for Federal 
intervention to halt predr tor management programs in the State o f  Alaska; 
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that gi> cn the Defend)as’ repeated statements o f
supporting1 subsistence ii Alaska, AFN asks that in the future this be more 
tban>verba], by recognizirg and accepting that providing for these 
kibsistencc Deeds may re<[uire actions which they may find uncomfortable 
or morally distasteftil, bat cause no substantial or direct physical hardship 
to their constirueDcy, any that they support those people directly affected, 
and work to educate animal welfare groups throughout the nation on the 
realities of the situation, sather than pureuit o f media sensationalism.

SUBMITTED BY:

COMMITTEE1 ACTION:

ASSOCIATION OF VTLLApE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS 

DO PASfc, SUBSISTENCE. TIER 1]

CONVENTION ACTION: AMENEff ID/PASSED



2 0 03  A N N U A L  C O N V E N T IO N

RESOLUTION 03-08

T IT L E : CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY OBLIGATIONS BY THE
STATE OF .ALASKA  TO M ANAGE FOR SUSTAINED YIELD, 
SUBSISTENCE OPPORTUNITY. AND MAXIMUM USE OF JTS 
MOOSE POPULATIONS

W H E R E A S: A t annual conventions in 2000, 2001 and 2002 the Alaska Federation o f  Natives
unanimously passed resolutions sponsored by A V C P , TCC, and B B N A  stating 
extreme concern by its membership over increasing w o lf numbers w hich threatened 
area moose populations that are o f  great importance in providing basic and primary 
sustenance to feed their families; and

W H E R E A S: M any noose herds throughout the State o f  AJaska are either at seriously low  levels,
or are on a downward trajectory; and

W H E R E A S: Existing scientific information, Jong term professional observation and the
overwhelming opiniou o f  resident observers point to rising predator numbers as a key 
reason for moose declines; and

W H E R E A S: Since the ballot initiatives banning the public's ability to hold w o lf  populations in
check to the present date, the State o f AJaska has made no substantive or effective 
effort to address these concerns, while the people most directly affected continue to * 
watch the problems steadily worsen, in some cases exceeding w o lf  population levels 
established by the state Board o f  Gam e b y  three to four fold; and

W H E R E A S: A rticle  V7II, Sections J and * o f  the Constitution o f  the State o f  A laska mandates that
replenishable resources shall be utilized, developed, and maintained on the sustained 
yield  principle, and managed for maximum use subject to preference among 
beneficial uses; and

W H E R E A S: W aiting until moose numbers in an area have been severely depleted by predation
when available habitat is not a limiting factor, before even beginning to consider 
taking any predator control actions to reverse their decline is x?o| managing for 
sustained yield, making this void o f  a historically effective management tool in direct 
conflict with Article VTI1, Section 4 o f  the State’s Constitution; and

W H E R E A S: A ll beneficial uses o f  moose and w o lf  populations affected, consum ptive and non­
consumptive alike, are enhanced by achieving higher numbers o f  both species in the 
long term by maintaining a balance in their population levels through predator 
control, where without it, only the interests o f  primarily urban Alaskans whose lives 
are not directly affected by the question gain any benefit whatsoever, which raises 
further constitutional conflict under Sections 1, 3 and 17 o f A rticle VIII; and

W H E R E A S: Most every governmental or public task force, committee, commission or board
convened to address the predator control issue has come to the conclusion or 
consensus that beyond any reasonable doubt, predator control is a necessary 
management action in one form or another to satisfactorily comply with the intent 
and purpose of providing for p eo p le 's  needs through sustained yield management: 
and

W HEREAS: It is hypocritical that die State o f  .Alaska h3s taken sucb a strong and assertive role in
adam antly refuting :he assertions of state and national organizations opposed tc 
opening the A-etic National W ildlife R efuge to cji exploration for the aid o f  big 
business and -primarily urban econom ic dc- e,cem ent x.terests, yet does Dot provide



protect the subsistence needs of its people over large areas of the state, despite laws 
and regulations saying that subsistence is the highest beneficial use of our fish and 
game resources; and

WHEREAS: It is further highly inconsistent for the adniinistrarion on the one hand to make every
effort to regain fbll state control o f subsistence management, while allowing a key 
subsistence resource such as moose to sink to very low population levels wheD 
management tools are available to prevent or reverse their declines; and

W H E R E A S : I f  A laska's Permanent Fund D ividend Program suffered the same management
inaction as moose populations over the last decade, annual dividend checks would be
measured in pennies instead o f  dollars.

