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Type of meeting: Citizen Advisory Council Meeting
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Attendees: Greg Keller, Doug Dreeszen, Mike Whittington, Da@tarles, Doug Haacke, D@n

Dutton, Dale Vermillion, Jed Evjene, Shawn ToddpB#&illems, Randy Arnold,
Doug Habermann, Ray Mule’, Bob Gibson, Larry Petatm

Absent: Gary Hammond, Harold Guse, Jim Darling, Diannef Sbiiniel Aadland

Agendatopics

5:30-6:00 p.m. Welcome, Dinner & Conversation Bob Gibson
6:00-6:45 p.m. Issues of Concern CAC Members
6:45-8:30 p.m. Legislative Overview/Priorities Larry Peterman

Discussion: Bob went over the evening’'s agendh @auncil members and made introductions.




Issues of Concern CAC Members

Discussion: Mike Whittington

» Stream access at public road bridges — SB 78 intemlin the '07 sessionabically was a bill that codified
an earlier attorney generals’ opinion that saidphielic does have the right to enter a stream fifoen
public road right away. In other wordghenyou have an intersection of two rights of way, witthat,
the public has the right to access. This bill bgdovision for the Department to utilize sportsmen
dollars to help install some kind of a safe crogsind did allow livestock operators to fence to the
abutment to contain their cattle, which is reastmads long as the public were allowed to someho
cross that fence. This bill passed the senateybsikilled in the house. There is another brkadly
drafted, LC0629 (http://laws.leg.mt.gov/laws09/I&08w$.startup) with the cooperation of the
Montana Wildlife Federation, Trout Unlimited, MT tflaman’s Association, Farmers Union, Maacg,
Northern Plains and Fish, Wildlife and Parks (FWPhere will be an even bigger push to get it
through in the '09 session by sportsmen.

» Harboring of wildlife - Sportsman organizationststeide are working on the problems related to
refuging of wildlife with big game species primaril This has been an increasing problem across e
state associated with people from out of statelthae come in and bought up traditional ranches,
turning them into wildlife refuges. They eithemdoallow any hunting or perhaps just allow very
limited hunting by outfitters, which excludes thébfic. The sportsmen community that’s been
looking at this and studying the issue have coredutiat there are about four problems associated
with this. 1) It obviously locks the public out afcess to public wildlife for hunting purposesn@
recognize the impact on adjacent landowners whmany cases do allow public hunting, but the
overabundance of big game on these private refifges) will, cause impacts to the adjacent
landowners winter feed supply and crops, etc.t 8mpromises with the Department’s ability to
manage big game through hunting which translase#f ihto problems with meeting objectives for
herd size; and 4) an issue that's becoming inanghsimportant in the state, particularly in thegter
Yellowstone area is the problem with the spreadisgase among ungulates, primarily brucellosis. } It
being recognized that refuging wildlife and cregtaoncentrations of wildlife lends itself to greate
spread of ungulate diseases, so that's an additieason which livestock producers may need to tgdke
a look at this problem.

Doug Dreeszen —

» Several individuals have contacted Doug with regaodandowner preference and elk tags being
issued to landowners. The landowners may havetemsef ground in elk habitat, and then they ge a
tag every year, but don't allow access to the publihere are several sportsmen who feel that the
legislature should look at perhaps not giving thtags out to landowners who do not give public
access.

David Charles -
» We sometimes don’t give enough credit to thosedamers that do permit access. There are a nli{]vber

of ranchers that do allow access and sometime®eues fexclusively on those landowners that do npt.
David appreciates what the Department has donebMitk management, but wishes there could b
more done with block management to show appreciatiche ranchers who are providing access.

» This upcoming legislation may find moves towardatang for wildlife undercutting the public
ownership of wildlife, and there is a great deatoficern about this type of potential legislation.
There have been a lot of candidates talking abowate property rights instead of access.

» David supports the bridge access bill.




Jed Evjene —

>

Bob Willems —

>

Greg Keller —

>

Dan Dutton —

>

Shawn Todd —

>

Just wanted to state that they do allow public s€teinting. Jed is a ranch manager for the Amerga
Fork Ranch, and there are a lot of hunters that @donsider what the landowner goes through with
their budget process with weed control, etc.

