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Minutes:

Chajirman Earl Rennerfeldt, Vice Chair Jon O, Nelson, Rep, Brekke, Rep. DeKrey, Rep. Drovdal,
Rep. Gualvin, Rep, Keiser, Rep, Klein, Rep. Nottestad, Rep. Porter, Rep, Weiler, Rep. Hanson,
Rep, Kelsh, Rep, Solberg, Rep. Winrich,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: 1'Hl call the committee back to order, I will open the hearing on HI3 1269.
Rep. Hanson; Before you is HB 1269 which I introduced for the members of Sportsmen
Alliance, a group of sportsmen statewide, having more than 2000 members, (see written
testimony).

Rep, Drovdal: You say that this won't be a reduction in license sales, but this fiscal note shows a
lous of $4000.00. Can you explain that,

Rep, Hangon: Never believe those fiscal notes, The department can put anything down they want,
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Rep, Drovdal: This area that is split up, is that just for water fowl, or all hunting? Other than big

game,

Rep, Hanson: Just for water fowl,

Rep. Keiser: In the bill you have set the ceiling for the total number per zone. Did you consider
allowing the Game and Fish Department to determine thL; number per zone in those years when
conditions change dramatically, and their may not be as much potential in some of those zones as
in other years?

Rep. Hanson: As the bill reads it is up to that number, I can be less,

Rep. Keiser: Did you consider that maybe the Department could set up that limit, rather than
putting it into statute?

Rep. Hanson: We can do that in committee work,

Rep. Drovdal; As 1 read the overstrike, Wasn't the Governor able to previously do this exact
thing?

Rep, Hanson: Yes, under present law the Governor or the Department can set the number of
zones and number of licenses sold,

Chairman Rennerfeldt; You would be limiting the number of licenses that can be sold in some of
the prime arca and shifting it to other arcas where people would not care to hunt? Is there a threat
of that?

Rep, Hangon: There are certain areas a lot of people like to hunt, as | said before other species of
wildlife has been divided up into units to relieve the pressure in certain areas, Like [ said, those
numbetrs can be changed and hopefully we can spread that pressure around, If you look at your
map, Zone 4, the Department says there are approximately 4,900 non residents in there, 1 know

there are 2500 hunters out of Jamestown. Thete are 5,000 out of Fargo, 3,000 out of Bismarek
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and probably another 2000 local people in that arca. So you arc pushing close to 20,000 hunters
in that small arca. The reason the non residents are coming in here is they have nothing to hunt in
Ohio and Wisconsin, they shot off their breeding stock. Once a duck is hatched out and goes
south they reproduce where they are hatched. If we shoot our breeding stock off, we will be in
the saume shape as Minnesota and Wisconsin, They have very little hunting left, T am just trying
to save our resources.

Rep. DeKrey: Is this second map is that the way you sec it?

Rep. Hanson: It shows you the past units and the present ones,

Sen, Dave Nething - District 48: [ would like to give you a bit of history of this legislation. The

first time I introduced this bill we thought we were in tough shape with 9,000 non residents that
were hunting, We thought that was too many and we need to control it better. We were trying to
spread that hunting pressure out, Right now we’re at 22,000, We have more than doubled since
then. The law has been changed. The first time I tried this, the Governor saw fit to veto it. In the
1975 session we were able to come up with a bill, our current law, with several changes to it. In
1975 we were trying to get a hold on non resident water fowl hunting. At that time we had no
restrictions on number of licenses issued, We did however get zones established so we could
spread the pressure out, If the harvest is too heavy in one area, you end up losing some of your
breeding stock, We indicated at that time we were interested in four zones, we didn’t limit the
licenses issued, but we limited the time and area. If you wanted to hunt in a given zone that is
what you did, The House had a lot of questions and I explained it to them, Now that the law has
been changed to a 14 day hunting period, we were pretty much concerned about hunting geese at
the time. Now this would cover all water fowl, The problem has been around a long time. Let’s

go back to where we statted and we have o problem that needs to be dealt with, The numbers in
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the bill are starting points, Before we left the numbers open, we did the zoning, but lefl the
numbers open and now we have many, many more non residents hunters. | think there is some
fecling by residents hunters that this is not good for North Dakota. Perhaps there could be some
accommodation in this bill for relatives of landowners,

eiser; Where have we failed? The current law says the Governor has the authority to
determine how many licenses can be issued per zone, Has the Game and Fish Department failed
to monitor this appropriately?
Nething: When you have an open ended picce of legislation subject to anothers interpretation you
are always going to have differences of opinion. 1 would like you to look at the growth that has
occurred in the license at a time when the population has not grown, We are about where we
were in 1975 yet we now have from 9000 to the point we are at now 20,000, 1 think it is
important to revisit it, Maybe the legislature should address this. Maybe this hasn’t worked?

Vice Chajr Nelson: How many classifications of non residents would you propose sctting up?

Nething: I would say not very many. I*d try to acconunodate something that you would view as a
serious need. I don’t think I need to bring anyone in and tell them they are a special breed of
hunters, When you bring in family members, [ don't think [ would go very broad with it,

Rep, Drovdal: I'm not a water fowl hunter, but a few years ago we were debating this and |
remember the news that we had all these birds flying in and we had to open up a special scason
because they are destroying the Tundra. What has changed our mind, the wrong type of specics?
Nething: Maybe there will be some hunters who can testify to that better. From what 1 gather is
that many of them feel that they are losing interest in wanting to compete with the non resident

and so we are looking to the magic of this committee to cotme up with the right balance,
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Rep, Drovdal: What’s bring this on is not lack of birds, but the lack of the land opportunity to
hunt,
Nething: I think that is it. The local hunters in my area feel nudged out.

Chairman Rennerfeldt; Anyone else in tavor of this bill?

Rep. Kelsh: Nothing generates correspondent from constituents more than hunting bills. When
they find they can’t hunt on land they have hunted for years because it has been leased up by out
of state interests, that’s my reason ftor signing on to this bill. One person informed me that land
he has hunted for years has been leased up by out of state interests and found it wasn't available
anymore. [ hope that this bill will at least cause this committee to take a hard look at this issuc

for the concern of our own residents. People who live here all year round and add money to our

¢cononty all year round.

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Anyone else?

Larry Knoblich - NDSA: (Sce written testimony),

Chairman Rennerfeldt: You are opposed (o casements?

Knoblich: [ did sit it on some of your casement Fearings, 1 am not going to take a stand on
gasements, I don’t necessarily understand them all, [ just want a place to hunt,

Rep, Porter: The way the bifl is set up und the numbers we are shown, about 4000 decrease in
licenses sold, was there any consideration from your group in doing something similar to South
Dakota and bringing in o number of licenses that can be sold only to certified guides?
Knoblich; I have been in conference with Rep, Hanson and his concern was, let's face the issue

today, and what can be done. Any changes could be hammeted out in subcommittee.

Chajrman Rennerfeldt: Any further questions of the committee?




Page 6

House Natural Resources Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1269
Hearing Date February 2, 2001

Ron Revnolds: 1 have a handout that shows the success of waterfow! hunters in North Dakota

over a period of years. We have seen increased bag limits. As bag limits increase you expect the
kill per day to increase, when you adjust that to the changes that have occurred in the bag limit
you will actually see that the success of hunting relative to the bag limit has declined in the state.
My concern about non resident hunting in this state is the commercialization, commercialization
will result in blocking out resident hunters, ‘The water fowl resource that is overpopulated is the
white geese, it docsn’t refer to the duck population. Populations are in good shape, 1 thought it
was important to point out that 1 don’t want to see North Dakota go the way of other states that
have basically commereialized. [ believe non residents represent strong commercialization
because they are more willing to pay for guide services,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Any questions of the committse?

Bill Wood - Woodhouse Restaurant: I am here to support HB 1269, (see written testimony),

Chairiman Rennerfeldt; Any questions of the committee?

Vice Chair Nelson: If 1 ¢ ame into your restaurant and all the tables are filled, should | have the
right to displace a non resident cating there? Because | am a resident?

Wood: | wish we were talking about apples for apples? 1 am not against the non resident hunter, |
oin against 40-50,000 though,

Todd Anderson: I think it is important for members of this committee to understand that the
problem that this bill {s attempting to address, which is the over saturation of hunters, is real, |
can give you many hotror stories about the shear numbers of non residents hunters out there that
are denying access on virtually every water fowl production arca that I hunt, land that I have had
access to hunt on for years, {s suddenly surrounded by out of state vehicles. [ would like to

address one point, as I understand, this bill is seeking to lessen the hunting pressure from o
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geographical standpoint, meaning spreading out the non residents hunters, | think there is also a
problem with when the non resident hunters are here, non resident hunting for water fowl in this
state scems to be primarily focused during the first two-four weeks of the scason, Perhaps if there
was a way to spread out the hunting pressure from a time standpoint, that would also address
some of the concerns that resident hunters have about the over saturation of hunting.

Chairman Rennerfeldt; Any questions committee? Anyone here opposed to Hi3 12697

Jim Nagel - Lobbyist for ND Guide and Qutfitters Assn.: We are hiere to oppose HB 1269 as

written. We do agree that there is a saturation as far as the fand we hunted on, an aceess issue.
Yes, there is some leasing from guides and outfitters, but there is just us much going on by non
residents who have nothing to do with guides and outfitters, They are leasing up this land for
their own private purpose. A misconception is that the guides are bring in most of the non
residents. That is not true, 10% or less of non residents are coming in with guides and outfitters,
the other 90% ave do it yourselfers. | also want to clarify myself as a guide 1 also have residents
hunters, they are not all non residents, We are opposed to this bill as written but we agree with
some of the principles in trying to solve this issue. This access issue, Some of the points we
would concede to is capping existing numbers, We would even agree 1o a number below the
existing numbers, if there is a built in guarantee that guides could still get their license for their
clients, What would be the matter with a reduction of the number of days, or moving some of
those days out of the peak period? There are other ways other than the multi zone bill and
restrictive numbers, If you decided to proceed witit the bill as is be aware the biggest problem is

in Zone 4, but their survey of Heenses sold last year and the number shown on the map is only

about 40% of the actual hunters in that zone last year,

Chajrman Rennerfeldt: Any questions of the committee
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Rep, Nottestad: You talked about the number of acres leased by guides and outfitters, the number

of acres leased by non residents, what about the number of acres leased by residents? Do you
have any specifics on that?
Nagel: 1 do not have the data. 1 wish we did,

Rep. Nottestad: 1f the other is a problem, it's a problem,

Nagel: Yes, it is a problem. There is an access problem out there, | understand the people
supporting this bill. We cannot support the bill as written, there are other ways to solve the
problem, Restricting number of days, moving some of those days out of the peak period, putting
a cap on licenscs,

Rep. Drovdal; How ~1any members do you have in your organization?

Nagel: We are wotking on that, of all the licensed guides in the state, someone threw out the
‘ number 270. We are probably a third or less that are members of our associntion We have not

been real aggressive in promoting,

Rep, Hanson: Zone 4 is where most of this is coming from. The Sportsmen Alliance is statewide

with 2000 members, it is not only zone 4.

Nagel: My perception looking at the bill and the number of licenses proposed from that zone on

the bill compared to survey work we did, that there isn't a real problem with any of the zones on

the bill as far as the number of licenses proposed, other than zone 4. Zone 4 is really being

penalized.

Rep, Hanson: In my opening statement [ said that number could be adjusted. And it will be,

Nagel: With these zones there needs to be some Kind of provision for whether or not it is a guide

and outfitter or whether It s a do it yourselfer, there has to be some provision for multiple
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zoning, There is a real problem in McClean County, there is a boundary there where you could
be hunting in four different zones within a one hour period.

Rep. Keisers As a guide, when we give special permits, or special hunting seasons for snow
geese, did you do any guiding during that period?

Nagel: Tdid one three day shot,

Rep. Keiser: 1 this bill were to pass, and these limits were placed and a special scason was
opened, and all the licenses had been used up in the regular scason, how could you get a ficense?
Nagel; think you need to ask Game and Fish, bot } think there is a special license for spring
goose scason It would not aftect anything you do. HB 1269 is based on fow! hunting scasons,
There iy already a special non resident license strictly for spring scason,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Anyone else care to speak in opposition?

Orlan Mcrtz: We had a tourism mecting yesterday, and one job of the tourism division is doing
their job too well. They bring in too many people. My son and I own two ranches and with this
new Zone setup, they are going to be in two difterent arcas, and so close 1o a third that we will be
hunting in three zones, One of the things that [ have seen is during the weekends we are tlooded
with hunters, During the week we very seldom see sonseone out there hunting, 5o many the
people from Jamestown and Furgo should take olT a few days and do their hunting during the
week, Another thing chat is happening, he had a chance to lease or scll his land 1o someone and
because of this new ruling, the hunters couldn’t come in and spend lime here or get their licenses.
Because of SD law, they cut down on their number of Yicenses there, so we got a number of

people hunting from there,
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Rep. Porter: [f we were to look at the existing three zone system and put caps on the existing 3
zone system, and keep the boundaries the way they are so it would not affect your operation so
much, would that be a suitable compromise o you?

Mertz: Yes, [ could go for that, I hate to see the caps put on, but I could live with that.

Rep. Porter: If in the same scenario where we put the caps in these three zones, we made ¢
provision for certified guides to get a certain percentage of available licenses in that zone for non
residents o other thing would be to look at the number of days and maybe reduce the
number of days that an ont of state ficense is good for. Would those be suitable compromises?
Meriz: Yes, most of the people come in for three days so we could live with that.

Rep, Porter: How much guiding do you do on public lands?

Mertz; We built our lodge where we did because of the Lone Tres Preserve next (o there. We are
hunting more on that than we used to. It will be a show place for hunting someday and we would
hate to be deprived of the right to hunt on that land, We hunt around the perimeters of it and
some of the places the residents and the non residents don’t hunt. They need the food off the
hunters land,

Rep, DeKrey: How long have you been in business, what kind of a financial outlay have you
invested in this business? Do you feel it would be threatened if this bill were to pass?/

Mertz: Yes, it would be. We have been in business 11 years and we have nearly a million dollars
invested in this businens. Yes, any of these things would affect the future of our business,

Rep. Hanson: The four thousand that have beent in South Dukota has been in effeet for a long
time, Do you liunt WPA?

Moertz: Not that | know of.
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Mark Berg: 1 am here on behalf on myself and Sheldon Schiect, who guides out of Streeter, ND.
We are opposed to this bill, (see written testimony),

Rep. Hanson: Do you provide room and board? Are you licensed by the State ot North Dakota?

