
MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
FISH AND GAt-ill COMMITTEE 

MONTANA STATE SENATE 

March 22, 1983 

The meeting of the Fish and Game Committee was called to order 
by Chairman Ed B. Smith on March 22, 1983 at 1:05 P.M. in Room 
402, State Capitol. 

ROLL CALL: Roll was called with all members present. 

Chairman Smith pointed out to the committee that Senator Jacobson 
would not be at the hearing the full time due to another commitment, 
but that she had furnished him with her proxy vote and that would 
be included in the record. 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 345: Senator Smith said this bill 
would provide for the sale or donation of animal meat or parts 
confiscated or otherwise acquired by the Department of Fish, 
Wildlife and Parks, and the money received would be used for a 
reporting system. You would receive a reward to turn someone in 
if they are poaching or violating Fish and Game law. The amend
ment adopted by the committee at our previous meeting deleted the 
section of the bill relating to the reward program. 

Senator Jacobson made a motion to reconsider the action on the 
amendments previously adopted. 

Senator Smith asked Jim Flynn if he would make a comment in 
regard to the granting of rule making authority to the Depart
ment of Fish, Wildlife and Parks. 

Mr. Flynn said he believed that amendment to the title was instigated 
in the House and he presumed it was to establish the rule making 
authority for establishing the reward system. In other words, 
the level of reward which might be reimbursed for a specific type 
of violation involved. 

Senator Smith said the appropriations subcommittee he serves on 
did allow the expenditure of funds, collected by donation, for 
a reward system on reporting poaching or game law violations, but 
the bill, on page 4 I lines 10-19 I allows the Fish and Game Depart
ment to use funds that are collected from confiscated animals to 
be used for the reward. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken on Senator Jacobson's motion to re
consider the amendments previously adopted by the committee. 
The motion passed by a vote of 4-3. See attached Roll Call Vote 
sheet. 

Andrea Merrill reviewed the amendments attached as Exhibit 1 
which were previously adopted by the committee. 
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Senator Smith asked Senator Severson if the money was donated 
for the reporting system on poaching or violations of state laws, 
would you still be just as opposed. 

Senator Severson said he is opposed to the bounty hunter concept. 
He thinks a person, if he is a good hunter and sportsman, will 
report violations when needed without a reward to do it. 

Senator Lane asked Representative Spaeth if he would explain how 
this would tie in with the control situation. 

Representative Spaeth said the Department of Livestock is looking 
at this same kind of a program. His understanding is that they 
have been in contact with the Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks 
and they are working on a cooperative venture in that they would 
use the same 800 number and the same reporting personnel. The 
programs would be interwoven to a certain degree. Both programs 
would operate more effectively if both were in existence. This 
would be an advantage to the livestock rustling problems in the 
state. 

Senator Severson said you are talking about a privately owned 
and a public animal and he does not think they relate. 

Senator Smith asked if the Department of Livestock was implementing 
this kind of a reporting system. 

Representative Spaeth said yes and hopefully there will be no 
problems getting it through. People that are involved in wildlife 
violations are the same kind of people that would be involved in 
livestock rustling problems. The Department of Livestock bill is 
an appropriation measure using $15,000 from the sale of unclaimed 
livestock. This is why the two programs would go nicely together. 

Senator Mohar said he did not want to reiterate all the debate 
that the committee has had on this bill. Representative Spaeth 
gave a couple of good points, that it is not necessarily just a 
sportsman who would participate in the crime stoppers program, it 
is people that are friends of or indirectly know of someone that 
has caused a violation and that 80% of the people that have partic
ipated in these type of programs would not have done so without the 
reward program. This is an experimental program which can be 
instituted at a cost savings to taxpayers to get some additional 
enforcement. It may not be much of a problem in the Bitterroot 
but he lives 10 miles from the Yak and they have problems with 
·the poaching of moose. This is such a large, remote and at times 
wild state, that he thinks we need to give the law enforcement 
personnel another tool to bring some enforcement in the state. 
Programs have been effective in other states and could help cattle
men and ranchers. The $30,000 might be a one time appropriation. 
It might just be something to get the program started but after that 
donations will be enough. 
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Senator Mohar made a motion that HB 345 be concurred in. 

Senator Severson is opposed to this bill. He is the person that 
started calling this a bounty hunter bill. The underlined section 
on page 4 tells you that is exactly what this bill is. Anytime 
you would get to the point where you would report a friend for a 
dollar he is opposed to it. He certainly has nothing against 
reporting crime but objects to putting it into this prospective. 