N O W  T H E R E FO R E  B E  IT R E SO LV E D  by the Delegates to the 2003 AnnuaJ Convention o f  the
AJaska Federation o f  N atives directs to caJl on the administration o f  the state o f
AJaska to immediately authorize .. J implement predator control programs 
throughout the state where they are needed to stabilize or reverse declines o f  moos-, 
populations.

B E  IT  F U R T H E R  R ESO LV ED  T H A T  failure to a llow  or conduct proactive and tim ely 
implementation o f  predator ~ontro! programs by the. State o f  AJaska to maintain 
histonc moose population and harvest levels at high averages is in direct violation 
with their constitutional mt date to manage for sustained yield and maximum 
beneficial use, as well as beuig further inconsistent w ith other constitutional and 
statutory responsibilities recognizing subsistence as the highest beneficial use, am ong 
other management directives. %

BE I T  F U R T H E R  RESQLYED T H A T  since this issue has received unanimous support fo r  
resolutions regarding this problem  for the last three years, that A F N  leadership is 
directed to address the matttr as a T ier 1 priority issue in its administrative agenda 
over the next year, or until such rime as it is satisfactorily resolved.

S U B M IT T E D  B Y : A S S O C IA 7  ION O F  V IL L A G E  C O U N C IL PRESID EN TS

C O M M IT T E E  A C T IO N : TIER 1, S U B S IS T E N C E , D O PASS

C O N V EN TIO N  ACTION: PASSED ' . ''VA

/ ' ■ m b *



2002 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTN '02 -12

/

TITLE: W OLF PR ED A TIO N  -  PUBLIC SAFETY

W HEREAS: The w o lf population is increasing at an alarming rate; and,

W HEREAS: D ue to declining numbers o f  caribou and m oose, w o lves are now

WHEREAS: RurAl CAP tried to address this problem by form ing a state-w ide 
group which advocated for a llow in g  aerial w o lf  hunts in the 
McGrath area; and,

WHEREAS: A nim al rights groups becam e involved  and w ere able to sw ay the 
voters in Alaska by television and radio advertisem ents w hen tl 
matter became an issue for the voters in A laska to decide; and,

WHEREAS: D ue to a decline in the food chain for the w o lv es, human lives  
m ay be in jeopardy: and,

WHEREAS: W ith w olves m oving closer to v illa g es , it is ham pering berry 
picking and other subsistence activ ities

.OW  THEREFORE BE IT R ESLO V ED  by the D elegates o^the 2002  Annual

m oving into v illages and starting to attack pets and to use them  
for food; and,

Convention o f  the A laska Federation o f N atives, Inc. that, ratner 
than going through normal procedures, that the matter be turned 
over to the Alaska Department o f  Public Safety and to use any 
m eans necessary including a llow in g  aerial w o lf  hunts.

SUM BITTED BY: BRISTO L B A Y  NATIVE A SSO C IA TIO N

COMMITTEE ACTION: DO  PASS T IE R !

CONVENTION ACTION: PA SSED



2 0 0 ] A N N U A L  C O N V E N T IO N

■ >
TITLE:

RESOLUTION 01-07 

WOLF PREDATION -  PUBLIC SAEETY

' WHEREAS: The w o lf population is increasing at an alarming rare; and.

W HEREAS: Due to declining numbers o f  caribou and moose, w olves are now moving 
into villages and starting to attack pets and to use them for food; and.

WHEREAS: Animal rights groups became involved and were able to sway the voters in 
Alaska by television and radio advertisements when the matter became an 
issue for the voters in Alaska to decide; and.

WHEREAS: Due to a decline in the food chain for the wolves, they will start on 
humans for their food: and.

WHEREAS: With wolves moving closer to villages, it is hampering berry picking and
other subsistence activities.