Berg: Yes we are. Do we hunt on any Waterfow! Production Arcas, There is also a law on the
book that suys WPA are closud to commercial use so as guides and outfitters we are not hunting

any of those,

Mike Donahue - USNA & NDWE; Bill 1269 in its current form, we do not support, But the

principles and fairness factors that it is driving at, we do want to support, Through our
membetship we know there is pressure from non residents squeezing out, in particular access for
residents, 1f we take 1269 with some amendments conld be fair for residents and setting a cap for
non residents, it would help on the access competition and also fair for non residents, We
recomtiend that you would consider to amend the bill to a cap of 22,000 non residents or sales
up to those numbers, One of main objections is the boundary lines of the six zones in the bill, We
recommend to leave the zones and the number of licenses in the zone to be by proclamation and
managed by the Game and Fish Departiment, We would also like to ask that the [4 day license
can hunt only 7 days of the first 30 days of the water fow] season, For those guys who come in
and park for a month, if we take that 14 day license and manage it a bit for them,

Rep. DeKrey: How would you manuge the 7 days of the 14 day license? Would they pet n dated
license? How do you do that?

Donalwie: | would leave that up to the guys dolng the licensing 1 am sure they could have them

pick seven days.., It would be written right on the license,
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Rep. LeKrey: Would that be 7 specific days..,

Donnhue: 1t is just like a gratis permit for deer, you have to put in the boundaries you will be
hunting fn. I'm sure they could manage if,

Paul Crary - Coss County Wildlife Club: We are opposed to HB 1269 and ask for Do Not Pass.
Rep, Kelsh: Why, are you opposed?

Crary: For several reasons, we don't want the cap on the number of hunters, we think it will add
more confusion 1o the situation already.

Paul Beeker - NI Farm Bureay; We come opposed to HIB 1269, 1 don’t feel there is a problem,
We farm sevoral thousand acres up there, and we never charge anyone to hunt, The people we
have the best relationship with is the out of state hunter. It is the local hunters that decide the
night before to hunt und they come out and they are the ones that are trying to get out there when

someone else is there, The bill we need to look at is the next one, We need to open it up to the

whole scason. | ask you to oppose this,

Rigk Koenig: (See written testimony),
Rep. Kelsh: The gentleman 1 talked to from my district switched to deer hunting,

Koenig: We had one gentleinan come out and go deer hunting this fall, We haven’t had any
instate residents come and ask,

Bill Peda: (See written testimony).

Dean Hildebrand - ND Game & Fish Department: (See written testimony). This bill does not

deal with numbers of out of state hunters, it just moves them around. Money is not the issue here.
We have enough money to run the department We are not opposing or encouraging this bill, it

depends on what you want to do, this is a no win situation,

S - ! ish D¢ nt; (See written testimony).
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Rep. Porter: To make this bill revenue neutral would be 1o increase some numbers in specific

7ones?

Schudewald: Yes, that is correct.

Rep. Porter: Would you see the implementation of this type of system a fottery, would you see it
being able to be done over the Internet and as it would be implemented, the problem [ am having
is that i you are doing an Internet sales type situation, how would you know if Scheels in Fargo
or Grand Forks, if they have license books there to sell to people, how would they intermingle to
mako sure we weren’t overselling o particular zone?

Schandewald: The way the bill is written now, we wouldn’t be able to sell licenses around the
state, we would have to control that from Bismarck, 1t would either be a drawing or first come
first serve basis, Those licenses would be sold before the water fowl scason began, If the
numbers are larger in there, if we think we would reach the cap, we would probably have to do
central issuing, We can control the sales,

Rep. Hanson: With your present setup in the Department, would it be possible for the
Department to set aside a certain number of licenses for all those people behind you that are
opposed to the bill, Say they have 10 people coming to their pla:c. Could you do those ten
licenses to those people and then reissue them to the individuals?

Schandewald; | am sure there could be a way where we would allocate a certain number of

licenses to guides. We could do something like that, There are about a 100 white tail decr
licenses and we do it for that. There would certainly be a way to do that,

Rep. Hanson; How do you deal with any deer and a bow?

Schandewald; On the bow licenses we do it on a first come first serve basis, The customers just

buy them, there isn’t a great demand for those licenses.
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Rep, Hanson: So we could put something together for those people from Woodworth?
Schandewald: Correct,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: 1 will have to close the hearing on HBB 1269, if anyone opposed or in
fuvor of this bill have written testimony, please hand it (o the committee or the elerk, Please sign
the register if you are for or against this bill,

The Following People left written testimony and/or signed the register on 13 1269,

Dennis Clark, Woodworth, ND; EIRoy Fercho, Streeter, ND; Gireg Harr, Jumestown, ND; Sara

Neustel, Dawson, ND; Wayne Buck, Streeter, ND; Liz Koenig: Tom Bair, Mandan, ND,
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Chairman Earl Rennerfeldt, Vice Chair Jon O son. Rep, Brekke Y, DeKrey, Rep, Dro
Rep. Galvin, Rep. Keiser, Rep. Kiein, Rep. Nottestad, Rep. Porter, Rep. Weiler, Rep, Hanson,
Rep. Kelsh, Rep, Wingich,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: We will do HB 1269,
Vice Chair Nelson; Your sub committee of myself, Rep, Porter and Rep. Hanson came up with

an amendment, notice in the amendment, there is a map that follows it. Refer to the map, this is
rather complicated. We decided that we would combine HB 1333 and 1269 and create this bill,
What we will do is we set up three water fowl zones in the state. Zone | (see map) a non resident
in the new language would be able to hunt currently with a 14 day water fowl season. They could
buy a combination or all season, another 14 day water fowl license in Zone 1 only for another
$130. Approximately half the cost of the original license, A full combination would mirror HB

148 and include that upland license as well and cost the full $170. If they took advantage of all
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three options in Zone 1 it would cost them $170. In Zone 2 (see map), we set up limits of 22,000
non resident licenses, 16,000 would go in Zone 1. The only change in Zone 2 is they ure limited
to 2,000 licenses in that zone. In Zone 3 they would be allowed 4, 000 licenses, For a total of
22,000 licenses. They would also have the option of the combination upland and water fow! that
mirrors HB 1468, Fificen percent of all licenses will be reserved for certified guides until July 1

and if they weren't applied for by July Ist, they would go back in the pool for anybody to apply

for.
Rep, Porter: Time frame in Zone | and 27
Vice Chair Nelson: In Zone 2 and 3, the current policy would remain in place where they can

buy only one 14 day license. It is only in Zone | they could purchase n second license,

Rep, Hanson: That all season license,

Vice Chair Nelson: Yes, I expect there may be some questions.

Rep, Nottestad: Did you say the upland game license combination that a person would purchase
in Zone | was only good in Zone 17

Yice Chair Nelson; No, only the water fowl is included in Zone 1. The upland portion you can
hunt the entire state.

Rep, Nottestad: Okay,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: So you are saying, Zone | is the only zone you can buy an all scason
license for?

Vice Chair Nelson: Yes, that is true. Zone | you can buy an all s¢ 1son water fov;ll license, all

upland would be consistent across the state with current policy set in HB 1468,

Chairman Rennerfeldt; The combination only works for 14 days in Zone | also?




Page 3
House Natura) Resources Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HI3 1269
Hearing Date February 15, 2001

Vige Chair Nelson: Only in Zone | is water fow] considered different than any other part of'the
state,

Rep, Hupson: The 22,000 was a suggestion of the Game and Fish Department.

Rep. Droydal: 1f water fowl numbers begin to decrease, is there flexibility in this bill so Game
and Fish can fower the number of non residents coming in? And, would you explain o little more
about the cost to the hunter of hunting in this area compared to what current standards are?

Vice Chair Nelson: 1 believe the Game and FFish Departinent has the power to adapt policy in

regard to Himiting numbers. As far as your sceond question, yes there is going to be an increase
much like in 1468, It de-couples the upland from the water fowl, so there is going to be that
increase, [ am sure there is a number of people, especially is the center part of the state, that do
devote part of their time to upland and water fowl, That will be the biggest impact. Those people
. currently hunting both upland and water fowl,

Rep, Drovdal: | want dollars.

Vice Chair Nelson: Currently it is $85 for the license, The combination would be $130, with the
full scason water fow! and the upland. If they bought the whole thing it would cost $170. It
would double it if they took advantage in Zone | of the full scason water fowl and upland
endorsement,

Rep. Porter; It was $75 plus $10, One other point is that all the language says up to those
numbers so if something would happen significantly in Zone I and it is up to 16,000 and they
decided that something changed, they could flex that number downward, they just can’t go any
higher. They can work from that down, based on what is going on in any of the Zones,

Vice Chair Nelson; Visiting with Dean Hildebrand and his staff at Game and Fish, they are

. certainly aware of this amendment. 1 think they feel this s a positive step, and it addresses the
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diverse concorns they get from different areas of the state. Although they didn’t come out and tell
me they are in full support of this, they are certainly aware of it and seem to be in agreement,
Rep, Hanson: 1 don't know if you bave scen the latest publication from Tourism that ¢ame owt
last week, Game and Fish had an almost identical map to this which they probably did last
summer. So this isn’t new to them,
Rep, DeKrey: The total number of non resident licenses ¢an go up or down with this bill?
Yige Chair Nelson; ‘The 22,000 is approximately current levels, That is the number Game and
Fish felt was o workable number, it is a five year average,
Rep. Keiger: If you buy a 7 or a 14 day water fowl license, you have to buy a small game license?
But if you buy an all scason water fowl license you son’t have to buy one? ¥ am reading the old
bill and not the amendment. (reads from bill)., I amy wondering why we give them the courtesy of
an all season license without declaring the small game. It scems we are giving them more,

:p, Hanson, Before you had to buy a small license and then a $10 water fowl, Under this it is
split, you can cither buy a small game, or water fowl, or combination,
Rep, Keiser: But we are giving them more privilege without requiring them to first pay the $10,
Vice Chair Nelson: No we are not, we are truly de-coupling the small game from the water fow),
That is a change from current policy. It is de-coupled for all situations with small game and water
fowl,
Rep. Keiser: In the new amendments it says non resident purchases an all scason water fowl
hunting license s not required to purchase a non resident small game hunting license. But up
above it says ... (discussion ensued)

Rep. Porter: [ think Rep. Keiser is right, that is an errc. that should have been removed, if you go

down 4 lines from the start of 21,03.07.1. It says in addition to a nonresident small game hunting
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license, and that shouldn’t be there any longer, That is an oversight on this amendment. That

should be removed,

Rep. Hanson: After the comma,
Rep, Porter: That should be removed, What this intent is to completely follow HIB 1468 with the

de coupling. And this would not do this.

Rep, Hanson: 1 move that we delete that,

(discussion)

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Does everyone understand that,

Vice Chair Nelson: We have an amendment on the table, so why don't [ just further amend that
scction,

Rep, Porter: | will second that,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Any further discussion on the amendment as further amended, All those
in favor of the amendment signify by saying Aye, Opposed? Amendment carries, Okay, we have
another amendment, No. 02.02 offered by Rep. Weiler,

Rep, Weiler: 1 would like to further amend that a nonresident may not hunt the first 7 days of fall
water fowl hunting scason. The reason that 1 put this in is because it doesn’t appear to me that we
have done any thing for the resident hunter in this state. Their complaints was that there is too
many nonresidents in the state and we are not doing anything at all in this bill that will address
this situation, So by giving our residents one week of freedom to hunt without non residents, it is
there to give them something, In Zone | from the amount of hunters there last year, that is
increased. Zone 2 stays the same, Zone 3 decreased about 500 hunters. I move to make this
amendment,

Vice Chair Nelson: I second,
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Chairmun Rennerfeldt; Further discussion on this amendment?

Rep. Porter: While T commend Rep, Weiler on his amendment | don’t know that it is going to
accomplish anything, you cannot predict when the water fow] season is going to begin, even if
Game and Fish sets the dates. You never know what the weather or migration patterns are going
to do and whether or not you have a population of water fowl during that first week. Pheasants
that are residents are here during those weeks and | can see where this type of amendiment would
serve this purpose. But if' you look at if from a standpoint of the migratory bird, there might not
be a scason, [ don’t see how it will enhance vesident hunting.

Rep, Weiler: 1 don’t know that we can ever depend on weather o do anything. In my job | have
to depend on the weather 6 months in advance, One year it might be good for the residents, the
next year it might not be, I don’t think we can decide on an amendment or a bill based on the
weather,

Rep. Keiser: 1 oppose this amendment, for a couple of reasons, Rep. Porter has already addressed
one of the reasons there are a couple of other reasons, This committce wants to get this bill out
on the floor and you have the side of economic development, communities saying we want the
non resident hunters and you have the state local people saying every time we add something......
If we are going to do anything for residents we are limiting the numbers. As you continue to add
things to this bill you have additional recasons for somebody to oppose it, If it doesn’t pass we go
back to current law and that’s something I think iocal hunters will rcally object to. I think they
would generally see this as a comprotise,

Rep. Hanson: If this was a separate bill I would support it 100%. But I think if we put it on our

bill 1269 it may have a chance of killing the bill, Your amendment would be a good one for duck
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hunters of NI to get our resident duck hunters a ¢hance for 7 days. [ don’t want to put it on
1269,

Rep, Nottestad: | too will oppose the amendment because of what Rep, Hunson suid. The non
residents coming in especially the north unit, they will come in, the season is set by Game and
Fish based upon Federal regulations, so it is beyond that, if they didn’t have it set at that point
they would set it later, It becomes a duck hunting weekend for non residents and then they come
for o second season later on, It is economic development for the areas, Zone | is probably
impacted by the non residents, For this re.ason no.

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Question, okay, We will try a voice vote, All those in favor of Weilers
amendment signily by saying Aye. Opposed? Amendment fails,

Rep. Keiser: | move a Do Pass as Amended.