Senator Smith believes the action of the subcomMittee was that 
$30,000 of money from donations could be used for a reward program. 
He asked Mr. Flynn if that was right. 

Mr. Flynn said $30,000 of spending authority for conducting this 
reward program. 

Senator Mohar said he does not think we will see very many close 
friends turning close friends in or brother turning father in or 
that type of thing. He is not worried about that. He thinks 
there is a lot of disrespect for a lot of our laws and this would 
help that problem. 

Senator Smith said the appropriations subcommittee was for $30,000 
by donations. That is what the minutes show. We authorized 
$30,000 of reward money by donation. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken on Senator Mohar's motion that HB 345 
be concurred in. The. motion failed by a vote of 4-3 and HB 345 
was not concurred in. A copy of the Roll Call Vote is attached. 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO~ 836: Senator Mohar made a motion 
that HB 836 be concurred in. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken and is attached. The motion passed 
with a vote of 6-1. 

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL NO. 377: Senator Hohar referred to 
Jim Flynn's testimony and stated that Mr. Flynn indicated that 
if the Department got the increased amount of funding from this 
bill, that they did not anticipate adding any more staff to the 
existing personnel. One of the things that would be conducted 
is research with the Department of Agriculture on environmentally 
safe methods of vertebrate pest control. He asked Mr. Flynn 
what type of vertebrate pests he was referring to. 

Mr. Flynn said the ground squirrels. The Department of Agriculture 
does conduct research on the control of ground squirrels in con
junction with MSU. He would hope, if they had some extra money, 
to involve the Department financially in that process so that more 
alternatives could be looked at. 
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Senator Smith said we know what happened with the predator program 
when 10-80 was taken away for the use of coyote control because 
nontarget species were being killed. Is this opening the door so 
that no type of animals that need control can be controlled be
cause we would be killing nontarget species. He wonders if Jim 
Flynn, Director, Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks, recog
nizes if this legislation creates a problem, and we are disallowed 
to control some rodents and predators, that we could close up the 
last remaining private hunting source in Montana. This could 
create more problems than benefit people if they continue pursuing 
this bill. What he is afraid of is opening the door to other 
problems and expansion of the list. Colorado started out with 
a few on the list and they now have approximately 3,000. He is 
concerned this same thing will happen in this area. In Colorado 
you can kill a rattlesnake within a municipality but they are 
protected in the state. You can use 10-80 to kill rats within a 
city but you can't use it to kill a coyote that is killing your 
sheep. 

Senator Mohar said what you are referring to is if a species gets 
the "need of protection" status. The only time that the Depart
ment can move to protect wildlife under this bill is if one is 
already in the need of management status, or the legislature acts 
to put that species on the need of management list. He asked Jim 
Flynn if that was correct. 

Mr. Flynn said that is correct. 

Senator Mohar said the only way they could go in that need of 
management status would be to have a majority of the Legislature's 
approval. 

Mr. Flynn said they would have to go before the legislature. 

Senator Smith questioned who makes the decision what species of 
animals should be protected and what species should not. The 
ranchers putting up with the problem species or the people in 
whatever walk of life. He wonders how much longer agriculture 
will have much say in the state legislature. tiith this bill there 
may come a time when we won't be able to kill a rattlesnake or 
a prairie dog on our own ranch. 

Senator Lee presented to the committee some amendments and a 
statement of intent to this bill which he thinks cleans u? the 
bill. Everyone has been in favor of the amendments. Of course, 
the farm groups want to kill the bill. vlliat the amendments do 
is to make it so the Fish and Game Commission will decide this and 
they will have a hearing for the public to attend and give their 
comments. He made a motion that the amendments and statement of 
intent be adopted. Senator Lee's amendments and statement of 
intend are attached as Exhibit 2. 
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Senator Severson said basicallY your amendments are just approval 
by the Fish and Game COlnmission. 

Senator Lee said he did not ask Hr. Flynn for approval of the 
amendments. If this bill does pass, there should be some means 
for the agriculture community to put some impact into the hearing. 
The Department would go to the Commission and the Commission would 
hold a hearing for all interested parties. They would still have 
to come to the legislature for approval. This would be one more 
vehicle for the agricultural groups to air concerns. 