One area Jed would like to see addressed in ti@dege is the hunters approach to state landss H
like to see some kind of a sign up sheet for accgssstate land, because if one of his livestoek g

shot on the adjoining property, he doesn’t haviia where to begin looking for the person who shpt
that horse or cow.

Bob agrees with what Jed had to say about statis laHe would like to see some means or methogl
used that makes the sportsmen responsible whessatgestate school trust land.

Mike Whittington from the start addressed most of@3s concerns.

Mike mentioned a lot of the things the people in atea have concerns about. One concern is
brucellosis since that hit some of the ranchetstigit near where Dan lives on land adjoining his
property. That's a concern, and what’s going topsa with brucellosis up around the Park.

Access is a concern, both stream access, and d@odassl. With the large ranches being sold, the
access along the Beartooth front makes it moredltfto get to the public land. We need to work
with FWP to purchase large tracts of land possiblgurchase an easement through some of these
lands so we can get to the public land.

People have a concern about the privatization wfegahether it's by the purchase or then the lockjg
of the gates by the new ranch owners. It has bieshseveral years ago where licenses would be
given to landowners, and they would control theteum their property.

People want to make sure that the funds that axgee by FWP through licensing and so forth stays
within FWP and do not get pilfered by someone else.

In area 510 in order to hunt you need a speciahperDan would like a news release done on the
special permit areas like 510 in the local papefsie the application deadline so people don’tdor
that they’ve got to apply for a special permit nd@r to hunt that area.

Brought to Dan'’s attention by some hikers and gdgound the Red Lodge area, is the sale of stjte
land that if sold then the public wouldn’t be atdeget access to public land. If an advertiseroént
the sale of state land would allow the public timeo in and comment, this would be a benefit.

Larry Peterman comment — when you mentioned abefting access across land to public land, thgt's
something the Department has been struggling witla ihumber of years. We are going to put spegial
emphasis during this session with some fundingptudt that for access corridors because therlgs p
of places where there’s a lot of public land, ia @razies for example, that you just can’t geaitw] a
corridor allowing the public through with a placegark, etc., is a great benefit.

In hunting district 590 in the Roundup area, peapst come there to hunt and ask permission are
insistent on taking their 4-wheel drive or 4-wheelgough private land. Shawn would like people
that are traveling clear to the Missouri break€mazies, for example, who are responsible comestq h
property and not tear it up.

Brucellosis is a big concern for landowners, arelstate losing it’'s brucellosis free status. Shawn
wasn’t sure if a lot of people even understand wihat means in the cattle industry, but it hurts.




» The wolf ruling wasn’t really a surprise to anybpbtyt landowners don’t appreciate it.

» Larry Peterman comment - We're back in a managesuaartario with two different classifications.
The northern part of Montana is endangered wittstheéhern part as experimental. We have mor

flexibility in the southern part than the northern part. We dond likbut that's what we are operatijg

under now.
Doug Haacke —

» Stream access is obviously a big issue to justtadaeryone that Doug knows. Feeling positive abgut

going into the legislature this year. Doug hasceons on how realtors are beginning to influence
legislation on this subject too.

» Crowding is still an issue on the Bighorn Riverogihg eventual work can begin for data collectiorjo

the Bighorn River showing river usage. Then whecdislons need to be made, there is data avail
to help in the decision making process.

» At this legislative session, there will be someisieas on the Fort Peck Hatchery funding issue.
Dale Vermillion —

» One of the big problems we are seeing on the heiiz&weet Grass County is the oil and gas lea
Unfortunately most of landowners don’t own the maeights under their ranches, but it is someth
that is a concern to them.