. Rep, Porter: | second,

Chalrman Rennerfeldt: On HB 1269 any further discussion, Call the roll,
MOTION FOR A DO PASS AS AMENDED

YES, 11 NO, 2
2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING

CARRIED BY REP, NELSON




2001 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTELE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. 13 1269

House Natural Resources Commitiee

Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date February 21, 2001

Tape Number Side A Sigde 13 . Muuﬂ
] X 8610 1060

P

Committee Clerk Signature W .

k//
Minutes:

Rep, Galvi ', Keiser, Rep J :, Nottestad, Rep. Porter, Rep, Weiler, Rep. Hanson,
Rep. Kelsh, Rep, Solberg, Rep, Winrich,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: [ will open the hearing on HB 1269,
Vice Chair Neson: | handed out the proposed amendments to HB 1269 and a letter from Jim

Nagel. [ move to reconsider our action on HB 1269,

Rep. Porter: | second,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: All in favor of the motion signify by saying Aye, Opposed? Motion

carried,

Vice Chair Nelson: The reason we brought this back is we have been getting a lot of calls from

Zone 3 and a number of people in the guide and outfitting business. One of the arguments they
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have is that they have already booked o number of hunting trips and with only 4,000 licenses in
that unit they wouldn’t be able to take care of the customers they have ulready booked, We did
go through this and the changes we made are in the number of licenses allowed in Zone [ - it was
16,000, we lowered it 1o 13,000, In Zone 2, it was 2000 we raised that 10 2500, In Zone 3, it was
4,000 and we raised it to 8,000, So the total licenses in the state went from 22,000 to 23,500,
Another change we made was that we reserved 25% rather than 15% for certified guides and
outfitters and we gave them until the end of July to apply for these, Jim Nagel from the guides
and outfitters who doces represent the organization signed off on this bill, | think this is as close of
a compromise that we can get on this issuc, 1 would hope the committee would pass these
amendments, I move the amendments,

Rep, Porter: | second.

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Okay, any further discussion,

Rep. Hanson: This is no longer my bill, This is no longer Rep. Nelson’s bill cither, | have never
compromised more on any bill than this one, 1 think it is good for North Dakota and the northern
part of the state wants more hunters and they will get more, 1t reduces the hunting in the southern
part of the state and slow down the expansion in that arca.

Rep. Nottestad: 1 voted for the bill last time very reluctantly. 1 don’t like putting numbers in

legislation. We could end up with a drought a year from now and we don’t go back into scssion

for two years, [ will oppose this bill.

Rep. Hanson: It is up to thosc numbers, they can be down to zero if they want, Game and Fish

has the opportunity to lower them if tiicy want,

Rep. Nottestad: 1 just don’t like seeing up put numbers on, let Game and Fish do it, They know

' vhat they are doing.
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Rep. Hanson; [is up to those numbers, they can lower it if they want.

Rep, Porter; The Game and IFish, when they came in for a subcommittee on this, they urged us to
set an upper limit cap. They feel they are being pressured from Tourism and that the Game and
Fish issues aren't looked at and the concerns of (he resident hunters and the pressures put out
there are not being looked at because tourism is coneerned about people being brought in, They
felt it was o very reasonable number being put in place, they felt it was {Texible for them from the
standpoint this is the cap. So if there is o drought, or severe changes in the nugratory patterns
they can adjust the numbers accordingly. They feel very much still in control of the resource,
they support it and theiefore | will support it,

3ep, Nottestad: Very interesting, they didn’t want the pressure and all of o sudden Jook what we
are doing back here. [t isn't because they asked, it is because of the pressure pit on certuin
people here.

Rep, Porter; That is not necessarily true, the reason we are back is because we got new numbers
from Game and Fish that weren’t aveilable to us before. When we got the new numbers so did
everyone else in the arca that had concerns and the estimated numbers we were using were not
accurate. We felt compelled to use the accurate and new data,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: I have received more e-mail, phone calls and faxes on this issue than
anything so far in this session. I have changed my mind. I will leave it up to Game and Fi<h,

Vige Chair Nelson: 1 understand that this is not any ownership on this thing anymore, If it does

pass, and pass the Scenate [ don’t know who will be at the signing at the Governors Office. With
these amendments, in my opinion, is the only way this bill has any chance. | don't disagree with
Rep. Nottestad, the reason we are back here is some of the pressure that was put on, but we are

trying to find compromise, That's never been casy on these hunting issues. It is not perfect, | do
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think it is better than the current situation, it does a couple of things that we need to remember, |
- the people in the southern part of the state and Jamestown wanted is o fimit 1o the growth of
hunting, 2 - we In the northern part of the state wanted more flexibility that is in this bill, 1 think
the numbers reflect the current rates of pressure, that can be adjusted, 1his won't be the Tust time
we revisit this bill, 1t°s o good place to start,

Chairoan Rennerfeldt; Any further discussion, We have a motion for the amendments in front of
us. All those in favor of the amendments signify by saying Aye, Opposed? Amendmenis eorry,
We have HB 1269 before us.

Rep, Porter: [ move a Do Pass as Amended,

Rep. Brekke: 1 second,

Chairman Rennerfeldt: Any further discussion? We are voling on HB 1269, Do Pass as
Amended. Call the roll,

MOTION FOR A DO PASS

YES, 8 NO, 7

CARRIED BY REP, NELSON




FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Councill
03/22/2001

Bill/Resoluilon No.:

Amendment to! Engrossed
HB 1269

1A. State fiscal effact: /dontify the state fiscal offect and the fiscal effect on agoency approptiations
compared (0 /um//ng fovels and nm;ra/)rm!/(m.s nm‘/u,')n!(’(/ under current /nw

1866-2007 Biennlum [ '2001-2003 Biennlum [ 2003-2006 Biennium |

General Fund| Other Funds [Gonoral Fund| Other Funds |General Fund[ Other Funds |

‘Revenues N T B '
Expandiiies Y AN SUOUY NS

Appropriations W“[ { } l ]

1B. County, oity, and school distriot fiscal effect: /fcentify the fiscal effect on the approprivte political
subdivigion,

F 19982007 Blennium [ ?60' '3' 'B'l'éiiiiiiﬁii"""""’“"'“[“‘" 2063 2006 Biennium o "']
F’"SEK&:T“" e R T Sl e B YT
Countios Clties Distriots Counties Cltio_g Dlatrlots Countles Citlas Dlat(k'ts

R (RS A

beose

2. Narrative: /dontity the aspocts of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include any comments
relavant o your analysis.

No fiscal impact,

3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 14, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Pravide datail, when appropeiate, for each rovenue type
and fund affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, for each
agency, line item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

C. Appropriations: Fxplain the appropriation amournts. Provide detall, when appropriste, of the effoct
on the blenr:tal appropriation for each agency and fund atfected and any amounts included in the
axgcutive budget, Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures anc

appropriations.
ame! _Paul Schadewald genay: ND Game and Fish Departmarit
one Number: _328-8328 ate Prepared: 03/22/2001




FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
02/22/2001

Bill/Rasolution No.:

Amendment to: HB 1269

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations

compared to funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current faw,
i 1999.2001 Biennium | 2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2006 Biennium |
General Fund{ Other Funds General Fund Other Funds {General Fund[ Other Funds ]
T T T s 90,000 17 istoo, oooil

]

"Revenues
Expenditures . 4 SR S [

1B. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate politicel

subdivision, N o -
[ 1999:2001 Biennium ~ 77 2001-2003 Blennium [ " 2003-2006 Blenplum
L e e Een et e P

[ "S§ehool “School
Counties Citles Distrlots Counﬁos _Cltles _DlmriAcl‘sm_ M_QOtlr\lios Cll!es 3 Dlstrlpts

2. Narrative: [dontify the aspects of the measure which cause liscal impact ond include any conuments
relovant to your analysis.

Approximately 25,000 nonresident walerfowl licenses were issued in 2000, "This bill will cap the number ol
licenses at 23,500, This reduction of 1,500 Yicenses will be partially offsel by higher Hicense fees tor the
Zone | all scason licenses, The reduction in revenae is estimated to be $95,000 per year.

3. State fiscal effect detall: For information shown umder state fiscal eflect in 14, please:
A. Revenues: Explain the rovenue amounts. Provide dotail, when appropriate, for cach revenue type
and fund affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

With a reduction of revenue of $95,000 per year, the total reduction will be $190,000 per biennium,

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each
agency, line item, and fund affected and the number of FTE positions affected.

C. Approptlations: Explain the sppropriation amounts. Provide detoll, when appropriate, of the effect
on the biennial appropriation for each agency and fund alfected and any amounts included in the
gxacutive budyget. Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and

appropriations.

Faul Schadewald genoy! ND Game and Fish Departmant
S A S st e e A e S e
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FISCAL NOTE

Requested by Legislative Council
01/16/2001

BlllfResolution No.: HB 1269

Ameandment to;

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations
compared to funding levels and appropriations anticipated under current law.

1999-2001 Biennium 2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2006 Biennium
General Fund| Other Funds [{General Fund| Other Funds |General Fund| Other Funds
Revenues {$760,000 {$760,000

"Expenditures
Appropriations

1B. County, city, and school distriot fiscal effect: /dentify the fiscal effect on the appropriate political

subdivision.
1999-2007 Biennium 2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennium ]
School School |~ School
Countles Cities Districts | Counties Cities Distriots Countles Cities Districts
SO A A . RN ! I

2. Narrative: /ldontify the aspects of the mensure which cause fiscal impact and include any conunents
relevant 1o your analysis.

I is estimated that the number of licenses issued each year in zone three would be 1,000 fewer than the
current level, The number of licenses issued in zone four would be 3,000 feswer each year than the current
total, Most of these customers would not go to other zones because the waterfosw! hunting is not nearly as
good in other arens, ‘The sale of 4,000 licenses per year at $95 per license results in o loss of $380,000 per
year,

3. State flscal effect detall: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, plouse:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide deatail, when appropriate, for each revenue type
and fund affected and any amounts included in the executive hudget.

A losy of 4,000 nonresident license sales per year it $95 per license, This totals $380,000 per year,

B. Expenditures: Fxplain the expenditure amoumts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each
agency, Iine item, and fund affectaed and the number of FTE positions aflected,

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect
on the blennial appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts included in the
executive budget, Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for exponditures and
appropriations,
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10312.0202 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for
Title. Representative Weller
February 8, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

Page 2, line 13, after the underscored period insert "A nonresident may not hunt waterfowi
during the first seven days of the fall waterfow!| hunting season.”

Renumber accordingly

Page No, 1 10312.0202




r.

10312.0205 Prepared by the Legislative Councit stalf for

House Natural Resources
February 12, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

Page 1, line 1, after “A BILL" replace the rernainder of the bill with “for an Act to create and

enact two new subseclions to section 20.1-03-12 of the North Dakota Century Code,
relating to nonresident hunting fees; to amend and reenact section 20.1-03-07.1 of the
North Dakota Century Code, relaung to nonresident waterfowl hunting zones; and to
declare an emergency.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Section 20.1-03-07.1 of the 1999 Supplement to
the North Dakota Century Code is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresident waterfowl hunting license required - Zones.

Except as otherwise provided In sections 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3 and this
section, a nonresident may not hunt waterfowl unless that person first obtains a

nonresident waterfowl hunting license, kiradditien-e-a-nentasident-smafl-game-hunting
Jeknge. The nonresident waterfowl huntlng license entitles the nonresident to hunt
waterfowl for any period of fourteen consecutive days, any period of seven consecutive
days, or any two periods of seven consecutlve days each. A license authorizing the
fourteen day hunting period allows hunting in a spaciﬂed waterfowl hunting zone. A

aut:\odrlzing two 7 day huntlng periods allows huntlng ln a specifled zne during each
Nerio O s 3 e

-which-they-are-te-be-lesued: A no resident all season waterfow! hunting license
a,gws_mmmm zone 1A comblnat on nonresident all season waterfow! and
| lio unting In zone 1. A nonresident who

ourchases a nonreslden(aﬂ season waterfowl hunting license Is not required to

¢ [l game hunling license and the combination nonresident all
sgason waterfowl and nonresident small game h license antities the nonresident
to_hunt waterfowl In zong 1 and upland game . 20ones_and the maximum
number of licenses that may be (ssued In each zone are:

1. Zone 1 - that portion of the state north of a line described as follows: North
akota highway mmmmmﬁmmm@wm
nlersection w th Unlled Slales highway 52, thence northwest along United

States highway 52 lo [ts Inter ith Unlted Slates highway 2, thence
west along Unlted States highway 2 to the Montana border - up 1o sixieen
thousand licenses,

2. Zone 2 - that portion of the state south of North Dakota highway 200 and
sast of United States highway 281 - up to two thousand ligenses.

3. Zone 3 - the remainder of the state - up to four thousand liconses.

The governor. in the governor's proclamation, may speclfy the number and the mgnng
In which licenses are to be Issued. The governor shall make flfteen percent of the

onresident waterfowl hunting licenses In any zone avallable to certified guides licensed
Inthis slate untll July first of each year, Any licenses designated for cerlified guides
remaln dents, A

ng afler Jul )
nonresident Is enlitled to purchasa only one nontasident waterfow! hunting license per
year,

Page No. 1 10312.0205




SECTION 2. Two new subsections to section 20.1-03-12 of the 1999
Supplement to the North Dakota Century Code are created and enacted as follows:

For a nonresident all season waterfowl hunting license, one hundred_thirty
dollars. (

. For a_ combination nonresident all season waterfow! and nonresident small
game hunting license, one hundred seventy doliars.

SECTION 3. EMERGENCY. This Act is declared to be an emergency
measure.”

Renumber accordingly

Page No, 2 10312,0208 i
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' 10312.0206 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for ]16]0
Title.0300 House Natural Resources & 5
February 12, 2001 1)

NATURAL RESOURCES 02/16/01
HOUSE‘PQMENP ’1 Tﬁe lfgl?i“ replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Act to create and
enact WO new subsections to section 20,1-03-12 of the North Dakota Century Code,
relating to nonresident hunting fees; to amend and reenact section 20.1-03-07.1 of the
North Dakota Century Code, relating to nonresident waterfowl hunting zones; and to
declare an emergency.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Section 20.1-03-07.1 of the 1999 Supplement 1o
{ the North Dakola Century Code Is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresident waterfowl hunting license required - Zones.
Except as gtherwlse provided In sections 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3 and this
section, a nonresident may nol hunt waterfowl unless that person first obtains a

nonresident waterfow!l hunting licenses

keense, The nonresident waterfowl hunting llicense entitles the nonresident to hunt

waterfowl for any period of fourteen consecutive days, any period of seven consecutive

days, or any two periods of seven consecutive days each. A license authorizing the

fourteen-day hunting perlod allows hunting in a specified waterfowl huntXagf zone. A
license

authorlzing two 7 day huntlng perlods anows hunting In a speclﬁed zone durlng each

. netlod, GOVEHIO QrRaHeR; 4 :
WMW&MW%W&MMMM

--------------

-wiieh-they-are-to-be-oued: A ngnreglgem gll segsgn waterfowl hgm ng ngnge
allows hunting In zone 1. A combination nonresident all season waterfowl and
nonresident small game hunting license allows hunting In zone 1, A honresident who
purchases a nonresident all season waterfowl hunting license Is not required 1o
purchase a nonresiderit small game hunting license and the combination nonresident all
season waterfowl and nonresident small game hunting license entities the nonresident
1o hunt waterfowl In zone 1 and upland game stalewlde. Zones and the maximum
number of licenses thal may be Issued in each zone are:

1. Zone. i - thal poriion of the state north of a line described as follows: Norlh

akota highway 200 teglnning at the Minnesota border, thence wes
ntersection with United States highway 52, 1hencemoﬂnw_eg1_mgng_umg_d
th United States highway 2, thence

States highway 52 to Its Intergection with Unit
mﬁﬂ United States highway 2 to the Montana border - up o sixleen
”

2. Zone 2 - that portlon of the state south of North Dakota highway 200 and
easl of United States highway. 281 - up fo two thousand licenses,

3, Zone3d - the remainder of the slate - up to lour thousand licensas.
The governor, in the governors proclamation, may specly the number and the manner
M%L nses are {0 be lssued, The governor shall make flﬂeenoerceﬂ {1 lze nsed

. " st of each yoar, Anvicersgs 08 dralon o1 certled Guldes

nonresldent Is entitied to purchase only one nonresident waterfowl hunting license per
year,

I R

Fage No. 1 10312,0206
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Suppleriient to the North Dakota Century Code are created and enacted as follows:

For a nonresident all season waterfow! hunting license, one hundred thirty

’ . dollars,

For a combination nonresident all season walerfowl and nonresident smal|
game hunting license, one hundred seventy dollars.