Senator Smith said his concern is not that the Fish and Game 
Department will declare the prairie dog a nong~~e species. What 
is happening in \vyoming today is if you poison a prairie dog 
and the ferret, a nongame species, eats it and dies then there 
are problems. We are not afraid of them declaring the prairie 
dog a nongame species, but of the nongame species eating a poisoned 
prairie dog and dieing and what the solution for controlling the 
prairie dog would then be. 

Senator Lee said that is something you could bring up at the hearing. 

Jo Brunner said you are overlooking a couple of things. Federal 
law says that anything that is not a game animal or not an endangered 
animal is a nongame species. Nongame species fall under management 
category. The federal law says that rodents can be considered 
manageable nongame. Concern of ours is you don't have to worry 
about changing status and nongfu~e are manageable. She pointed out 
that federal law supersedes unless the state law so states. 

Senator t-10har said he does not like ground squirrels and prairie 
dogs either and we are not trying to protect pests. There is a 
lot of discussion on state law and federal law. I was elected to 
write state law. He does not always agree with what federal people 
do but nothing is going to keep them from corning into Montana to 
protect what needs to be protected if the federal government has 
decided that. We are not encouraging that type of thing in this 
bill. What we want to do with this program is not to protect 
different animals but to study them. Some of the information from 
other states will help us to control some pest animals. loVe are 
trying to get more knowledge about animals. He thinks this bill 
helps agriculture and protects them. 

Senator Smith said the fear in his mind is that this bill will 
open the door so that further down the line we could have many 
more species of nongame added to the list, the same as they have 
in Colorado at this time. He asked Janet Ellis to comment on that 
point of view. 

Janet Ellis said this is a fUnding bill and does not protect any
thing at all. The only way you can protect an animal is through 
legislative approval. She can't say that down the road some animal 
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might be threatened and they may come to the legislature for 
approval too make that animal an endangered species. This bill 
is not a foot in the door, it is a funding bill. That is all it 
does. 

Betsy Spettique pointed out to the con~ittee that we can learn 
from the mistakes of the other states that have set up this 
program. If this bill were to pass we would have approximately 
2 years -to work to get something done before it comes up for a 
sunset review. 

Senator Smith said this bill is in fact a copy of what other 
states are doing; are we also going to protect species as 
Colorado has done. 

Janet Ellis said we would need legislative approval to do that. 
This program will go on whether this bill dies. 

Senator Lee said he does not see any way this bill is anti-agricul
ture the way it is written right now. 

Senator Severson asked Jim Flynn if the Department received dona
tions for this program could the Department accept them. 

Mr. Flynn said we could accept the donations but the chances of 
that money being used for this program is remote. To process say 
$20.00 through the bureaucracy is very difficult. 

Senator Smith said it could be handled just as any other program 
through the appropriation subcommittee and account for how the 
money is being spent. 

Betsy Spettique said the advantage to this funding is that there 
is a continuity and people annually have an ability to donate out 
of their own pocket 

Ken Knutson said the funds for this program will not be that 
much bigger than what they are funded now. Now they receive 
$50,000 and they anticipate receiving $80,000 from the check-
off program. The ability that this program will cause harm to 
agriculture is rather remote. We are talking about a program that 
will try to seek out ways to make it popular. 

Senator Smith said the people in agriculture have had some very 
bad experiences with the use of 10-80. We can't protect our own 
property. He appeared before an EPA hearing in Denver and some 
of the comments by the Audubon ~ational Society and Friends of 
Animals made him realize they never even understood the problem 
that ranchers are having and that is the thing that scares him. 
He has never used a more selective poison than 10-80 and they 
have banned that. ~'le used 10-80 on the ranch and we never found 
a dead animal other than a hound dog which was bought for chasing 
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coyotes. 

Jo Brunner said we have a law on the books and this bill further 
implements that law by adding funding to bring that law into its 
fullest effect and that is our concern. What happens when it is 
financed further? That is the portion that is harmful to us. 

Senator Mohar said we have had this program for 10 years and 
there hasn't been problems with it. ~ontana's agriculture is 
the number one industry and we are going to protect it. 

Jo Brunner said it is not the endangered species that bother us. 
It is the management portion when you go to managing species. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken on Senator Lee's motion to adopt his 
amendments and statement of intent. The motion passed with a 
vote of 4-2. See attached Roll Call Vote sheet. 