Action items: Keep CAC members apprised of legjma Person responsible: Deadline:
Bob Gibson ‘09 Session
Legislative Overview/Priorities Larry Peterman

Introduction of Legislative Candidates: George Dagependent, HD 56; Senator Lane Larson, SD 2&)
Berry, HD 45; Ken Peterson, HD 46; Susan Anderktin51; Debra Bonnogofosky, HD 54; Wanda Grind
HD 48; Dennis Himmelberger, HD 47; Jeff Essman,Z8D

Discussion: Larry Peterman —

» Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) meets with legislatpes candidates before the legislative session in
administrative regions 1 through 7 to provide aargiew of what the Department does and the iss
This helps candidates with the transition of gaimtg the legislature, plus developing some kind of
working relationship with legislators helps whenriwng through the issues.

» The people you will be dealing with from Fish Wifdland Parks this legislative session are the
Director, Joe Maurier, Chief of Staff, Chris Smi@hief of Field Operations, Larry Peterman, Chie
Financial Officer, Sue Daly, Enforcement Administra Jim Kropp, Acting Parks Administrator, C
Van Genderen, and our Legal Council, Bob Lane. s€rare the lobbyists for FWP.

» We've established the Citizen Advisory Councils @/ver the last four years in all of our
administrative regions. The reason we did thiseisause we go through a lot of public involvemen
processes whether it's an environmental assessmanting or fishing regulations or purchasing a
piece of land. FWP has a Commission that meetghfyonWwhat we have found is that generally th
special interests are the ones we hear from mdakedime. We don’'t necessarily hear from the
people who are not organized. The CAC’s are usdithd out from the general public their concer
and issues, and relay that information back to FWWke CAC’s are made up of a broad spectrum
people from each region, which gives FWP a broadse of input.

» The Private Land Public Wildlife Council (PLPW) nider the 2-year period between the legislativ
sessions. They address ways to improve the rekdtips between the public, landowners, and
outfitters, addressing access, block managementagid come back with recommendations for th
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legislative session. FWP asks for a placeholdesamne of the recommendations from PLPW, so tljat
when these recommendations are brought forward, EqR)et legislation drafted on that
recommendation.

» At the PLPW meetig on December 18 & 19, 2008, they will decide ugeir final recommendation
One item they are considering is a stewardshipdamer hunter program. This would create a
voluntary continuing hunter education program. #eo recommendation is to modify the block
management license benefit. Currently if a blo@dnagement cooperator receives a license, the cpst
of the license comes out of their block managemagiment. PLPW is recommending that we deldgge
the reduction requirement and let them have tlen$e plus keep the standard block management
payment. The other item is a recommendation tatera new definition of the immediate family
member. Currently the landowner can give the Beeto an immediate family member, blood relatg¢d,
but the recommendation would change this to retdtyp marriage or ranch employee. Another ite
was to come up with a pilot program that the regidAC’s could look at for each region to create fan
innovative way to increase block management or ktakifferent ways to enroll people. The last itgm
was the coming home to hunt proposal. That on&tesea new pool of licenses not to exceed 1,00
deer/elk combination or 1,000 deer combination esigient licenses for children who had left theesjat
to come back and be able to hunt.

» We also have a hunting access enhancement plaeehditis allows FWP to put together ideas fr
CAC's, legislators or sporting groups regardingarding access like securing access corridors fo
example.

» FWP will be bringing forward a bill on mandatorgpper education. There are more issues with
trapping, especially in the western part of Monteuth dogs or pets getting caught in traps. The
Montana Trappers Association supports trapper dituncas they already provide a voluntary
continuing trapper education in various locatiormiad the state. Trapper education would be for
those new to trapping to begin with. We think tisigong to solidify the continuance of trappingaas
heritage we have in Montana.

» There will be a bill on revising revocation of gtege status. This would make certain that if songe
loses their license that they couldn’t go out andtlor fish. In addition this would add revocatmin
privileges to hunt, fish or trap as a penalty fanglalism on FWP property.

> Another piece of legislation is to have the autlyaio revoke fur dealer licenses. Currently therét
anything in place to do this.

» A Dbill to give the FWP Commission the authorityetstablish an archery season for mountain lion,
black bear and wolves will be introduced. Thisyogives authority, whether they would or would npt
is up to the Commission.