SECTION 3. EMERGENCY. This Act Is declared to be an emergency
measure.”

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 2 10312.0208
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2001 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. /3 &9

House _Natural Resources _ Committee

Subcommittee on
or
Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken Do _Pass A0 it L
Motion Made By , Seconded
Dep_Eesser By Cup P A%
Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes N:ﬂ
Earl Rennerfeldt - Chairman L Lyle Hanson v
Jon O. Nelson - Vice Chairman L/ Scot Kelsh L
Curtis E. Brekke v Lonnie B. Winrich v
Duane DeKrey v | Dorvan Solberg
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Dave Weiler

Total (Yes) [ ! No ;;
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-29-3612

February 16, 2001 8:32 a.m. Carrier: Nelson
inser! LC: 10312.0206 Title: .0300

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
HB 1269: Natural Resources Committee (Rep. Rennerfeldt, Chairman) recommends
AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS
(11 YEAS, 2 NAYS, 2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HR 1269 was placed on the
Sixth order on the calendar.

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Act to create and
enact two new subsections to section 20.1-03-12 of the North Dakota Century Code,
relating to nonresident hunting fees; to amend and reenact section 20.1-03-07.1 of the
North Dakota Century Code, relating to nonresident waterfowl hunting zones; and to
declare an emergency.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Section 20.1-03-07.1 of the 1999 Supplement to
the North Dakota Century Code Is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresident waterfowl hunting license required- Zones.
Except as otherwise provided In sections 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3 and d this
section, a nonresident may not hunt waterfowl unless that person first obtains a
nonresident waterfow! hunting licensetr-addilon-te-a-nenresident-ome
Heense. The nonresident waterfowl huntlng license entltles the nonresident to hunt
waterfowl for any perlod of fourteen consecutive days, any perlod of seven consecutive
days, or any two perlods of seven consecutive days each. A license authorlzing the
fourteen-day hunting perlod allows hunting in a specified waterfow! hunting zone.A
lleense—auther A license
aut,hocglzlng two 7-day hunting perlods aliows hunting In a specified zone during each
perlod. Fhe-geverner—n-the-governors—proctamation;
h&n#ng—zem%r—whie#wwes&éerwe{ef

1

-----

. A nonresldent all season waterfowl huntinq Ncense
allows hunting _In_zone 1. A combination honresident all season walerfowl and
nonresident small ygame_hunting license allows hunting in zone 1. A nonresident who
purchases_a nonresident all season waterfowl hunting license is_not required to
purchase a nonresident small game hunting_ license and the combination nonresident
all _season _waterfowl and nonresident sm_all game hunt|nq licensa entltles the

ngmggigem to _hunt waterfowl in_zone wide. Zones_and the

maximum number of licenses that may be lssumd in each zonegre;

1, Zone 1 - that portion of the state north of a line described as follows:
North Dakota_hlghway 200 beginning at the Minnesota border, thence
west 1o Its Intersection with United States highway 52, thence northwest
along Unilod States highway 52 to lts intersection with United States

highway 2. thence west along United States highway 2 to the Monlana

border - up to sixteen thousand (Icenses,

2. Zone 2 - that portion of the state south of North Dakota highway 200 and
east of Unlted States highway 2681 - up to two thousand licenses,

3. Zone 3 - the remainder of the slate - up o four thousand licenses,

Th.e_ggv_em_qt..mh.e.ggxmgmqtemmmn,mav spacify the humber and the mannet
in_which licenses are {o be overnot_shall make fifteen percent of the

lssued,The g
onresident walerfowl hunting licenses in any. zone avallable to cetlifled guides
licensed in this stale uniil July firat of each year, Any licenses desianated for certified
guides remalning after July firat of each year must be mads avallable lo nonresidents,

—

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 H-29-9012
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A nonresident is entitled to purchase only one nonresident waterfow! hunling license
per year.

SECTION 2, Two new subsections to section 20.1-03-12 of the 1999
Supplement to the North Dakota Century Code are created and enacted as follows:

Eor a nonresident all seesun waterfow! hunting license, one hundred thirty
dollars.

For a combination nonresident all season waterfowl and nonrgsident small
game hunting license, one hundred seventy dollars.,

SECTION 3. EMERGENCY. This Act is declared to be an emergency
measure."

Renumber accordingly

(2) DEBK, (3) COMM Page No. 2 HR-20.301 2
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%’83’4 ARENP “ﬂgr& AI%IEE" g&gce the reme*illggg o?ﬁuﬁf‘wﬁﬁsqgﬁ gf’%sAct to cr M ahd
enact two new subsectione to saction 20.1-03-12 of the North Dakota Century Code,
relating to nonresident hunting fees; o amend and reenact section 20.1-03-07.1 of the
North Dakota Century Code, reiating to nonresident waterfowl hunting zones; and to

declare an emergency.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Section 20,1-03-07.1 of the 1999 Supplement to
the North Dakota Century Code Is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresident waterfow! hunting license required - Zones.
Except as otherwise provided In sectlons 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3 and this
secllon, a nonresldent may not hunt waterfowl unless that person first obtains a

nonresident waterfowl hunting license-adeitiente-a-nentosident i
Heense, The nonresident waterfowl hunting license entities the nonresldent to hunt

waterfow! for any perlod of fourteen congacutive days, any period of seven consecutive
days, or any two periods of seven consecutive days each. A license authorizing the

fourteen-day hunting perlod allows hunting in a specifled waterfowl hunting zone. A
Satewide: A license

autrodrlzlng two 7 -day hunting periods allows hunting In a specltled zone durlng each
per o) O-GOVOIROH--Hha-govornors-proota : : :

s.eaﬁgn_wgm_gnﬂnsugense

t-which-thoy-are-te-be-lesued: A_ngntgg_d_qm,a_.
allows hunting in zone 1. A combination nonresident all season waterfowl and
dent who

nonresident small game hunting license allows hupling in zone 1. A nonresi
purchases a_nonresident all season waterfowl hunting license Is not required to
purchase a nonresident small game huniing license and the combination nonresident all

season waterfowl and nonresident small game hunting license entitles the nhonresident

to hunt waterfowl in zone 1 and upland game statewlde, Zones and the maximum
number of licenses that may be Issued In eacl) zone are;

1. Zonei- thgg gg ttlon of the state norih of a line described as follows: North

Dakota 00 beainning at the Minnesoia border, thence west to (s
intersect on wJ United Stales hlahway 52, thence n ong U
States highy ,52 to_lts Intersection with Unlted States highway 2. thence

mm%gi e8 highway 2 to the Montana border - up {o thirteen

2. Zone 2 - that portion of the state south of Notth Dakota highway 200 and
gas! of Unlted States highway 281 - up to two thousand five hundred
3. Zone 3 - the remalnder of the stale - up to elaht thousand licenses,

The governor In the governor's proclamation, may speclfy the nutmber and the manner
In whicziic?nsets ?re orbettgsued The governor shall m WEM lgf tt;%d

ponregident waterfowl hunting licenses in any zone avallal 0]
‘ n thls state y tllJulvthrtvﬂﬂMﬂM&AﬂﬂMLM&%imﬂﬁﬁd
guldes remaining after July thirty-firet of each year my able to

Page No. 1 10312.0207
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HOUSE Ao ebftfioht is entitiod to
unting licenge per year,

SECTION 2. Two new subsections to section 20.1-03-12 of the 1999
Supplement to the North Dakota Century Code are crealed and enacted as follows:

Wm@bﬂwuﬂwﬁn@mmm

purchase only one nonrasident waterfowl

S8ECTION 3. EMERGENCY. This Act is declared 1o be an smergency
measure,"

Renumber accordingly

Page No, 2 10312.0207
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2001 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. /3¢9

House  Natural Resources Committec

Subcommittee on B
or
Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number i

Action Taken Y, [2(_}4)@ (Lo (Ly}wwﬁuf

Motion Made By Scconded
QMIO PJ‘:Z{‘(—'O By 'Qq‘p . 5%&12@

Representatives No Representatives Yes

| Earl Rennerfeldt - Chairman v~ | Lyle Hanson V-
| Jon ©. Nelson - Vice Chairman 1~ Scot Kelsh L’
| Curtis E. Brekke L~ Lonnie B. Winrich
{ Duane DeKrey v\~ | Dorvan Solberg L
| David Drovdal v~
| Pat Galvin v
| George Keiser 7
{ Frank Klein v
| Darrell D. Nottestad v

Todd Porter v

Dave Weiler
|
"====g=_£ i I N

Total (Yes) 5 No 7

Absent

Floor Assignment Qﬁgdi“ . ﬂ@,@é)m

if the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:

Jhcrtgae #'S




REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: HR-32-4282
February 21, 2001 &:09 p.m. Carrler: Nelson
Insert LC: 10312.0207 Title: .0400

REPORT OF BTANDING COMMITTE %
HB 1269: Natural Resources Committee (Rep. Rennerfeldt, Chalrman) recommonds
AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS
(8 YEAS, 7 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1269 was placed on the Sixth
order on the calendar.

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Acl lo create and
anact two new subsections to section 20.1-03-12 of the North Dakota Century Code,
relallng to nonresident hunting fees; to amend and reenact section 20.1-03-07.1 of the
North Dakota Century Code, relating to nonresldent waterfowl hunling zones; and to
declare an emergency.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1, AMENDMENT. Section 20.1-03-07.1 of the 1999 Supplement to
the North Dakota Century Code Is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresident waterfowl hunting license required- Zones.
Except as otherwlse provided In seclions 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3 and thig
seclion, a nonresldent may not hunt walerfowl unless thal person flrst obtains a

nonresident waterfowl hunting ficenser-adeitten-te-
Heense. The nonresident waterfowl hunting license entitles the nonresident to hunt
waterfowl for any period of fourteen conseculive days, any perlod of seven consecutlve
days, or any two periods of seven consecutive days each. A license authorizing the
fourteen da hunt ng perlod a!lows hun(ing In a speclfied waterfowl huntl g ﬁone A
: s : 8 cense

..........

RWM%M%MW%WHWMW
In-whieh—they—are—to-be-tsswed: A _nonresident all season wateriow hunllu? license

allows hunting_In_zone 1. A combinatlon nonresident all season walertowl and
nonresldent small game hunting license allows hunting In zone 1. A nonresident who

purchases a nonresldent all season waterfowl hun;lng license l not required 1o

purchase a nonresident small game hunting license nt
all _season waterfowl and nonresident small _game huntlnq llcense entities the

nonresident to hunt waterfowl in zone 1 and upland game statewide, Zones and the
maximym number of licenses thal may be issued In each zone are;

1. Zone 1 - that portion of the state north of a line described as follows:
North Dakota highway 200 beginning at the Minnesota border, thence
west to its Intersection with United States highway 52, thence northwest
along Unlted States highway 52 to lts intersection _with United Stales
highway 2, thence west along United States highway 2 to the Montana

border - up to thirteen thousand licenses.

2. Zone 2 - that portion of the state south of North Dakota highway 200 and
le?ast of United States highway 281 - up to two thousand five hundred
censes,

3. Zone 3 - the remainder of the state - up o eight thousand licenses.
. Tha governor, in the governor's proclamation, may specify the number and the manner
in which licenses are to be issued. The governor shall make twenty-five percent of tng
nonresident waterfowl hunting licenses In any zone avallable to certified guides
licensed In this state until July thirty-first of each year. Any licenses designated for for

certifled guldes remaining after July thirty-first of each year must be made avallable to
(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 HR-32-4202
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Pebruary 21, 2001 5:09 p.m. Carrler; Nelson
ingert LC: 10312,0207 Title: .0400

nonresidents, A nonresident Is enlitled to purchase only ong nonresident walerfowl
hunting license por year.

SECTION 2. Two new subsections to seclion 20.1-03-12 of the 1999
Supplement to the North Dakota Century Code are created and onacled as follows:

For a nonresident all soagon waterfowl hunting license, one hundred thirly

dollars,
Emmmhmaugwmalgﬁnumgﬁﬁmmtwmmwmmﬁmﬁu
game_hunling llicense, one hundred sevenly dollars,

SECTION 3. EMERGENCY. This Act Is declared to be an emergency

measure."

Renumber accordingly

(2) DESK, (3) COMM Page No. 2 HR-32-4202
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2001 SENATE STANDING COMMIUTTER MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1269
Senate Natural Resources Committee
Q Conference Committee

Hearing Date 3-8-01

Tape Number Side A SideB 1 Meterdt
2 X X | Start-end
3-15-01 ! ) ’/”‘\\ N 21”1",4_("0 e

Committee Clerk Signature ( 62_2@(1_/ ( ) );é{}:)yu_;;) -

Minutes:

SENATOR FISCHER opened the hearing of HB 1269,
SENATOR DAVE NETHING, of District 48 cosponsor of HB 1269 introduced the bill

RELATING TO NONRESIDENT HUNTING FEE AND NONRESIDENT WATERFOWL
HUNTING ZONES. He testified the objective of the bill is make sure there is quality hunting for
all and the original idea was the hunting pressure of geese. The idea s not to limit the
nonresident hunting but to spread the hunting pressure around.