WHEREAS: Since ] 995 to the present date the State o f  Alaska has made no substantive
or effective effort to address these concerns, while the people directly 
affected continue io watch the problem steadily worsen; and

WHEREAS: Article V lll. Section A o f  the Constitution o f  the State o f  AJaska mandates 
that repJenish-able resources shall be utilized, developed, and maintained 
on the sustained yield principle, subject to preference among beneficial 
uses; and

WHEREAS: Wailing until m oose and caribou numbers in an area have been severely
depleted by predation when available habitat is not a limiting factor before 
even considering taking any predator control actions to reverse their 
decline is not managing for sustained yield, making this void o f a 
historically effective management tool in direct conflict with Article VIE, 
Section A of the State’s Constitution: and

WHEREAS: Every known governmental or public task force, committee, commission
or boajd convened to address the predator control issue has come to the 
conclusion or consensus that beyond any reasonable doubt, it is a 
necessary management action in one form or another to satisfactorily 
c o m p ly  with the intent and purpose o f providing for people's needs 
through sustained yield management: and

W H E R E A S : A!) beneficial uses o f  m c c s e , caribou  and w o lf p o p u la tio n s  affected.
consum ptive and n cn -o cn su m p tiv  e a ik e . are er.nanced by m aintaining



iugner uujj/L/cjt 01 oo— ~r
population ieveJs through predator control, where without it, onjy m e 
narrow vjew o f a small group o f emotionally driven (primarily urban) 
Alaskans gain any substantive benefit whatsoever, which raises further 
constitutional conflict under Sections 3 and 17 o f  Article VIII; and

WHEREAS: Jt borders on the hypocritical that the State o f  Alaska has taken such a
strong and assertive roie in adamantly refuting the assertions o f  state and 
national organizations opposed to opening the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge to oil exploration for the aid o f big business and (primarily urban) 
econom ic oevelopmeni inlerest, yet does not provide an equivocal level o f  
support in standing up to these same types of organizations to protect the 
subsistence needs o f  its peopJe over the vast majority o f  the State, in the 
lace o f  laws and regulations saying that subsistence is the highest 
beneficial use o f our fish and game resources.

NOW  THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the delegates o f the 2001 Annual 
Convention o f  the Alaska Federation o f  Natives that the matter be turned 
over to the AJaska Department o f  Public Safety and to use any means 
necessary including allowing aerial w o lf hunts.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that failure to allow or conduct proactive and timely 
implementation o f predator control programs by the State o f  Alaska to 
maintain bisioric moose and caribou population and harvest levels at high 
averages is in direct violation with their constitutional mandate to manage 
for sustained yield, as well as being further inconsistent with starutory and 
regulatory laws recognizing subsistence as the hijjiest beneficial use, 
among other management directives.

SUBMITTED BY: Bristol Bay Native Association. Association o f Village
Council Presidents

COMMITTEE ACTION: DO PASS

CONVENTUON ACTION: AM ENDED/PASSED



I
T IT L E :

ALASKA FED ERA TIO N  OF N A TIV ES. INC 

2000 A N N U A L  CO NV EN TIO N  

R E SO L U T IO N  00-47

A  RESO LU TIO N  REQ U ESTIN G  THE A LASKA C O N G R E S S IO N A L  
D E L E G A T IO N  TO SU PPO RT PREDATOR CO NTROL

W H E R E A S : A t the March 2000 Board o f  Game meeting, the board decided unanim ously  to 
a l lo w  predator management where sound science found that there w as an 
im balance  in the predator versus prey; and

W H E R E A S :  T h e  A la sk a  D ep a r tm e n t  o f  F ish  and G a m e  should  h a v e  been  a l lo w e d  to 
im p le m e n t  the p re d a to r  m a n a g e m e n t  p ro g ra m  w ith  the  b io lo g is t  f ro m  
A D F & G ;  and

W H E R E A S :  F u r th e r  de lay  by the  g o v e rn o r ,  in the c a rry in g  out o f  the  p re d a to r  con tro l  
p r o g r a m ,  w ill h av e  i r rev e rs ib le  d am ag e  on  th e  w ild l ife  p o p u la t io n ;  and

N O W  T H E R E F O R E  B E  IT  R E S O L V E D  by the  D e le g a te s  to  the 2 0 0 0  A n n u a l  
C o n v e n t io n  o f  the A la sk a  F e d e ra t io n  o f  N a tiv e s ,  Jnc. r e q u e s t  th e  g o v e rn o r  
im p le m e n t  the p re d a to r  c o n tro l  p ro g ra m  tha t w as  a p p ro v e d  b y  th e  B o a rd  o f  
G a m e .  A lso ,  w h e re  in the a rea s  it is to o  la te  for the  b a lance  o f  p re d a to r  
v e r s u s  p r e y  to reco v e r ,  lo n g - te rm  stud ies  are  co n d u c te d  so  tha t th is  m a y  no t 
c o n t in u e  to hap p en  in o the r  areas.