> Another bill is the nonresident antlerless deesrige price reduction. This is a big issue in areas
around Glasgow for example, where they have analendance of deer along the Milk River and
nonresidents are reluctant to pay $75.00 for fiivsirlicense even though the second is $20.00th
cheaper licenses we may be able to positively imipaivest managing the populations in these rerpote
areas.

» There will be legislation addressing the Fort Pdekchery funding issue. This will be a contentiou
debate, but the problem just needs to be fixed.

Legislation Comments/Questions/Issues:

Jeff Essman: There is a big issue with changewoieoship in large blocks of land from a Montana ento
an out of state owner who then locks the gatesetWhis happens you’ve got a fight over whethertiael is
open to the public or not and in most cases tlseagarescriptive easement that in most cases hsangburt
decision. Kirk Kephardt's idea is to pass a Ia‘mbﬁshing a presumption that all roads are publitt,I'm not




sure that can be done in terms of what the lawbkags with prescriptive easements. I'm thinking the
proactive solution would be carving out $250,000aftthe Department’s money to do some legal resear
Then prioritization of roads providing a lot of @ss and research status of those roads can beetethpl
before a realtor makes representation to a potdntiger who then ends up locking the gate. Somgineeds
to do this before all the gates get locked.

Jed Evjene: Who maintains those roads then?

Jeff Essman: In a prescriptive easement situgtianget to use the road the way you find it. Ewvea case
where there’s prescriptive easement over a priyaee of property that only benefits one persohe person
who is using the road has the obligation to step idon’t think it's the landowner’s obligation toaintain it.
It would be the person who is benefited by the e&se then has the obligation to maintain it.

Larry Peterman: Are you saying that in areas whexdave critical access but we’re not sure thd status,
that we would look and determine the status or lsavmeebody determine the status of that road?

Jeff Essman: Yes.

Ken Peterson: You could probably do that in twgsvaYou could negotiate with the landowner and
establish an easement by drawing up some deedsr{@y) or go to court and get a court ruling.

Larry Peterman: What we could do is use the plalceh that we've got for hunting access enhancement
where we’re looking at access corridors. If themroad in question, we could at least highligbse and se
if we've got questionable access and then takeladb that.

Doug Haacke: Jeff, were you specifically talkirmpat county roads?

Jeff Essman: | mean specifically it is the twakraoads. I've got a cabin down on the Bouldertsai Big
Timber. There was property down there sold toyafgum Ohio. He locked up a gate that providedeasdo
thousands of acres up Cherry Creek. The countyngotved with that and resolved it fairly quicklgut it's a
guestion of the attitude of what the realtor tak€key don’t want to do anything that blows thees@lecause
their economic interest lies in getting the deakeld.

Doug Haacke: Plus when they are selling that ptgpthey also include the three sections of pulalind in
with the whole deal too. That’s a whole other peot

Larry Peterman: One of our problems is we findatdut it after the lock goes up on the gate.

Doug Haacke: There are distinct remedies for desmbad. Those don’t necessary have to go td.cdirey
do have to be analyzed by the county, and thaistgxwhat happened north of Billings. Our county
commissioners ruled that the landowner couldn’thagate up there and now we have a wonderful new
section of land for people in the area to use.

Larry Peterman: We’'ve done that in a couple of@da getting an access easement across privateland
access public land. It's a significant issue,stjdon’t know how to package it.

Jeff Essman: Are you leasing the easements ongulgem?
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Larry Peterman: Buying them. Leasing doesn’tyget anywhere. Leasing gets you for five yearsalhdf
a sudden you don’t have it. If you are going tbajeeasement you better buy the easement so yeu ha
access.

Jeff Essman: In cases of doubt and a check idlysha best way to resolve it. Then there’s autoent that
gets signed.

Jed Evjene: I'm all for the buying the easemeraulgh private land to public land, but who paystfer weed}
control, the litter control, etc.? FWP?

Larry Peterman: We look at that as terms of tteeeeent. Yes. That's a negotiated thing. If tmeltavner is
taking care of things on both sides, it's no biglder him to do it. If he’s not doing anythingdthere’s a
potential source of invasion, we’ve got a weed progthat we would utilize. It's all a case by cassis as
far as whatever works the best. | think that imething we need to look at.