REPRESENTATIVE LYLE HANSON of District 48, cosponsor of HB 1269 testificd that the
bill was a hog house bill, amended from the original bill, and is not self serving bill, He
presented maps and information about zones and nonresident waterfow! licenses (Sce attached).

SENATOR TRAYNOR asked who has always set the hunting zones and if a hunter can hunt in

different zones.

REP. HANSON confirmed that the Game & Fish Department set the zones and that if this bill is
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Senate Natural Resources Committee
Bill/Resolution Number (1B 1269
Hearing Date 3-8-01

passed o hunter would apply for a zone and hunt in that zone only. I they want 10 hunt in two

zones they could split the zones over the 14 days hunting license.

REPRESENTATIVE JON NELSON of Distriet 7, cosponsor of T 1269 testified with a
different perspective that the bitl is to compromise and no area would be hurt economically or
fowl numbers, He had maps and information (Sce attached), Many different groups have come
together that feel this is a vital and important cconomical development issue for North Dakota
and want more flexibility to insure that this business can thrive in our communities, There is also
division of resident huntery that feel threaten by growing number of non resident hunters and
want to preserve hunting access primarily for the residents of North Dakota, I there is not o
compromise with this issuc all will tose, HIR 1269 begins to address the issue ol flexibility, a
limits and access, With the added revenue to the Game & Fish this could be used to increase the
PLOTS program and open up more public arca for hunting, He also presented a set of proposed
amendments prepared by Legisltive Council for Rep. Porter,

REPRESENTATIVE JOE KROEBER of District 48 cosponsor of HB 1269 testified that this
bill is a balance for the needs of resident and nonresident hunters, In a survey in state hunters
spent an average of $1,256.00 and nonresident hunters spend an average of $705.00 por year,
REPRESENTATIVE SCOTT KELCH of District 11 cosponsor of HB 1269, testified that he
received many calls from constituents, This is very emotional issue and the bill has been
amended to make it a better bill.

LARRY KNOBLICH, representing the North Dakota Sportsmen’s Alliance testified in support

of HB 1269 (Sce attached testimony).
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Bill/Resolution Number HB 1209
Hearing Date 3-8-01

MACDONALL BARNES of Jamestown, ND testified in support of HI3 1269, He rend from i
editorial called "Fly Fisherman™ referring the overpopulation of fisherman. 1 1he state Jimits
nonresidents, the great space will be apprecisted and the quality preserved. He asked emotionally
to put a limit on waterfow! hunting,

KEN TEUBNER, of Devil’s Luke testified in support of FIB 1269, They have had to hold back
water because of the flooding of Devil’s Lake and with this held water are alot of ducks,

MIKE DONAHUE, representing the North Dakota Wildlife Federation testified of HB 1209 and
encouraged o DO PASS,

SENATOR FISCHER asked for neutral testimony HB 1269,

An unidentified gentleman from Robinson, ND testified that he has had more problems with
focal hunters verse nonresident hutters and that if HB 1269 is pass he will post his land.

PAUL SCHADEWALD, chicf of udministrative services for the North Dakota State Game &
Fish Department testified in a neutral position on HB 1269. He referred to testimony already
presented,

SENATOR TRAYNOR asked if the resume was up to date and if refleeted the amendments that

were proposed,
PAUL SCHADEWALD answered that it represented the engrossed version of HB 1269 not the
amended version,

SENATOR EVERY wanted to clarify that in the past the number of license or permits issued in

cach arca was the wildlife management considered and is the waterfowl population in jeopardy,
PAUL SCHADEWALD answered that management was part of it and that the number of

waterfowl is at record all time high
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SENATOR EVERY asked if the number of nonresident hunters coming into the stite causing
any law enforcement problems and is it manageable number,

PAUL SCHADEWALD answered that there are problems but they are necessarily the
nonresidents causing the problems and that the number of non residents was manageable.
SENATOR FREBORC wanted to clarify if there is coneern about over harvesting the waterlowd,
PAUL SCHADEWALD assured him that the Game & Fish would wateh the numbcer of
waterfowl population and would adjust number whether it would be bag limits, hunter numbers
or lengths of seasons,

REPRESENTATIVE MIKE BRANDEDBURG of District 26 testificd in opposition to HI3
1269, stating the cconomic development is very important whether its non resident or resident
hunters and with passage of the bill it would be economically bad for rural North Dakot,
SENATOR TERRY WANZEK of District 29 a cosponsor of HB 1269 testified that this a very
cmotional issue and although he is a cospoinsor he has changed his mind about the bill, Hunting
is a scarcd tradition and there needs to be balance the needs of economic development and the
needs of our natural resources. If there is not a threat to the waterfow! population at this time
why should this become a legislative issue and lets just trust the State Game & Fish Department
to manage the program as they are entrusted to do. If this bill is passcd it could become counter
productive and strain relationships between hunters and land owners instead of a cooperative
spirit,

PAUL CRARY representing the Cass County Wildlife Club testified in opposition to HB 1269

and support HB 1468 instead.
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JOHN HOKANA of Oaks, ND testitied in opposition to HI3 1269 stating several points. First ol
the bill is not necessary, 1o put a cap of nonresident hunters would be a disappointment, and the
incrense of numbers and fees of nonresident hunter.,

GARY KNOTTS representing the Cass County Wildlife Club testified in opposition to HI3 1209
stating that with Zone 1 having an open off scason waterfow] license would inerease leasing of
lands and reduce opportunities for resident hunters. Also with the Game & Fish Departiment
management the bill is not necessary and would support HIB 1468 instead,

BILL SHALHOOB representing the North Dakota Hospitality Association testified in oppaosition
1o HI3 1269 stated that consensus among the membership is to keep the demand where the
walerfowl is and allow the hunter to hunt where the license is issued. They would like to sce
more of study to see if the place o license issue is where the hunting occurs,

MARK BERG a hunting guide from Zone 3, testified in opposition to HB 1269 stating that HB
1269 would be devastating to the industry as the bill will cut into the number of hunters that
come from out of state, If one of his clicnts of a group of hunters do not get his license, the entire
group will not come to North Dakota to hunt, The bill divides the state into three hunting zones
and feels this will increase hunting pressure. He also felt the estimated numbers of dollars spent
on average per year for resident and nonresident hunters was incorrect.

FRED EVANS of the TTT Ranch, Stanley, ND testified in opposition to HB 1269 (Sce attached
testimony containing written testimony from community members),

DAVID OGREN of Wishek, ND testificd in opposition to HB 1269 concerned about the

economic impact to be seen if this bill is passed. Family farmers will also be hurt because if we
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lose this economie push, He also presented written testimony from people in his area (See
attached).

JERILYNE HIDALGO motel owner from LaMoure, ND, representing a portion of the lodging
industry in North Dakota, testified in opposition to HHB 1269, She polled over 1000 business
owners that would be direetly affected by HB 1269 (See attached testimony and poll
informatlon).

RICK HOIS TAD of Sargent County testified in opposition to HB 1209 stating the problems we
have are not caused by nonresident hunters but because of the tack of access of hunters, This bill
would stop the people of North Dakota taking part in this economic wind full, The real issue of
this bill is the deterioration of the relationship between land owner and the sportsmian and the
destroying of the economic growth in North Dakota and the Committee will be responsible.
RANDY FROST representing the Devil’s Lake Area Chamber of Commercee testified in
opposition of HB 1269 (Sce attached testimony).

SENATOR KELSH asked that anyone with writen testimony to please pass it into the
committee clerk, (Sce attached)

SENATOR FISCHER closed the hearing on HB 1269,

MARCH 15, 2001

SENATOR FISCHER reopened the discussion on HB 1269,

SENATOR TOLLEFSON made a motion to adopt Amendment 10312,4403,
SENATOR FREBORG second the motion,

Discussion was held with all agreeing there is a problem and all concerned with hunting should

talk and come up with a solution, There are other concerns like the effect on economic growth of
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the industry und the idea of letting the Game & Fish who are the experts keep control of' the
program,

ROGER ROSTUET of the Game & Fish Depurtment did confirm the 1B 1269 will ke outa
previous bill concerning the hunting day periods. [Ualso chunges "may” to “shatl”. The Game &
Fish have had the authority to set nonresident hunting limits and have not implemented thut in
the past. The word "shall” will foree the department to set limits.

DEAN HILDABRAND commented that if there is a cup set on nonresident hunters, the licenses
could no longer be sold by the county auditors but need a more central issuing center 1o control
the restricted number.

HER called for rofl vote #1 of 113 1269 indicating 3 YAYS, 4 NAYS. AND

0 ABSENT OR NOT VOTING,

SENATOR TRAYNOR made a motion for a "DO NO'T PASS" of HB 1209,

SENATOR CHRISTMANN second the motion.

SENATOR FISCHER called for roll vote #2 of HB 1269 indicating 6 YAYS, | NAYS, AND

0 ABSENT OR NOT VOTING,

SENATOR KELSH will carry HB 1269,




10312.0401 Prepared by the Legislative Council sialf 1o
Title. Representative Por?er r
February 28, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

Page 2.“llne 14,"replace the first "July" with " August® and replace the second “Jyly“ with

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 10312.0401
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10312.0403 Propared by * 10 Leyislative Council stall lor
Title. Ropresentative Hangon
March 18, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with “lc an Act to amend and
reenact eection 20,1-03-07.1 of the North Dakota Century Ccde, relating 1o nonrasident
waterfow! hunting; and to declare an emargency.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1, AMENDMENT, Section 20.1-03-07.1 of the 1899 Supplement to
the North Dakola Century Code is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresaldent waterfowl hunting license required, Except as
provided In gections 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3, a nonresident may not hunt
walerfowl uniess that person firsl obtains a nonresident waterfowl hunting licensse, in
addition to a nonresident small game hunting license. The nonresident waterfowl
hunting license entitles the nonresident 1o hunt waterfow! for any period of fourteen
consecutlve days, any perlod of seven consecutive days, or any twa perlods of seven
consecutive dars each, Alicense authorizing the fourteen-day hunting period gr the
ne 7-day hunting nerlod aliows hunting in a specified waterfowl hunllng zone, A
| - evwider A license
authotizing two 7-day hunting perlods allows hunting in a sPecHIed zone during each
erlod. The governor, in the governor's proclamation, shal specaf?/ various waterfowl
unting zones for which nonresident waterfow! hunting licenses will be available, and
. may shall speclfy the number of licenses which may be issued In each zone and the

manner In which they are to be issued. A nonresident is entitled 1> purchase only one
nonresident waterfow! hunting license per year.

SECTION 2, EMERGENCY, This Act [s declared to be an emergency
measure,"

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 10312.0403
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Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken A e nglnme (0310 Y03
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: SR-45-5769
March 15, 2001 4:23 p.m. Carrier: Kelsh
Insert LC:. Tille: .

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
HB 1269, as engrossed: Natural Resources Committee (Sen. Fischer, Chairman)
recommends DO NOT PASS (6 YEAS, 1 NAY, 0 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING).
Engrossed HB 1269 was placed on the Fourteenth order on the calendar.

(2) DEBK, {3) COMM Page No. 1 $H 466769




10312.0405 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for

Title. OSO0 {)GWTB Senator Tollefson
March 19, 2001

. PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Act 1o amend and
reenact section 20.1-03-07.1 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to nonresident
waterfow! hunting; and lo declare an emergency.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT. Section 20.1-03-07.1 of the 1999 Supplement to
the North Dakota Century Code is amended and reenacted as follows:

20.1-03-07.1. Nonresident waterfow! hunting license required. Except as

provided in sections 20.1-03-07.2 and 20.1-03-07.3, a nonresident may not hunt
waterfow! unless that person first obtains a nonresident waterfow! hunting license, in
addition to a nonresident small game hunting license. The nonresident walerfowi
hunting license entitles the nonresident to hunt waterfowl for any period of fourteen
consecutive days, any period of seven consecutive days, ot any two periods of seven
consecutive days each. A license authorizing the fourteen-day hunting period or the
one 7-day hunting period allows hunting in a specified waterfow! hunting zone. A

So50-atthe ng-one-7~-day-huptng-period-allows-hunting-slatowide: A license
authorizing two 7-day hunting periods allows hunting in a specified zone during each
period, The governor, in the governor's proclamation, shall specify various waterfow!
hunting zones for which nonresident waterfow! hunting licenses will be avallable, and
may shall specify the number of licenses which may be Issued in each zone and the
manner In which they are to be issued. A nonresident is entitled to purchase only one
nonresident waterfowl hunting license per year,

SECTION 2. EMERGENCY. This Act Is declared to be an emergency
measure.” .

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 10312.0405
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1999 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB1269 conf
House Natural Resources Commitlee
W Conference Committee

Hearing Date 4-5-01

Tape Number Side A . SidkcB et

3 XX 1100

Committee Clerk Signature %().»r AL /OUH‘_ e

Minutes: Chair Rennerfeldt called the conference meeting to order with following also present:

Rep. DeKrey, Rep, S.Kelsh, Sen. ‘Traynor, Sen. Tollefson, and Sen. J.Kelsh, The house would
like to turn this bill into a study.

Rep, DeKrey [ agree with the chair, We have a bill that is a can of worms,

Sen, Tollefson : The amended bill that came out of the floor, only changed it from "may" to
"shall”, That was amendment 10312.0405,

Sen, Traynor @ 1 have spoken to my area and they would welcome this as o study, There are so
many players in this arca, | think it's appropriate that they all come together and hopefully reach
a solution on both the resident and nonresident issue, T have seen the proposed study resolution
and it addresses the issucs, I move amendment 10312,408.

Rep.DeKrey ¢ 1 would like to further amended to include what other states are doing around us,

That is a recent issuc, The surrounding states are starting to cap their nonresident hunters, That

should be part of the study, too,




age 2

House Natural Resources Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB1269 conf
Hearing Date 4-5-01

Sen, Tollefson 1 second that amendment, | understand that there was a time perimeter

involved in this. The study would be done now.

Sen. Kelsh @ There was something said one time that Game and Fish do the study. This would
allow for free exchange between all the partics concerned about this issue. The biggest thing is
that it's building animosity between our resident hunters and our landowners, We have to
allevinte this,

Sen. Traynor : When the senate heard this, we had it in the lavge hearing room. We had 10to 1S
people opposing this as it came to us from the house. 1 think there were 15 submitted written
testimonies, too. | think this should be a legislative study. This bill has had a chaotic carcer, |
don't think we want this again,

Rep, Traynor @ There was talk about naming the particular entitics to be involved, but what if
you lcave somcone out, You don't want to offend someone. All the players could be put on the
agenda during the study. This is what T would like to see. [t was a shot in the dark once we got
the bill, We didn't have all the players for the first hearing in the house. We took it back again.
I think the senate had a better picture by the time you got it, We have L1.C. hear so we can get
that in our amendment,

Scu, Teaynot : I withdraw my flrst amendment and move the amendment to include the
language concerning studying what bordering states to handle these Issues, L.C. will know
where to place the language in the study.