SU BM ITTED  B Y : 
CO M M ITTEE  ACTION : 

CONVEN T IO N  ACTION :

T an a n a  C h ie fs  C o n fe re n c e ,  Inc

DO  PASS 

P A S S E D



2007 A N N U AL CONVENTION 

RESO LU TIO N  07-15

TITLE: A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING PREDATOR CONTROL AS A
MEANS OF INCREASING GAM E POPULATIONS

W HEREAS. The State o f  Alaska Department o f  Fish and Game, allows predator 
control, including aerial or same-day airborne hunting o f  wolves, in 
limited circumstances in certain areas to enhance the population o f  moose 
and moose; and

W HEREAS: In some part o f  the state w o lf  predation is responsible for 80% of the
mortality o f  moose and caribou that occurs in a year, and as a consequence 
the population o f  moose or caribou is far below what the habitat would 
support; and

W HEREAS: The state’s predator control program, and all game regulations, are
promulgated by the Alaska Board o f  Game through an extensive public 
process; and

W HEREAS: Moose and caribou are critical subsistence resources and are often the 
main protein source for many Alaska Native villages; and

WHEREAS: A t the present time, A laska’s predator control program is limited to five 
w o lf  control programs encompassing less than 10% o f  the state; and

WHEREAS: A laska’s predator control program • >ften comes under attack from Outside 
interest groups who may not frilly understand the program, and recently 
legislation has been introduced in Congress that would completely ban the 
program.; and

NOW TH ER E FO R E BE IT RESOLVED by the Delegates to the 2007 Annual
Convention o f  the Alaska Federation o f  Natives, Inc., that it supports 
limited predator control within the parameters established by the Alaska 
Board o f  Game, including aerial or same-day hunting o f  wolves, as a 
sound method o f  game management; and

BE IT FU R T H E R  RESOLVED that the Delegates to the 2007 Annual Convention urges 
the Alaska Congressional Delegation to encourage public education on 
this matter and to resist any efforts in Congress to impose a federal ban on 
predator control in Alaska.

S U B M IT T E D  BY: BRISTOL BAY NATIVE ASSOCIATION

C O M M IT T E E  A C T IO N : DO PA SS, T IE R  I

C O N V E N T IO N  A C T IO N :





HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
STATE CAPITOL. ROOM 120 
(907) 465-4990

COMMITTEE
MEMBERS

Rep. Jay Ramras 
Chairm an 
Room, 118 

(907)465-3004

Rep. Nancy Dahlstrom 
Vice-Chairman 

Room 409 
(907)465-3783

Rep. John Coghill 
Room 2 14 

(907)465-3719

Rep. Bob Lynn 
Room 104 

(907)465-4931

Rep. Ralph Samuels 
Room 204 

(907)465-2095

Rep. Max Gruenberg 
Room 110 

(907)465-4940

MEMORANDUM

Date: February 6. 2008

To: Representative John Coghill
Chairman House Rules Committee

From: Representative Jay Ramras
Chairman Mouse Judiciary Committee

Re: Referral File for HB 268 - MOTOR VEHICLE ARSON
ON PUBLIC LAND

Please accept the following documents as the referral file for HB268:

• Sponsor Statement
•  HB268 (25-LS0875\A)
• Fiscal Notes

ADM - 0  
^  A D M - 0  
^  LAW 0

• Support
• MJUD Report

Rep. Lindsey Holmes 
Room 405 

(907)465-4919



A L A S K A  S T A T E  L E G I S L A T U R E

ISce C hair
House Finance Committee
J Session.' 

Alaska State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 
Phone: (907) 465-4958 

Fax: (907) 465-4928Chair
House Finance Subcommittees for, 
Department of Public Safety 
Department of Law /ntenm: 

PO Box 464 
Chugiak, AK 99567

BILL STOLT2E
State Representative

Rcprcsenuuve_BiU_Stohzc@legis.statc.ak. us

House Bill 268
M otor Vehicle Arson on Public Land

"A n  Act relating to damaging a vehicle on public land b\j starting or causing an explosion."