Discussion — FWP Funding — Larry Peterman
» Funding for fish and wildlife is through the gendreense account. FWP is primarily user fee fuhd
During the last legislative session we receivediing from the general fund for two items. A fungli
match for state wildlife grants and $10 million faghing access sites and state parks. Otherttian

FWP relies upon license fees and federal excisestaXhe federal excise taxes have been in plac

since the 1940’s. The Pittman-Robertson exciséstax rifles, shotguns, ammunition, handguns,

C.

which goes back to the states to manage wildlliee Wallop-Roe taxes are on fishing tackle, fishifgg

boxes, outboard motors, etc. and goes back taabesso manage fisheries. FWP has to match th
a 3 to 1 basis, so either general license doliadsoae of the excise tax funding sources run mist g
our fish and wildlife functions.

» Within the last five or six years the SWIG fundiegtablished by the U.S. Congress through state
wildlife grants supports states in managing spetiashave not been hunted or fished. This allows

states to continue work to keep species off thaegered species list. At the last session the
legislature said since that benefits society adialey the match that is required should come frioen
general fund. So FWP receives general fund mooestate wildlife grants and for the access
Montana funding.

> The general license account peaks in 2008 withestdicense fee increase occurring in 2005. Fg/
not going for another fee increase until 2011théf fee increase is passed in 2011, the new fep%
go into affect until 2012 and then won'’t be reatizentil 2013. FWP will have a very modest level ¢
growth up until about 2013.

» Parks are funded a little bit differently. Thewbkdour major funding categories. They have tha cq
tax trust interest from the coal tax trust, mot@atioel tax, bed tax, and earned revenue. Inrirais
the $4.00 vehicle license plate fee for state paRarks is in similar situation to the generagtise
account and going into 2013, we’ll have to addiest of these funding sources.

Comments/Questions/Issues:

George Day: What are you thinking about when yatt saising the fees, because if you know yougaiag
to be short this coming year, why don’t you gratjusiart raising your fees now so it isn’'t as bfcqadit? It
would mitigate the deficit if there were a slightiease.

Larry Peterman: That is a legitimate question. H-k&ceived a directive to not go for a fee increhseng

the 2011 legislative session. ¥we’'ve done in the past is we'll get a significanehse fee increase to

to
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generate more money than we are expendiings builds up a fund balance, which takes us thincan 8 to 1(
year period. The other way that we’ve talked al®getting a license fee increase so we are nibteinole,
and then calibrate the license on the cost ofgivimdex for example. This would be an increase\eteo
years to incrementally meet the consumer pricexmaesomething that automatically inflates it. Nisss to
say the consumer price index idea did not go anyevhe

Ken Peterson: The criticism here is that the Diepant has a bunch of money so then my questioré do
you need to keep a $25 million dollar balance sdhcount? Is that the goal?

Larry Peterman: The minimum balance in 2013 isua$8 million. That's what you need to keep operat
on a yearly basis. The fund balance is to enatle grogram to continue when your expenditures exce
revenues, and continue out for a longer periodhed tvith stable fees without changing the fees.

Ken Peterson: So the other potential solution dde to live off that savings account until 2018 &men
have an inflation index license system kick in then

Larry Peterman: You could except you have to ctivergap between your revenue and your expenditurgs
that you were filling up from the fund balance. wwould have greater expenditures than revenui yso
close that gap, then you could index it and keap poograms. If you don’t close the gap and indigyou
don’t have enough to keep the programs.

Tom Berry: How many employees are in the Departprenghly?

Larry Peterman: Roughly 660 FTE’s, which trandatdéo about 900 because some of those full time
equivalents are like three seasonals. We hir¢ @f lseasonals in the summer that don’t work yeanrad.

Tom Berry: Has this increased through the years?