Senator Mohar made a motion that we adopt the amendments sub
mitted by the Department of Revenue. A copy of these amend
ments is attached as Exhibit 3. Their feeling was that the money 
to implement this program should corne out of the program rather 
than the general fund. 

Senator l1ohar's motion passed unanimously. 

Senator Tveit does not support this bill. He sees it as driving 
another wedge between the sportsmen and the landowners. He 
feels it is a mandate we will not like down the road. 

Senator Mohar made a motion that HB 377 be concurred in as 
amended. 

A Roll Call Vote was taken and is attached. The motion failed 
with a vote of 3-4. HB 377 was not concurred in. 

ADJOURNMffi~T: There being no further business the meeting 
adjourned at 2:15 P.M. 

ED B. SMITH 



ROLL CALL 

FISH & GAME COMMITTEE 

48th LEGISLATIVE SESSION -- 1983 Date3-Z 2 -;3 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

NAME PRESENT ABSENT EXCUSED 

Senator Severson / 
Senator Lee V 
Senator Tveit V 
Senator Lane V 
Senator Mohar V 
Senator Jacobson / 
Senator Smith t/ 
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Exhibit 1 
March 22, 1983 

1. Strike: statement of intent in its entirety 

2. Ti tie, line5 8 through 11. 
Strike: line 8 through "PARKS;" on line 11 

3. Title, line 12. 
Strike: "THROUGH 87-1-513" 
Insert: ", 87-1-512," 

-- -. ----~ 

4.?age 3, line 11 through line 19 on page 4. 
Strike: section 3 in its entirety 
Renumber: subsequent section 



STATEMENT OF INTENT 
House Bill 377 

Exhibit 2 
Submitted by Senator Lee 
March 22, J.983 

A statement of intent is required of this bill because 
rulemaking authority is granted to the Fish and Game 
Commission in section 4 for the use of the nongame wildlife 
account and for the review and approval process for nongame 
wildlife management projects. 

It is intended that the rules promulgated by the 
Commission \vould include adequate provisions for public 
notice and comment during the review and approval process. 



Amendments to HB 377 
(Third Reading Copy) 

1. Title, line 10. 
Following: "t-10NTANA;" 
Insert: "TO PROVIDE FOR FISH AND GAME COMMISSION APPROVAL 

OF THE USE OF SUCH FUNDS;" 

2. Page 3, line 20. 
Following: "department" 
Insert: ", upon the approval of the commission as 

determined under [section 41, 

3. Page 5, line 3. 
Following: line 2 
Insert: "NE\v SECTION. Section 4. Duties of commission. 

(1) The commission shall review and approve annually the 
nongame wildlife management projects recommended by the 
department for funding from the nongame wildlife account. 
The commission shall provide for public comment during 
the review and approval process. 

(2) The commission may adopt rules governing: 

(a) the use of the nongame wildlife account set 
forth in [section 2]; and 

(b) the review and approval process set forth in 
subsection (1)." 

Renumber: subsequent sections 

4. Page 5, line 4. 
Strike: "49th" 
Insert: "50th" 

5. Page 5, line 8. 
Strike: "Section" 
Insert: "Sections" 
Following: "2" 
Strike: "is" 
Insert: "and 4 are" 

6. Page 5, line 10. 
Strike: "section" 
Insert: "sections" 
Following: "2" 
Insert: "and 4" 

7. Page 5, line 17. 
Stri~e: "July 1" 
Insert: "December 31" 



Exhibit ') 
i'1,1 rc h 22, 198:' 

Amendments to House Bill 377 

Page 3, Lille 18 

Following: "/Iccount" 
Insert: "Except as provided in subsec tion (4)" 

Page 4, Line 5 

Insert: "(4) The department of revenue n:;lY deduct 
from collections an amount not tu 
exceed $9,638.00 in fiscal year 19S4 
and $6,238.00 in fiscal year 1985 for 
administering the voluntary checkoff program. 
The department is authorized Lo spend th<2 
amounts and hire necessary personnel." 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

~tarch 22, 83 
.................................................................... 19 ........... . 

MR ........ ~.~.$.~p.~~~ ............................. . 

w' FISH AND GAME 
e, your committee on ....................................................................................................................................................... . 

having had under consideration ...................................................................................... ~~??~.~ ............... Bill No ... ~~.? ...... . 

SPAETH (SMITH) 

Respectfully report as follows: That .............................................................................. ~9.!!.~.~ ................ Bill No ... ~~.~ ........ . 