In m a n y  p a r ts  of A laska  p eo p le  can access a reas  o f  the State  by ro a d s  a n d  trails. 
W hile  these  ro ad s  a n d  trails  p ro v id e  A laskans  w ith  access for m a n y  recrea tional 
o p p o r tu n i t ie s ,  the re m o te  location  of these  access p o in ts  also p ro v id e s  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  
a p lace  to d u m p  the ir  trash , o ld  app l ian ces ,  a n d  a b a n d o n  a n d  b u rn  m o to r  vehicles. 
T h ese  activ it ies  n eg a t iv e ly  im p ac t  the  area , fish a n d  w ildlife  a n d  the ir  hab ita t,  a n d  the  
rec rea tio n a l  o p p o r tu n i t ie s  for o th e r  A laskans. H o u se  Bill 268 ad d re s se s  the  b u rn in g  of 
v eh ic les  on s ta te  a n d  m u n ic ip a l  land  by  es tab lish ing  the b u rn in g  of a vehicle on s ta te  or 
m u n ic ip a l  land  a class C felony. By es tab lish ing  this o ffense  for this p a r t icu la r  ac tiv ity  
w e  will g ive  law  e n fo rc e m e n t  officers an d  p ro secu to rs  a n o th e r  tool to p u r s u e  these 
in d iv id u a ls .

1 ask for y o u r  co n s id e ra t io n  a n d  s u p p o r t  of HB 286 to h e lp  clean u p  o u r  pub lic  
la n d s  so  tha t all A laskans  can c o n t in u e  to enjoy them .

DISTRICT 16

B IR C II WOOD •  B i r n T  •  CHUGIAK •  F.KLU TN A* FAIR VIEW  LOOP 
K N IK  RIVER ROAD •  LAZY M O U N TA IN  • PALMER •  PETERS CREEK
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F I S C A L  N O T E

Identifier (file name): HB268-DOA-OPA-1 -28-08_______
Title "An Act relating to damaging a vehicle on public land by

starting a fire or causing an explosion..."

STATE OF ALASKA
2008 LEG IS LA T IV E  SESSION

Dept. Affected.
'R D U

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

() Publish Date:
HB 268

Administration
Legal and Advocacy Services

Sponsor
Requester

Reps. Stoltze, Lynn. Ramras, Gatto
Component Office ol Public Advocacy

Component Number

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note. Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

Appropriation
Required Information

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2009 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Personal Services 
Travel 
Contractual 
Supplies 
Equipment 
Land & Structures 
Grants & Claims 
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other Interagency Receipts

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2008) cost: 0.0

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach n separate page it necessary)
This bill will create a new felony crime of arson in circumstances where a person intentionally damages a motor vehicle 
by starting a fire or causing an explosion while the vehicle is on state or municipal land. Although this bill will create a 
new felony offense, the agency does not anticipate a signficant number of new ca ses as a result of this bill. Therefore, 
the agency submits a zero fiscal note.

Joshua P. Fink, DirectorPrepared by:
Division

Approved by: Rachael Petro. Deputy Commissioner

Phone 907-269-3501
Office of Public Advocacy Date/Time 1/28/08 2 00 p.m 

Date 1/28/2008
Department of Administration
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F I S C A L  N O T E

STATE OF A LASKA
2008 LEG IS LA T IV E  SESSION

Identifier (file name): HB268-DOA-PDA-1 -28-08
Title "An Act relating lo damaging a vehicle on public land..

Fiscal Note Number:

Bill Version:

() Publish Date:

Dept. Affected: 
'RDU

HB 268

Administration
Legal and Advocacy Services

Sponsor
Requester

Representative Stoltze
Component Public Defender Agency

Expenditures/Revenues
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

_______Component Number

(Thousands of Dollars)

1631

Approp'iation
Required Information

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2309 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Personal Services 
Travel 
Contractual 
Supplies 
Equipment 
Land & Struclures 
Grants & Claims 
Miscellaneous

).0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0
c.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

mCHANGE IN REVENUES

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts 
1037 GF/Mental Health 
Other Interagency Receipts

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
0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 00
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 00
0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2008) cost: 

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page it nocossary)

This bill am ends the crim e of A rson  by add ing a new section prohibiting intentionally dam aging a motor veh icle  by 
starling a fire or causing an explosion. Th is bill is not expected to have a fiscal impact on the Agency.

Quinlan Steiner, DirectorPrepared by 
Division

Approved by: Rachael Petro. Deputy Commissioner

Phone 907-334-4414
Public Defender Agency Dale/T ime 1/28/08 11:10 AM

Dale 1/28/2008
Department of Administration
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