Larry Peterman: It's increased a little bit. W&es another proposal for an increase in the maanismtype
workers for fishing access sites and state pafkst is probably where we’ve seen our biggest gnowt

Doug Haacke: | can’t speak for the other regitms$,Region 5 has a great staff. As a CAC membeodtige
greatest values to me is learning how Fish, Witddihd Parks works and getting to know a lot ofptbeple
who work here. They are really super people, thegmwwyou are looking at budgets, one of the beshples |
can think of is the fisheries biologists here irga 5 requiring a master degree to even to betald@ply
for the job. A fisheries biologist with a mastedegree starts at $32,000 a year. Imagine thaag®a
highly qualified person with, maybe not a familytlyou are just married and moving here trying ttkena
living on $32,000 a year? It's just mind boggling/e lost a very good fisheries biologist just hessof that.
He was stationed in Columbus with his wife, ancbeldn’t afford to buy a house to live. He wourm u
moving to the western part of the state just fat trery reason. My point is , yes there isn’t vanych money
to go around, and we have a particularly good saitf if we could ever get more money, I'd likesie it go
to these people. It's amazing we have as goo@ople as we do with the low amount of money they ar
getting paid. | just thought I'd throw that out.

Discussion — Budget Priorities — Larry Peterman
» This comes under two areas. First fixed cost. s€la@e automatic or nondiscretionary like aircraft
increases, vehicle increases due to fuel costatim i, computer costs, worker compensation
adjustments, etc. Then we have direct prioritiEsese priorities can fall into the nondiscretignar




category like taxes on our land, area office reotéases, and utilities increase for example. 1Othe
priorities are like block management where we deetthe funding, because that is an ear marked
source of income from the variable priced nonrasitieenses. Another priority is developing

effective stipulations to mitigate the energy depehent in Montana, so it isn’t as damaging to fish

and wildlife. Invasive species like the zebra nelissr example, is another area we are trying to
establish a better program for preventing thosegthfrom spreading throughout Montana. The pri
land fishing access is where we are going to askrother $25,000 that doubles the program and

ate

allows us to work with private landowners to getagmeement to fishing access on private land.eSjat

park maintenance and fishing access site mainterstaff. Those are the people who go out to ou
sites and repair and clean the latrines, maketharboat ramps are functional, proper signing, age
pick up, etc. These people are the ones who nieksites usable and safe for the public. We are

paying for half of a prosecutor in the Attorney @mat’'s office who helps us prosecute some of thepe

cases that are going forward. Lastly, we have soonguter technology replacement costs. This
the package that we will be submitting. About fudlit is fixed costs and about half of it is meeti
some priority need we are going to have.

Comments/Questions/Issues:

David Charles: If I'm understanding you correadywhat you are going to be doing is asking theéslature
to authorize these things but none of this is fanaeh general fund money? You would just be usiagr
other revenue money that you are already colle¢tingugh licenses or through these other sourcesatked
about earlier?

Larry Peterman: That is correct. This is not gahiind.

David Charles: Without the legislative authority,do these things you're saying you can’t do évien
though you have the money available through ya@nkes and other sources?

Larry Peterman: Right. Everything we spend ihatzed by the legislature. We have two typesuaidet.
One is the operations budget, which | talked aben¢ that keeps the trucks rolling, picnic tablesed, etc.
The other part of the budget is the capital buddéiat’'s where you make capital improvements to our
headquarters, our hatcheries, or big constructiojegts, etc.

Jeff Essman: What types of cases does the Attdaaseral’s office prosecute opposed to the county
attorney? My experience is that with the run &f hill cases, the county attorney handles thosd.wBat
special cases does the Attorney General handle?

Randy Arnold: The prosecutor with our Attorney @eal's office now is Barb Harris. The cases tleg's
handling are the large cases that are often mailtirty and require coordination between multiplent@s.
Most of those cases are long term, really largenohvolve covert and usually always involve cegional
investigators. She’s slammed. She has a limieouat of folks that can assist us. Generally shefdace
to assist in the multi-counties cases or the coimtyable to manage the prosecution of the fishgame
case, because we take relatively low priority wttencounty already has a pretty full load themselve
Doug Haacke: You have an idea of the revenuethieanew state land commercial use fee has genérated

Larry Peterman: I’'m guessing a couple hundredghod but I'm not sure. It isn’t much.