DE NOT COUCURRED IN 
IIU1C1St 

STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. 

ED B. SMITH, Chairma~ 

\"----.-



SENATE C<MwUTI'EE,_.::.F-=i:..:s:.:.h.:.......;&~G=am=e~ ______ _ 

bate March 22, 1983 Bill No. HB 345 TiIre 1:20 P.M. 
----------------- ------

YES NO 

Senator Severson ~/ 

Senator Lee V 
Senator Tveit V 
Senator Lane V 
Senator Mohar V 
Senator Jacobson V 
Senator Smith 

.,c/ 

Agnes Hamilton Senator Ed Smith 
SecretaIy Chainnan 

Motion: To reconsider the amendments previously adopted by 

the committee. 

The motion passed. 

(include enough infonnation on nntion--put with yellow copy of 
ccmnittee report.) 



~ SENATE COMMITTEE. __ ;F~i~s~h~~&~G~am~e~ ____________ __ 

Date h 22 1983 Bill No. HB 345 Marc « .~~ __________ _ Ti.rre 1: 30 P. M . 

NAME YES 

Senator Severson 

Senator Lee 

Senator Tveit 

Senator Lane V 
Senator Mohar V 
Senator Jacobson V 
Senator Smith 

Agnes Hamilton Senator Ed Smjth 
Secretary Chainnan 

MJtion: That HB 345 be concurred in. 

The motion failed. 

(include enough infonnation on Irotion-put with yellCM copy of 
amnittee report.) 

NO 

V 
V 
V 

V 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

March 22, 83 
.................................................................... 19 ........... . 

PRESIDENT MR .............................................................. . 

We, your committee on .......................................... ~~~.~~ ... ~~P .... q?\:~~ ........................................................................ .. 

having had under consideration ................................................................................... J~9.v.~.~~ ................ Bill No ..... ~~.~ .... .. 

J. JEHSEN(JACOBSON) 

Respectfully report as follows: That ............................................................................. ff.qV$.~ ................. Bill No .. ~.~.Q ......... . 

BE CONCURRED IN 
~ 

STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. 

.~ .. ---. 
, , 

• r. 

· .. ·Err .. s .... '·SMII+\Y1 .. ····'.······· .. ·· ...... ·· .. ········ .... · .. ···: ... -:: ............ .. . .u, Ch."m~ 



SENATE COMM!TTEE. __ ~F~i~s~h~&~~G~a~m~e~ ____________ __ 

Da March 22, 1983 Bill No. HB 836 te________________ __ ____________ __ Tirre 1: 35 P. M . 

Senator Severson ~ 
Senator Lee V/ 
Senator Tveit 7 
Senator Lane ~ 
Senator Mohar V/ 
Senator Jacobson V 
Senator Smith 

Agnes Hamilton Senator Ed Smjth 
Secretary Chainnan 

t-Dtion: That HB 836 be concurred in. 

The motion passed. 

(include enough infOIInation on Jrotion-put with yellow copy of 
cxmnittee report.) 

7 
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

March 22, 83 
.................................................................... 19 ........... . 

~....,,-- ... ~ --... ""-' 

PRESIDENT MR .................. ···.·.· .. ···.····················· .......... . 

the Hajority of 
We/your committee on ..................................... ~;J;.~.~ ... N.~.P. ... 9N.lli .............................................................................. . 

having had under consideration ....... ~.~~~~.~.~~~ ... .?~ ... ~.~.~.~~~ .. ~ ...................... }~<?1J~~ ............... Bill No . ... }.TJ. .... . 

FABREGA(SHI'l'lI) 

. Statement of Intent, HOUSE '1 377 Respectfully report as follows. That ............................................................................................................ BI I No ................. .. 

be adopted. 
STATEMENT OF IN'TENT RE: HE 377 

A statement of intent is required of this bill because rnle-
making authority is granted to the Fish and Game Commission in section 4 
for the use of the nongame wildlife account and for the review and approval 
process for nongame wildli£e management projects. 

"l:t is iniiihded' thattthe rules promulgated by the Commission would 
include adequate provisions for public notice and GOmment during the 
review and ,approval. process • 

SEVERson 

:"~ ~,: 
TVEIT 

).!'-'''' ~ 

~>;,.,~ 

STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. 