Sen, Tollefson : 1 second,

VOTE: _6 YES and _0_NO with none ahsent. AMENDMENT PASSED. Rep.

Rennerfeldt will carey If needed,




10312.0408 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff
Title. for the Conference Committee
April 4, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

That the Senate recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1101 and 1102 of the House
Journal and pages 580 and 881 of the Senate Journal and that Engrossed House Bill No. 1269

be amended as follows:

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Act to provide for a
legislative council study of issues relating to resident and nonresident hunting in this
state.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY GF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1, LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL STUDY OF RESIDENT AND
NONRESIDENT HUNTING. The legislative councll shall study issues relating to
resident and nonresident hunting In this state. The study must include the number of
licenses Issued to residents and nonresidents, and the fees for those licenses, the time
period for which a license Is valld, whether zgnes should be established, effects on
landowners, effacts on guides and outfilters,/and the economic impact of nonresident
hunters on the state of North Dakota. The lggisiative council shall report its findings and
recommendations, together with any legisigtion required to implement the
racommendations, to the fifty-eighth legislative assembly."

//;«z [ A et 5 4/{&
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Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 10312.0408




10312.0408 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff
Title. for the Conterence Commiltee
April 4, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1269

That the Senate recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1101 and 1102 of the House
Journal and pages 880 and 881 of the Senate Journal and that Engrossed House Bill No. 1269
be amended as follows:

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with “for an Act to provide for a
legislative council study of issues relating to resident and nonresident hunting in this
state.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. LEGISLATIVE CCUNCIL STUDY OF RESIDENT AND
NONRESIDENT HUNTING. The legislative council shall study issues relating to
resident and nonresident hunting In this state. The study must Include the number of
licenses Issued to residents and nonresidents and the fees for those licenses, the time
period for which a license Is valid, whether zones should be established, elfects on
landowners, effects on guldes and outfitters, andthe economic impact of nonresident

state 6T North Dakotay The legislative council shall report its findings and
recommendations, together with any legislation required to implement the
recommendations, to the fifty-eighth legislative assembily."

Renumber accordingly
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10312.0409 Adopted by the Naturai Resources 4/0)
Title.0600 Conterence Commiltee ‘1‘) -
April 5, 2001

l CONFERENCE COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS TO ENGROSSED HOUSE BILL NO. 1269 NAT.RES. 4-5-01

That the Senate recede from its amendments as printed on pages 1101 and 1102 of the House
Journal and pages 880 and 881 of the Senate Journal and that Engrossed House Bill No, 1269

be amended as follows:

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with “for an Act to provide for a
legislative councll study of issues relating to resident and nonresident hunting in this
state.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL STUDY OF RESIDENT AND
NONRESIDENT HUNTING. During the 2001-2002 Interim, the legislative councli shall
study issues relating to resident and nonresident hunting In this stale. The study must
include the number ot licenses issued to residents and nonresidents and the fees for
those licenses, the time perlod for which a license is valld, whether zones should be
ostablished, effects on landowners, effects on guides and outfitters, the economic
impact of nonresident hunters on the state of North Dakota, and how states bordering
North Dakota are addressing issues relatling to nonresident and resident hunting, The
legislative counci! shallf report its findings and recommendations, together with any
leglslation required to Implement the recommendations, to the fifty-eighth leglisiative

assembly.”

. Renumber accordingly

Page No, 1 10312.0409




Date: 6/0 1
. Roll Call Vote #

2001 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. ~/3

House /)ﬂM@/L Jgﬂ_/)ﬁu« ¢ 4. QJ Committee

Subcommitice on
or
X1 Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number JOS 12, O (/ 0%

Action Taken DU P@s S C(’}’Y\éﬂ(,(ﬂ’\(” m"{‘
Motion Made ByJﬂm . /my nor Seconded By Sen . 75//-(’/\.3“0/')
A
_Repre SENATORS $
l?ﬁ f) K“’V'\Mi o? Ai A Y ""Ifm L0 X 4
Kol DKo X, Con, Jo[fefSon X
. rij ' Q_ “f/\o,,o_;g.(.‘,.p\ 4 S—ﬂ..Y\ ‘ f{é? (% ;1 X
. |
I
|
]
|
Total (Yes) (f) No D
Absent

Floor Assignment R; D M,Mif!‘

If the vote Is on an amendmem, briefly Indicate intent:




REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (420) Module No: HR-50-7936
April 5, 2001 2:58 p.m.
Insert LC: 10312.0409

REPORT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
HB 1269, as engrossed: Your conference committee (Sens. Traynor, Tollefson, Kelsh and
Reps. Rennerfeldl, DeKrey, S. Kelsh) recommends that the SENATE RECEDE from
the Senate amendments on HJ pages 1101-1102 and place HB 1269 on the Seventh

order.

That the Senate recede from Its amendments as printed on pages 1101 and 1102 of the
House Journal and pages 880 and 881 of the Senate Journal and that Engrossed House BIll

No. 1269 be amended as follows:

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with “"for an Act to provide for a
legislative cauncll study of issues relating to resident and nonresident hunting in this

slate.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:

SECTION 1. LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL STUDY OF RESIDENT AND
NONRESIDENT HUNTING, During the 2001-2002 interim, the leglislative councll shall
study issues relating to resident and nonresident hunting in this state. The study must
include the number of licenses issued to residents and nonresidents and the fees for
those licenses, the lime perlod for which a license is valid, whether zones should be
established, effects on landowners, effects on guides and outfitters, the economic
impact of nonresident hunters on the state of North Dakota, and how states bordering
North Dakota are addressing issues relating to nonresident and resident hunting. The
legislative councll shall report its findings and recommendations, together with any
legislation required to implement the recommendations, to the fifty-eighth leglslative

assembly.”

Renumber accordingly
Engrossed HB 1269 was placed on the Seventh order of business on the calendar.

(2) DEBK, (2) COMM Page No. 1 HR-B0- 7936
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Your Conference Committee

For the Senate: For the House;
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, adopt (further) amendments as follows, and place

121 on the Seventh order:

having been unable to agree, recommends that the committee be discharged
and & new committee be appointed, 690/81%

((Re)Engrossed) was placed on the Seventh order of business on the
calendar.
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North Dakota Game and Fish Department Testimony
House Bill 1269

This bill involves setting up a zone system for nonresident waterfowl! hunters and sets a quota for
cach zone. The Department is neutral on this legisiation. If the Department would establish a
restrictive system like this through the Governor’s proclamation for waterfowl hunting, we
would be accused of being anti-economic development in a state that needs all the economic help
it can get. By having a liberal nonresident licensing system like we have, the Department is
accused of not helping resident hunters and of wanting the money from the nonresident license
sales, This is a controversial policy decision for the State of North Dakota and we welcome your

help in making it. This bill may be a tool you want 1o usc.

Attached you will find a zone map and a listing to the 1999 nonresident waterfowl license sales
information compared to the zone limits in this bill, As you can see, only zones 3 and 4 would
see a reduction in license sales to nonresidents, The north central zone 3 would be reduced about
1,000 licenses from the 1999 level. Zone 4 would be reduced from approximately 5,000 license

to 2,000 - a 60 percent reduction.

The Department’s licensing system will be able to handle this zone system with few changes and
little additional cost. Since two of these units will probably reach their maximum number,
licenses will not be available locally for nonresident hunters,

The fiscal note shows a reduction of $380,000 per year for the Game and Fish Department, This
reduction will not have a significant impact on Department operations, Revenue from
noniresident hunting license sales will continue at a very high level.

One point needs to be clarified for this bill, On page 1, lines 13 and 14, nonresidents are allowed
to have two 7 day hunting periods in a specified zone, For example, a nonresident hunter may
hunt for 7 days in Unit 3 and 7 dava in Unit 4, Would this hunter be subtracted from the quota in
both zones 3 and 47 Should we allow nonresidents to hunt only in one zone per season? We

would llke some guidance on this,
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HB 1269

Objection to HB 1269

North Dakota is always looking for alternative income for our state. Our North Dakota
communities lave become prime waterfow! hunting areas due to excess rains and snows.

Each small town enjoys the income from gas, grocery, café, and bar sales. In Woodworth
out of state hunters own many homes and the city earns some income versus leaving
them vacant. The state of North Dakota benefits from an increase in taxes such as sales,

gas, lodging..

The individuals themselves have renovated and updated and cleaned houses to
accotnmodate the out of state hunters,

The bottom line is out of state money for the state of North Dakota and an economic
boost the small communities need--tourism

/{14 Kie téf]
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or many of North

Dakota's resident

hunters, the word

nonrestdent rolls
off their tongue
like a pheasant feather with a
little dirt on it. Unless, of course,
they're hunting in another state
themselves. Then nonresidents
aren't so bad.

I hunt several states yearly and
don't like to feel like an outcast,
That's why | resist jolning the
anti~nonresident chorus that's
echoing across the prairie, But
that song Is growing louder every

ear, Is it time we further manage
nonresidents?

There are essentially two types
of nonresident hunters. Well,
maybe three,
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Nonresident Number One {s the
guy who lives In Minnesota or
even Missourl, is a working man,
serlous about hunting, is ethical
and hunts hard. When he comes
to North Dakota he gets a motel
room, eats in restaurants and
buys gas and other supplles at
local stores. He asks permission
from landowners and wouldn't
drearn of upsetting a hospltable
farmer, He's also teaching his
young son (o hunt, and together
they daydream about their time in
North Dakota,

Nonresldent number twn is the
guy who sits tn a corporate office
in Chicago with a North Dakota
pheasant on his wall. Money is
merely a formallty to this guy and
every year he books a pheasant or
waterfowl hunt for himself and a
half dozen clients, They fly in and
are picked up by an outfitter who
takes them to the lodge where
everything Is provided for them.
These nonresidents pay several
hundred dollars per day and the
money they spend here is then
used by the outfitter to lease more
private land, taking it away from
both the resident hunter and
nonresident Number One,

Which nonresltdent do you

prefer as a guest In your state?

Yes, there are nonresidents who
are Idiots, game hogs and have no
respect for private property, but
there are resldents who fit’ that
mold, too. Oftentimes a nejghbor
causes more {rouble for a land-
owner than the outside hunter,

The key to this {ssue s balance.
How do we welcome Just the right
number of nonresidents to satisfy
tourism and economic interests,
without degrading the hunting
experience for residents?

If we raise license fees us a way of
limiting nonresidents, guess which
nonresident we'll end up with? Num-
ber Two won't bat an eyelash, while
Number One and his young son will
have to stay home,

The other options are to limit
nonresident hunter numbers, or
the amount of time they can
hunt, But do we really have too
many nonresidents now? If so,
what kind? Too many out-of-state
pheasant hunters? Waterfowlers?
Bowhunters? We Jimit out-of-




state deer gun hunters and
restrict the time for waterfowl
hunters, but there are inconsis-
tencies, We allow unlimited
numbers of nonresident pheasant

ers and Jet them hunt all

n long. We limit nonresident

ery “any deer"” tags, yet sell
unlimited numbers of nonresident
archery antelope tags, Are further
restrictions warranted?

And what about Number Three,
the third face of the nonresident?
It's the face of your son, or mine,
your granddaughter, brother or
father, Are they, or will they
someday be, a nonresident?
Would you like them to come
home to hunt? Just how restric-
tive should we be?

The obvious drawback to
limiting the number of nonresi-
dents rather than rajsing license
fees {8 loss of revenue for the
Game and Fish Department. |
hear lots of complaining about
how it seems the Department just
wants to sell licenses. We'll, we're
one of the only states whose game
and fish agency is funded entlirely
by license fees (and federal
matching funds) and recelves no
revenue from the state’s general
fund, Is it fair that the state's

rism and service industries
the benefits of hunting and
ng, yet no tax dollars go to

pport the outdoors? Perhaps a
few tax dollars from the general
fund would make it easter for the
Department to manage nonresi-
dents falrly, without fear of a
reduced budget,

There's yet another twist in this
Issue. Because we don't limit the
time nonresident pheasant hunt.
ers can hunt, some are starting to

buy farms with houses and
turning them into thesr private
hunting preserves. That will stop
if we limit their hunting to a
couple weeks, but will also pun-

ish all other nonresidents, includ-

Ing the Number Threes,

What about us residents?
Shouldn’t we come first? You bet!
Why do we live in North Dakota?
Why do we put up with nasty
winters, short summers, mosqui-
toes, and relatively low-paying
Jobs? It's partly because the
hunting and fishing is so damn
good. We earn our outdoor para-
dise. We get the good stuff be-
cause we lolerate the bad,

Meanwhile, nonresidents are

safrly back home. They don't pay
our taxes, shovel our snow or
fight our mosquitoes. They come
only for the good stufl, Maybe
they should move to North Da-
kota, bringing their businesses
and jobs with them. Wouldn't that
be more valuable than hosting
them for a week or two each fall?
If we take charge and maintain
our outdoor experiences at a high
enough level, it can happen, and
already does.
The commercialization of hunt-
ing is a runaway train that's
bearing down on North Dakota,
It's fueled by the union between
the wealthy nonresident hunter
and the gulde/outfitter, That




train has plowed through many states where, If you
. aren't a member of a hunting club with an expen-
5 slve lease, you don't hunt, What can we do to stop
this tratn when no one else has?
What If we put the clamps on guiding and outfit-
ng? Cap the number of licenses Issued and ralse
¢ fees to prevent frivolous operations, like the guy
with a good dog, who decldes he might as well get
paid several hundred dollars while he's hunting,

I applaud the ND Game and Fish Dept.'s proposal
to prohib(t guides/outfitters from operating on land
managed by the Dept. | wish it applied to federal
land also. Why should the public land hunter have
{o compete with an outfitter's clients?

That same bill would also prohibit gntdes from
carrying weapons. | agree. It's not ethical, isi't done
in most other stales, and goes back to the frivolous
guide. If he can’t hunt at the same time, he'll think
twice about gulding. Why make it casy and fun too?

Maybe an occaslonal sting operation would tden-
tify the cheaters, Like the unlicensed gulde who
pockets hundreds of dollars per day just to “help
some friends hunt.”

[ imagine I'm not making any friends in the outfit-
ting business with these views, but I'm only inter-
ested In securing the future of hunting (n North
Dakota for pcop{:e ltke mysclf, the common man.
‘Tough decislons need to be made.