Doug Habermann: You think it's a lot of people thare, but at $100 a g_]uide and oultfitter, it edtbesn’t




add up to that much. Most of that money has bargeted specifically to river systems like the M,
Beaverhead, Big Hole, and Blackfoot where exispragrams need shored up. That's why we havenit ae
lot in this region directly, but we are working in

1%

Ken Peterson: Last session there was a bill te tfie game wardens greater jurisdiction, as | keicaiake
arrests in State Parks for DUI's and the bill fdilds there going to be any push to do that ty¥gliong again
in this legislature?

Larry Peterman: Not from FWP. We don’t have ittbe agenda. It didn’t get very far, but we thitk a
good idea and an effective thing to do.

Jeff Essman: With friends who are recreationiats faiends in the oil and gas business, there’srogarsy
over the stance that the Department has takenl amaigas leases, which are having an impact oall sm
business people trying to pursue their trade. €wd give some creative thought to maybe comingitip
some solution that would let them pursue theirdradd maybe generate some kind of funding sourdbéo
wildlife people? They can’t make any money andtanother hand the Department has taken some stangls
preventing that activity. If we could create sokimal of incentive for them to enhance the resouike,the
Department of Transportation who have, for exampletlands replacement program. That’s being
proactive letting the transportation need proceetiwilling to go back behind and do something thans it
out. Couldn’t we do that?

Larry Peterman: | think that is exactly where veed to get to. We need to get together on thengréloor
with companies when they are planning a field amiing in roads, etc., and establish some kind afking
relationship. | don’t think we are there yet.

Jeff Essman: | would like to encourage you totwsth the oil and gas commission. Those guysuaesl to
working those people on a day to day basis. Theypeetty good about keeping confidentiality witltieir
purview because they have to. Perhaps you woukesame in roads through them.

Larry Peterman: They don't talk to us because ttayt know us.

Jeff Essman: You can start the conversation, dhohk that's what we need to do.

Larry Peterman: | think that's a good point. Tisasomething that we have been struggling witlewHho get
effectively an on the ground mitigation program.

Dan Dutton: I'm not aware of a lot of fish and ellife obstruction to energy development. Can yaunhe
some instances when you fought energy development?

Larry Peterman: We've protested some leases ire sogsa.

Dan Dutton: In the western part of the state?

Larry Peterman: Yes, in critical areas. We've madme recommendations, for example, on the |esmsks
the bed of the Yellowstone and on the Boulder.c@frse we recommended to not leasing there. Have a

critical area then we are going to have to say aawn’'t want you leasing there. In other casesmnake
recommendations to have no service occupancyeXxample, what direction to drill to get your gapost.
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Dan Dutton: 1 just wasn’'t aware of a lot of bigndlacts instituted by FWP.

Jeff Essman: There was one case here in Yellowstamunty. | was on the City/County Planning Board
was contacted by a member of the planning boarduseca landowner had come in to do a subdividion.
was an area that was not that far from town. Tapadtment Wildlife Specialist recommended not aillmna
subdivision on the private land because it wascaaljato state land, so the planning board memb@acted
me. You've got a Department employee trying torpre a property owner of using his property becase
the wildlife impact on state owned property. htait’'s an issue that is coming. We have to redlimat if we
are taking positions that is what raised the huprade with the EPA limitations on the use of prevg@roperty
rights. My perspective as a legislator is all tgghave to be balanced. No rights are supreméhanjob we
face as legislators is trying to work out how wéabae those things. | just wanted to provide yuat t
feedback, because I've heard that and it's an asing concern.

Larry Peterman: | appreciate that. | think weseing a lot of conflicts in the western part & state with
subdivisions, like for example, around Missould anthe Bitterroot Valley. They've got a right develop
their property, but they're developing in a way #ifect a lot of other things and how to influenicat, how to}
let them know what’s happening and how to balascerieal challenge.

Wrap Up & Schedule Next Meeting Bob Gibson

Discussion: The next meeting will be held on Fabyut, 2009, at the Region 5 Headquarters from-9:30
p.m.

Action items: CAC members are to send any sugdeste | Person responsible: Deadline:
topics into Gary Hammond for the next agenda. Gary Hammond Ongoing
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