LANE , ,r/~ r 

-l. .. .' J' 

.. ·· .. ·,'·ED··1r~: .. ·SMrrir;· .. ······ .. ···: .. ······ .. · .... · .. C·h~i~·~;;:- ...... .. 

\\C/ 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

MARCH 22, "19 83 .................................................................... . .......... . 

, PRES:tDmn MR .••...••••...•.••..•.•.•.••..••.•.•.••.••.•..•.•.••••...•.••..• 

the Majority of 
We/your committee on .................................... ~.;~~ ... ~ ... ~ ............................................................................... . 

having had under consideration .................................................................................. }~9.g$.~ ................. Bill No ... :~.11 ...... . 

FABREGA (SMITH) 

HOUSE . 377 
Respectfully report as follows: That ............................................................................................................ Bill No .................. . 

third reading, be amended as follows: 

1. 'l.1.tle,line ~O., 
Following: "-MONTANA; fI 

Insert: flro PROVIDB FOR PISH AND GAME COMMISSION APPROVAL OF THE 
USE OP SUCH PUNDS;-

(cont.) 

., . - '".,\ I 
~.J .. """, l' j' i ' '\ -. i -,..;:;-. -( )", i .. 4 : (' - (' ;,). . ,;', '.,,/ y . ...,/ 

..................................................................................................... 
Chairman. 



Pa~e 'l'wo 
E!i 377 

4. Page 4, line 6. 
Followinq: line 5 

Harch 22, 19!D ............................ 19 ........... . 

Insert: -" (4) 'rhe uepartment of revenUt'1 may nec!uct fron: collections 
an ailount not to exceed $9,638 in fiscal year 19134 and $6,238 in 
fiscal year 1985 for a~..!!linistering the voluntary checkoff program. 
The dopartment is ,~uthorized to spend the ar-tounts anc ~\ire necessary 
persormel •• ' 

s. Page S. lin~ 3. 
Following: line 2 
Insert: "LU.::H sx.;C'rIO:l. Section 4. :)nti0s of co.r:uD.ission. (1) The 

co:!.nr.1issioJ;- shalf-review ,'lnd ap?ro~J'e annually -::hc nO;1game '",,,ileUi fe 
;~:.anagcr,Y-:!nt proj ects recommonded l)}, tht2 ':!':~i.:.'artn'!.-'m t for fundi::'(j from 
the :lOngarae wildlife account.. 'T'hc Gomraission 3~lall provide for 
~)u!';lic COITU'C.(!nt. duri:1g t;lC revim ... and ap?roval proce';s. 

(2) The (;OPU.tiSSiOll may adopt n:les S'overnincj: 
Ca) the use of the llonqame wildlife account Sl~t forth in [section 2] i 

(h) the review and approval process set fore) in ~;uhsection (1.)." 

subsequent sect.ions 

G. Page S, line 4. 
Cf- 'k iJ~rL,e: 

Insert: 
"49th" 
"50th" 

7. Page Sf line 8. 
Strike: nSection" 
I~Bert: RSections~ 

Followins;: .. 2'~ 
Strike; "is" 
Insert: '" an(~ 4 a.re " 

3. Pago 5, line 10. 
Strike: Usection" 
Insert: «ge~tioilsN 

?ollowin~;: ., 2/1 
Insert: wand 4~ 

9. Page 5, line 17. 
Strike: "July l~ 
Insert: "December 31" 

And, as so amendod. 
BE NOT CONCURRlm IN 

STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. 

SEVERSON 

TVEIT 

LAtJE 

ED B. SMI7H, Chairman. 



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

March 22, .19.~} ..... 

MR ....... .J?XW:$.lP~N'l' ............................. . 

the .Minority of 
W~your committee on .... 

!-"'ISH AND r:JI.ME 

having had under considerat ion Statement of Intent, HOUSI: 177 "... ........... . ................... . 

Respectfully report as follows: That ..... ~.t:..~.~~~~~~.~.~ .. g~ .... ~D:~.~.~.t:.r .............. . ;~.9XH?F; ................. 8 ill No J77. 

A st~te.ment of intent is required of this bill because rulc-
making authority is gr.'U1ted to the Fish and Game Com.--rdssion in section ·1 
for the use of the nonga.nc ' •• :ildlife account anc~ for the revim" and a?~roval 
process for nongame wildlife ~:1ana(]·cr:-!.cnt projects. 