Certainly, there's a place for oulfitters in North
Dakota. I've used outfitters in many states and Canada,
but, like nonresidents there has to be limits,

Nonresidents and outfitters are lke visiting rela-
tives, They're an impor{ant part of our hunting
family, but too many of them at once can lead to
scrious trouble. [ don't have all the answers, but (f
we lail to take control of this problem, like so many
states before us, a large portion of North Dakota'y
hunting land will be leased or purchased and served
up to the wealthy hunter,

The rest of us will be left out in the cold.

With only the mosquitoes, ©
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05 6th Avenue NE
estown, ND 58401
ne: 701-252-1586

TESTIMONY OF LARRY KNOBLICH
NORTH DAKOTA SPORTSMEN’S ALLIANCE
PRESENTED TO THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
ON HB 1269, FEBRUARY 2, 2001

MR. CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE:

Good morning. I am Larry Knoblich, Executive Director of the North Dakota
Sportsmen’s Alliance. Six weeks ago we were 5 members; today we are 2000 members
and growing. I only mention this to emphasize the fact that all 2000 members are
concerned with the same problems caused by the ever-expanding numbers of

nonresident hunters.

‘ We support HB 1269 in that it confronts the problem that was first dealt with in
1977 when the state was divided into nine (9) zones. This bill will allow for approxi-
mately the same number of nonresidents that hunted in 2000. This plan allows for the

hunting pressure to be distributed more equally throughout the state.

We offer the following reasons for this bill to be passed.

1. Waterfowl hunting quality is greatest where the ratio of waterfowl to hunters is the
highest.

2. Nonresident waterfowl hunters in North Dakota have increased exponentially during
the last 10 years, from <5000 in 1990 to >21,000 in 1999 (the best estimate for last year
is 25,702, but the official count won't be available until March 2001),

3. Unofficial queries of landowners indicate that they’re just plain tired of all the hubbub
(hunters driving through their fields, hunting too close to their houses or buildings,
hunters calling to ask permission, etc.) An increasing amount of land is being leased

‘ or bought for hunting by nonresidents, further decreasing hunting opportunities for

residents,

“To Lobby for the Good of North Dakota Sports Persons”
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4, Despite an annual increase of 19% in nonresident waterfowl hunters during the last 5
years, numbers of resident waterfowl hunters have been stable at about 35,000 during

this time.

5. Despite all the hype written in popular magazine articles, seen on TV and on the inter-
net about how great the duck hunting is in North Dakota, hunter success (number of
ducks harvested/hunter/day) is one of the lowest in the U.S. (about 0.8

ducks/hunter/day).

6. Hunter success (as measured above) shows a declining trend during the last 5 years,

7. Many resident hunters are dissatisfied with duck hunting because of increased
competition with nonresidents,

. The average duck hunter in North Dakota does NOT benefit by nonresidents pumping
money into the community -- instead, they suffer poorer quality hunting and increased
personal expense from having to drive farther or longer to find a place to hunt,
Resident hunters spent $1,265/hunter/season, while nonresidents spent

$705/hunter/season in 1997,

9, At current rates of increase, nonresident waterfowl hunters in North Dakota will out-
number resident waterfow! hunters in 2003, they will exceed 50,000 by 2005, and they
will exceed 88,000 by 2010, This number may be reached much sooner with the speed
of today’s internet and the mobility of present day hunters.

10. The states around us have come to the realization that too many nonresidents can be
a problem. South Dakota limits the nonresident waterfowlers to 4,000 ten-day
licenses and 2,000 three-day licenses for the Pierre area. Montana has put a limit on
elk and deer tags and are about to limit nonresident upland licenses to 11,000,
Colorado has capped the number of elk tags for the first time in 30 years, More non-
residents is not the only doorway to economic development. Quality of life and a
‘ concern for the resource has proven to be of great importance in these states.
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We think these facts are great cause for concern for the quality of waterfow]
hunting in North Dakota in the future. We do not propose to eliminate hunting opportu-
nity for nonresidents. Few other states allow 22,000 nonresident waterfow! hunters, the
limit we would like to place. However, a completely open-door policy is heading in a
very dangerous direction for the maintenance of high quality waterfow] hunting for
resident AND nonresident waterfowl hunters alike.

The NDSA offers the following conclusion as taken from page 38 of

Characteristics, Expenditures, and Economic Impact of Resident and Nonresident Hunters
and_Anglers in_North Dakota, 1996-97, Season and Trends, as compiled by the
Department of Agricultural Economics, Agricultural Experiment Station, N.D.S.U.,

Fargo, ND.

The responsibility of the North Dakota Game and Fish Department is to

manage the state’s fish and wildlife resources. This involves meeting the

‘ growing demands of resident hunters and anglers. Previous research has

Sfound that a considerable number of resident hunters and anglers would hunt

elsewhere if North Dakota could not provide adequate hunting and fishing

opportunities (Keitch and Baltezore 1993). NDGF should focus on keeping

resident hunting and angling in the state to maintain and diversify the state’s

economic base. A secondary consideration should be to identify an excess

capacity which could provide hunting and angling opportunities for
nonresident hunters and anglers.

The members of the North Dakota Sportsmen’s Alliance urge you to confront this
issue, It is in your hands to find a solution. The solution is HB 1269.

We ask for your support and a DO PASS on HB 1269,

Executive Director




January 29, 01

Dear Committee Members:

My name is Sheldon Schiecht and I am the owner of Sheldon’s Waterfow! and Upland

Bird Hunts of rural Streeter.
My wife and I are unable to attend this committee meeting because we are at a sport’s

show in Harrisburg, PA,

I object to House Bill 1269 in its entirety for the following reasons:

The out-of-state hunting dollars provide our rural communitics with a huge
economic boost that affects not only the local economy, but trickles outward to
communities like Jamestown, Bismarck and Fargo.

Chase Lake Project - the largest percent of funding comes from out of state
funding, the majority of which is from Ducks Unlimited. Chase Lake currently
has 1.1 million acres in its program. How cun we justify all the money and effort
from out of state to build up and maintain the project only to try to eliminate their
patticipation now that the project is established by climinating their hunting

rights?

This isn’t fair to the out-of-state hunters who have purchased property and paid
taxes for the sole purpose of being allowed to hunt here. Should we now penalize

them?

In addition to rural property, several small towns have had out-of-state hunters
purchase homes, These people have put the properly back on the tax rolls in
addition to maintaining the property. 1f they are not allowed to hunt there, what
are the chances that they will continue to keep the property maintained atid on the
tax rolls?

Waterfowl is currently in record high numbers, and in fact, the goose season was
extended to a spring season and a fall nuisance season. Why would we now want
to cut back on hunters when the bird population is at a record high?

In addition to out-of-state hunters spending money here during the hunting
season, many of them bring their families back here in the summer and spend a
congiderable amount of tourist dollars. We are the least visited state for tourism,
Don’t we need these dollars?

This would have a devastating effect on the guide service that [ have worked hard
{o establish over the last 13 years.




. In the 2000 fall hunting season, this is what my business did:

- Provided 87 car rentals from Bismarck

- Provided 247 airline tickets into the Bismarck airport

- Spent $8300.00 on shotgun shells at Scheel’s in Bismarck

- Provided 27 local temporary jobs in rural communities

- Purchased and remodeled 10 homes in Strecter and put them back on the
tax rolls

- Spent $4300.00 in local repair shops for hunting vehicle repairs and
upkeep

- Spent $14,000.00 in our local grocery store

- Spent $11,000.00 in fuel for our hunting vehicles

- Spent $25,000.00 for non-resident hunting licenses

- Spent $29,000.00 in pheasants to benefit not only the out-of-state hunters,
but the local hunters who enjoyed hunting them at our expense

- Provided 300 acres of unharvested corn to winter the local wildlife

This was all done in a six week period with non-resident hunters this past fall,
The State of North Dakota has no moncey invested in us - we pay for sports
shows, web sites, ete. They benefit {rom the return,

Our hunters book their hunts up to a year in advance, making vacation plans,
airline reservations, etc, How can we do our job without knowing if we will
even be able to have them here to hunt?

8. Intalking to people who sponsored this bill, it seems like the main issue here is
local land access, yet year after year, hunters will come in to smaill towns, rent a
room without utilizing local guide services, and still manage to limit out on birds
within public lands. Hunting is a privilege, not a right, This privilege is
contingent on the farmer, rancher or landowner allowing open hunting on his
land, not on a hunter in our state thinking that because he lives here, it is his right
to be able to hunt here. Let’s let the Game and Fish Department, not a
sportsman’s group, do their job in allowing hunting zones and setting standards
for the number of hunters allowed to hunt in our state,

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter,

-

Sheldon Schlecht
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IN30\OL
Cominitiee Member, Natural Resources

As a native North Dakotan and a avid hunter, 1 have spent many years hunting central North

Dukota,
[ have developed many friendships with landowners which has resulted in opportunities to hunt

their property.

I have found a sense of satisfaction by involving myself, supplying labor assistance to the
landowner, carning hunting privileges on his property, plus kindling friendships with his family
and neighbors, [ have knocked on many landowners doors and have been provided access to land
for hunting,

In my opinion, my opportunity to gain access to hunt on private property has not been severely
impacted by non-resident hunters. Further restrict.ons on non-resident hunters will not solve the
access problem. It may, in fact, only escalate posting of property and restrict the resident hunter,

Ehep o

Greg H
Jamestown, N,D,
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8
HB 1260 Kep: Hawmson

Waterfowl hunting quality is greatest where the ratio of waterfow! to hunters is the highest,

Nonresident waterfowl hunters in ND have increased exponentially during the last 10 years, from
<5000 in 1990 10 21,000 in 1999 (the best estimate for last year is 25,702, but the official count

won't be available unti) March 2001).

Unofficlal queries of landowners indicate that they're just plain tired of all the hubub (hunters driving
through cheir fields, hunting too close to their houses or buildings, hunters calling to ask permission,
etc.) An increasing amount of land is being leased or bought for hunting by nonresidents, further
decreasing hunting opportunities for residents.

. Despite an annual increase of 19% in nonresident waterfow! hunters during the last 5 years, numbers

of resident waterfow] hunters have been stable at about 35,000 during this time,

. Despite all the hype written in popular magazine articles, seen on TV and on the iniermet about iiow

great the duck hunting is in ND, hunter success (number of ducks harvested/hunter/day) is one of the
lowest in the U,S. (about 0.8 ducks/hunter/day).

Hunter success (as measured above) shows a declining trend during the last 5 years,

. Many resident hunters are dissatisfied with duck hunting because of increased competition with

nonresidents,

. Thc average duck hunter in ND does NOT benefit by nonresidents pumping money into the

community -- instead, they suffer poorer quality hunting and increased personal expense from having
to drive farther or longer to find s place to hunt. Resident hunters spent $1,265/hunter/season, while
nonresidents spent $705/hunter/season in 1997.

¥ 0. Atcurrent rates of increase, nonresident waterfowl hunters in ND will outnumber resident waterfowl

hunters in 2003, they will exceed 50,000 by 2005, and they will exceed 88,000 by 2010, This
number may be reached much sconer with the speed of today’s internet and the mobility of present
day hunters.

We think these facts are great cause for concem for the quality of waterfow] hunting in ND in the
future. We do not propose to eliminate hunting opportunity for nonresidents. Few other states allow
22,000 nonresident waterfow] hunters, the limit we would like to place. However, a completely
open-door policy is heading in a very dangerous direction for the maintenance of high quality waterfowl
hunting for resident AND nonresident waterfow] hunters alike.
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Il\l;);éResident waterfowl or waterfow! and small game licenses sold in 1997 or
ND 18,000 ) 599 AAT 22 999
TX 8,000
wIl 5,837
MN 5,504
. SD 4,000 + 2,000 in 4 county area around Pierre
MT 4,000
K3 3,200
OK 1,800

WY 1,025
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Nonresident Woterlow] Licenses ond Zones, Nonresldent waterfow!
hunters sholl be resiticied 10 hunting waterfowl in cerlaln speciied zones oe
herelnciter described. They may only hunt in the rone for which they have a
nonresidant walerfowl lkcense uad i Zone 9,

100111. 500 Licenses. An otea bordered on the west by N.O. No. |, on the

zounrod:y U,$. Highwoy No. 1, on the eosl by Minnesota, and on the north by
[} ]

Zone 1, 500 Licensas. An areo bordered on the west by N.D, No. ), on the

south by Intersiate 94, an the eos! by Minnesolo, and on the north by U.5

Highway No. 2.

Zone 3. 500 Licensus. An arso bordered on the went by N.D. No, 02, on the

soulh br south Dokota. on the eost by Minnasato, and an the nenh by

Intersiate 94,

Zonw 4. 1000 Liconses, An arsa bordered on the wes) by U.S. Highway No.

2784, on the south by South Unkota, on the eas) by N.D. No. 2, and on the

notih by interetate 94,

Zone 6. 700 Licenses. An aren bordaced on the west by U.§. Highway No.

281, on the south bg Intarstale 94, on the east by H.D. No. 1, ond on the

north by N.D. No. 18,

Zoan 6. 1800 Liconses, An area bordered on the west by U.5. Highway 281,

?‘nom:‘sou'l?h by N.D. No. 15, on the sast by N.D. No. 1, ond on the north by
+ 1] o‘ +

Zons 7, B0 Licenses, An area bordered on the west by U.s. Highway No, 281

ond N.D. No. 69, on the south by N.I), No, 17, on the sast by N.D, No, 1, uixl

on the north by Canodo.

Zone 8. 2000 Licenses. An arec borderad on the wes! by U.5. Higlwoy No.

81 ond N.D. 25, on the south by U.5. Highway Ne. 2 storting with s
unction of U.S. Highway No. 87, thence eost to N.D. Neo. 3, thence south jo
D, No. 19, on the sast by N.0, No. 49 ond V.5, Highway No. 281, and on

the north hy Conade.

20ne 9. Unrestrictod numbar of Licanses. Yhe rumolnder of the state not

dascribed In Zones 1 through 8.
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Nonresident Waterfowl Licenses eand Zones. Nonresident waterfow!l hunters gre restricted to
hunting waterfowl in certoin specitied zones for which they have a nonresident waterfowl
license. They moy hunt only for 14 consecutive doys in one zone or two periods of seven
consecutive days in one or two different zones and/or in Zone 8.
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- ermmspe  Montana plan to restrict nonresident hunters

& Find related advances

‘ itome
Doug Smith
Ster Tribune
Fantasy sports  Sunday, December 24, 2000

@ Fantasy football  Minnesota is 4 prime exporter of hunters. They migrate by the thousands each fall
d® Fantasy to North and South Dakota, lov:a, Colorado, Montana and other even more distant
points,

But these days those nor.resident hunters aren't always greeted with open arms.
There's concern in some states, including North and South Dakota, that a growing

number of nonresident hunters are taking away hunting options for residents,

basketball
M Fantasy hockey

Residents are concerned that pressure for land access by a growing number of
nonresident hunters has made it more difficult for them to find places to hunt
upland birds. Nonresident upland license sales have increased 86 percent in the

past 15 years, while resident sales have dropped 20 percent.