It is intended that the rules promulgated by tho Commission would 
include adequate provisions for public notice and comment during the 
review and approval process. 

~~~-------------. MOHAR 

LEg 

------.---.-

STATE PUB. co. 

...... 1:#1 ........................................... . 
-etrdtmralT. 

Helena, Mont. 
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STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

....... J:~.~.?:.l ... ?-?, ............................... 19 .~.~ ...... . 

MR ....... ?~.S..~P~.NT .............................. . 

the Minority of 
We/vour committee on ............... . 

FISH )\;.m GN1E 

having had under consideration ........................................... . HOUSE . . . . . . . . . . , . . . , . . . 

Respectfully report as follows: That ....... . 

1. Title, line 10. 
Followinq: .. ~·fO:'iTl-c'IA; " 

.......................... iI.9V$.~ .. 

Rill I\Jo.3.77 ... 

. .... Bill No .. )7.7 

Insert: "TO PROVIDE FOR I:~ISH A~!D ~AHl: COrY1~ISSIm~ AP?ROVAI .. OF TEE 
USL OF SVCll FU:mS;" 

2. Page 3, line 18. 
Following: "account! 
Insert: "except as provided in su..~scction (4)" 

3. Page 3, line 20. 
Following: "department n 

Insert: rt, upon the approval of the comaission as determined under 
[section 41,tI 

(cont. ) 

DO PASS 

ST/HE PUB. co. Chairman. 

Helena, Mont. 



Page Two 
DB 377 

4. Page 4, line 6. 
Pollowing: line S 

March 22, 83 ........•........................................................... 19 ........... . 

Insert: II (4) The.department of revenue may deduct frOm. collections 
an:amount not to" exceed $9,638 in fisCal year 1984 and $6,238 in 
fiscal-year 1985 for administering the voluntary checkoff proqram. 
The department is authorized to spend the amounts and hire necessary 
personnel. It 

s. Page 5, line 3. 
Following: line 2 
Insert: "NEW SECTION. Section 4. Duties of commission. (1) The 

commissiOn shall review and approve annually the nongame wildlife 
management projocts recommended by the dopartment for funding from 
the nongame wildlife account. ~he commission shall provide for 
public comment during the review and approval process. 

(2) The commission may adopt rules governing: 
(a) the use of the nongame wildlife account set forth in [section 2]; 

and 
(b) theraview and approval process set forth in subsection (1)." 

Renumber: subsequent sections 

6. Page 5, line 4. 
Strike: "49th" 
Insert: -50th" 

7. Page 5, line 8. 
Strike: • Section It 
Insert: ·Seetlons· 
Following: -2" 
Strike: "is· 
Insert: It and 4 aro" 

s. Page S, line 10. 
Strike: • section· 
Insert: • sections" 
Pollowinq: • 2· 
Insert: "and 4" 

. ,. Page S, line 17. 
Strike: • Jul.! 1" 
Xuert~ "December 31" 

" L ... 

..... ' 

',. "I 

" .' ."' "'JACO~O!l'" / --
.. ~: -ADd, .a so amended, 

DB CONCURRED IN 

STATE PUB. CO. 
Helena, Mont. 

.................... ~ ..................................................... . 
Chairman. 

t' 



SENATE ~ Fish & Game 
----~~~~===----------------

Date -March 22, 1983 Bill No. HB 377 Tirre 2: 05 P ."'1. ------------------

YES NO 

Senator Severson V 
Senator Lee V 
Senator Tveit . V 
Senator Lane V 
Senator Mohar V 
Senator Jacobson Absent 

Senator Smith V 

Agnes Hamilton Senator Ed Smjth 
SecretaIy 

Motion: To adopt the Statement of Intent and amendments presented 

by Senator Lee. 

The motion passed. 

(include exx>ugh infonnation on notion-put with yellow copy of 
cxmnittee report.) 



SENATE ~ Fish & Game 
----~~~~~~--------------

Date March 22, 1983 Bill No. HB 377 T.irre 2: lOP. M • -----------------

NAME YES 

Senator Severson 

Senator Lee V 
Senator Tveit 

Senator Lane 

Senator Mohar ~ 
Senator Jacobson ~ 
Senator Smith 

Agnes Hamilton Senator Ed Smjth 
Secret.al:y 

Motion: That HB 377 be concurred in as amended. 

The motion failed. 

(include enough infOlJllation on notion-put with yellow et:Yt1Y of 
cx:mni ttee report.) 

-lh-

NO 

/ 

V 
~/ 

V 
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