"The intent is to get more public hunting opportunities for residents," said Ron
Aasheim of the Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks. "They're feeling left out."

A proposal to prohibit nonresidents from hunting upland birds on state managed
public wildlife areas was rejected because it likely would have been illegal,
Aasheim said. This fzll, the state doubled the cost of a nonresident upiand license
from $55 to $110, which reduced sales by about 20 percent. Many of the
nonresident hunters are believed to be from Minnesota.

The commission is expected 10 make a final decision in early February, and will
accept public comments until then. They can be sent to the FWP Wildlife
Division, P,O. Box 200701, Helena, Mt, 59620 or via e-mail to fwpwld@st. mt.us

Puck-killing investigated Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
officials are investigating an especially ugly case of vandalism that occurred last
week ot: Forest Lake.

Two snowmobilers intentionally skipped over a small patch of open water on the
lake, running through a flock of about 150 mallards that had congregated there,

killing 41 birds.

The ducks were familiar to home owners, some of whom fed the ducks and
watched them nest and produce ducklings.

"It's safe to say people are outraged," said local DNR conservation officer Jason

12127/00

http://www.startribune.com/vnewcrs/qvnew/chqvncw.cgt'!template=spons__a&slug=onotz4




HOUSE BILL 1269

I am here today to OBJECT to House Biil {269 regarding restricting the number of Qut.
Of-State hunting license. 1 ara originally from Woodworth, NI, just 18 miles north of

Medina, ND. My family owns 2000+ acres for over 35 yrs. As of'this date, | have never
had a problem with out-of-state hunters, nor have 1 ever heard any complaints from them.

OUT-OF-STATE hunters bring A LOT of money to rural communities. During hunting
season, there isn't much to support these small communities. Some of these communities
make enough during hunting season to support them thru the winter ..aths.  Your out-
of-state hunters cat at the local café’s, rent motel rooms, lodges, etc., buy gas, and go to
taverns,

I, heing a owner of 2 hunting lodges and land, know how much income these hunters
bring to small communities. OUT-OF-STATE hunters also promote the state of North
Dakota, We have hunters that come from all over the US that even bring their wives here
because it is such a beautiful state. WE even had one hunter from KY that is now
looking for job here in ND.

I would like to make four points to the OBJECTION of'this bill;

i VALUE: A lot of farmers are using hunting and lodging as value added
agriculture to their existing operations,

2. TOURISM: Out-Of-State hunters promote the state of North Dakota in many
different ways. They don’t just see the big cities, they see ALL the different sites
to Le seen through out the state of ND,

3, INCOME: Do you realize how much income is brought into the state of ND
during hunting season? Your small communites are limited as to what they can
do to make some money, but during hunting seasun, the OUT-OF-STATE
hunters spend money on motels and lodging, gas, food, at taverns, etc They help
the rural communities when in need.

4, SUPPORT: A lot of your rural communities are dying because people are
moving to bigger towns. Who wants to buy a home in a small town? Your OUT-
OF-STATE hunters do and they pay a descent price for them. Instead of these
homes sitting vacant, these hunters buy them and use them, and by using them
they are promoting ND and spending their money here in ND.

CLOSING: I, being one of these concerned citizens of ND, AND A YOTER, | hope
you ALL take this into consideration. The penple that are for this bill only want the state
of ND for themselves, they don’t want to promote it at all, they just want to limit it.
Thank you for your time.

Rick & Amy Koenig
Carrington, ND




HB BILL 1269 OBJECTION BILL AND VIOLET PEDA
Land-owners 487 A, CRP, 313 A, Wetlends WOODWORTII ND

Retired Farmers  701.752.4271

Qbizction to this bill Our Non-Resident Children and Friends may not be able to hunt our
farm, located In one of the best hunting areas of North Dakota. This bill s no incentive
to allow the general public tn hunt. Even more land could be posted-No Hunting,

Why do we own this land? We have owned this farm for 40 years to farm and enjoy wildlife.
Our children live nut of state for jobs. One of them now has part of his business in North Dakota,

but lives ih Arizona.

Why de wa post our land ?

It is our right to control who hunts it. Our second CRP contract is 25% less than the first 10 year
one. This is ot an incentive to allow the public access to hun! “ecause they pay taxes. Non-
Residents do too.. If our friends canot hunt no one will

B (D U

N Oon-nne 12 . nhy} ! 1 418 HLAaLe
Non-Resident hunters purchased 22, 000 licenses in 1999 @ $93 each = $2,046,000. The uncfficial

figure for 2000 is 30,000 licenses @ $93 = $2,790,000. If each hunter spends $50 a day and stays
only one week that would be $15,000,000 spent in the state above license fees. An increase of over
25% ih one year.. This has become Big Business Major Touristn. There is no shortage of
good hunting land in Zone 3, as proposed in this bill. Zoning Non-resident Hunters will
groatly demage if not eliminate much of this business, which is additional income for
farrmer-land- owners and the urban areas as well,

There is alot of land to be leased or bought in the Woodworth Area. Hunters tell us this is the best
hunting in the world, Putting 2/3 of the Non-Residents into the NW 1/3 of the State, and
issuing 6000 licenses less than last year will surely greatly injure this major business, It
will also reduce revenue to the State. Some Non-residents will not be able to hunt their own land,
which they rent to local farmers very reasonable. They do not have to make a profit. They just
want a place to hunt. It is hard to find a parking place on good Minnesota lands, much less ducks.
To zone only Non-Residents from some Federal Hunting Land would be Unconstitutional,
Resident Hunters tell us it would be unsportsman-like to lease land to hunt. Even with out
Non-Resident Hunters, the best hunting Jand will be leased by somone. Very little is {'ee anymore.

Why should hunting be?

. VOTE NO ON THIS BILL




. HB 1269 MR CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF
OBJECTION THE NATURAL RESOURCE COMMITTEE

My name is Dennis Clark, Farmer- Land-owner 2000 A
Woodworth, ND.

I am not an outfitter or a guide. I own some of the prime hunting land in
Stutsman County. My land was leased to the Wildlife by previous owners,
for no draining, burning or filling. The opportunity has come in which we
can get some revenue from our sloughs and potholes from the depredation
which has occured in the past and is still occuring, Our Out-of-State

Hunters basicaly hunt on OUR land.

The state has spent millions on the tourist industry. I feel the out of state
hunters are tourists and they have expressed interest in bringing their
families back in the summer to show them the unique area in which they
hunt. Some have expressed interest in coming back in the winter to fish.
Our }and is open for in state hunters as well as out of state hunters, but

why should it be free?

This a form of Economic Development that has greatly benefited area
Cafes, Gas Stations, bars and grocery stores. The businesses in cities and
towns are not limited to the number of customers they can have. Why
limit our customers. This bill will be limiting our opportunity to make a

Living from our land.

The Out-of- Staters do not have any problem finding land to hunt. I do

not know why Local Hunters do. A Jamestown man has purchased a
section of land in our area. It Is gated and posted to all other local

hunters.

. Please do not pass IIB 1269




If the landuwners can no longer lease land for hunting it dues not mean local hunting wall be bettes
The land owners see it as a loss of quite a bit of income which can not be recouped from local

hunters who will not lease land, but want to hunt free
From the information we have been able to obtain

Non Resident hunters purchased 22,000 licenses last year @ $§’¥each --$2,946,000.
Resident Hunters  purchased 39,000 licenses last year @ $15 each -- 585,000

Please do not sign this bill
Copies to all ND Representatives and Senators.

Thank you for your attention,

‘Woodworth Area Residents




james | nagel To: jonelson@slate.nd.us, david bearn <sbjacoble@aol.com>, guorge legg

<nageljames@qwest. <ndiodge@ndak.net>, Jim schuster <geese@ndhunting.com>, john
net> hanson <jhanson@loggingcampranch,com>, kyle blanchefield
<woodlandresort@stellarnet.com>, lynn kongslie O
02/19/01 10:03 PM <akongslie@hotmall.com>, lerry focke <sofoct@state.nd.us>
ce!

Subject: (no subject)

Jon:

In regards to the latest proposed amendment on Hbl269 with 13,500
licenses in Zone 1

and 2,500 licenses in Zone 2 and 8,000 licenses in Zone 3. Also 2t% of
the Non-Resident Waterfowl licenses being available to Certified“Guides
until July 31st,

Our new official position of The North Dakota Professional Guides and
outfitters Association would be to change our position from opposed to
neutral on Hbl269,

We would like to express our appreciation on your efforts in this matter
and even though I am sure you would have rather we would actually come
out and support Hb1269, neutral is the best position we are able to
offer at this time. This is probably due to some individual association
members who are still worried about reductions in Zone 3 from the
estimated 9,325 hunters per Game and Fish Dept. Survey work for the year
2000,

Once again our final assoclation stance is neutral on Hb1l269 and any
further opposition from Guides on this issue 1& probably because of the
short time frame and the unability to slow down the truck that was
already set in motion on this downhill run,

Thanks for your consideration,

James L Nagel

Lobbyist, ND Guides and Outfitters Association.




“Schaduwald, Paul T." To: "Nelson, Jon O." <jonelson@state.nd.us>
<pschadew@state.nd, cC:
us> Subject: HB 1269 Relate Info

02/19/01 11:64 AM

HB1269 1999(Est) 2000 Level Est.

Zonel 16,000 11,000 12,500

Zone2 2,000 2,800 3,175

Zone3 4,000 8,200 9,325

Total 22,000 22,000 25,000

Jim Nagel asked me to email you this info on the number of nonresident
waterfow] licenses sold by zone, We just this past week, received the
year 2000 info. When the bill was heard, only the 1999 info wus

available.
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Horth Dakota Sportsmen’s Alllance

205 6th Avenue NE
testown, ND 58401
ne: 701-252-1586 i
)“%y. N\M Ao ~art m e At A
gy e M BN Q'j)g"

TESTIMONY OF LARRY KNOBLICH
NORTH DAKOTA SFORTSMEN’S ALLIANCE
PRESENTED TO THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
ON HB 1269, MARCH 8, 2001

MR. CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE:

Good morning. I am Larry Knoblich, Executive Director of the North Dakota
Sportsmen’s Alliance. I represent membership in United Sportsmen of North Dakota,
Jamestown Chapter, Stutsman County Wildlife Federation, Future Pheasants, Inc. of
Marion, Barnes County Wildlife, Carrington Wildlife Club, and individuals from
throughout the state that now total over 2400 members. This is only mentioned to let
a‘ you know that “those Jamestown guys are the only ones concerned about this” is not a
. true statement at all.

This bill was only brought to the legislature because the resident hunters of the
state have expressed a real concern over the ever-increasing number of nonresidents that
hunt in the state. The reason that Jamestown is mentioned in the equation is because a
small group of us were willing to carry the flag of the resident hunter to the legislature
before the problem becomes so large that hunting as we all would like to remember it
becomes a memory that our descendants will only experience through family pictures
and stories, as well videos put out by the economic developers of our state.

We offer the following reasons for this bill to be passed.

1. Waterfow] hunting quality is greatest where the ratio of waterfowl to hunters is the
highest.

2. Nonresident waterfowl huntets in North Dakota have increased exponentially during
the last 10 years, from <5000 in 1990 to >21,000 in 1999 (the best estimate for last

<. year is 25,000).

“To Lobby for the Good of North Dakota Spotrts Persons”
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TESTIMONY OF LARRY KNOBLICH

NORTH DAKOTA SPORTSMEN’S ALLIANCE

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
ON HB 1269, MARCH 8, 2001
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3.

10,

Unofficial queries of landowners indicate that they're just plain tired of all the hubbub
(hunters driving through iheir ficlds, hunting too close to their houses or buildings,
hunters calling 1o ask permission, etc.) An increasing amount of land is being leased
or bought for hunting by nonresidents, further decreasing hunting opportunitics for
residents.

Despite an annual increase of 19% in nonresident waterfowl hunters during the last §
years, numbers of resident waterfow!] hunters have been stable at about 35,000 during
this time.

Despite all the hype written in popular magazine articles, seen on TV and on the inter-
net about how great the duck hunting is in North Dakota, hunter success (number of
ducks harvested/hunter/day) is one of the lowest in the U.S. (about 0.8
ducks/hunter/day).

. Hunter success (as measured above) shows a declining trend during the last 5 years

Many resident hunters are dissatisfied with duck hunting because of increased
competition with nonresidents.

The average duck hunter in North Dakota does NOT benefit by nonresidents pumping
money into the community -- instead, they suffer poorer quality hunting and increased
personal expense from having to drive farther or longer to find a place to hunt.
Resident hunters spent $1,265/hunter/season, while nonresidents spent
$705/hunter/season in 1997,

At current rates of increase, nonresident waterfow] hunters in North Dakota will out-
number resident waterfow] hunters in 2003, they will exceed 50,000 by 2005, and they
will exceed 88,000 by 2010, This number may be reached much sooner with the speed
of today’s internet and the mobility of present day hunters,

The states around us have cotne to the realization that too many nonresidents can be
a problem. South Dakota limits the nonresident waterfowlers to 4,000 ten-day
licenses and 2,000 three-day licenses for the Pierre area. Montana has put a limit on
elk and deer lags and are about to limit nonresident upland licenses to 11,000.




@

TESTIMONY OF LARRY KNOBLICH

NORTH DAKOTA SPORTSMEN’S ALLIANCE

PRESENTED TO THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
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Colorado has capped the number of elk tags for the first time in 30 years, More non-
residents is not the only doorway to economic development. Quality of life and a
concern for the resource has proven to be of great importance in these states. We do
not wish to be a “copy-cat” state, but we should be willing to learn from other states
and take heed to what they have learned from their past,

We think these facts are great cause for concern for the quality of waterfowl
hunting in North Dakota in the future. We do not proposc to eliminate hunting opportu-
nity for nonresidents. Few other states allow 23,500 nonresident waterfowl hunters, the
limit we would like to place. However, a completely open-door policy is heading in a
very dangerous direction for the maintenance of high quality waterfow] hunting for
resident AND nonresident waterfowl hunters alike.

‘The NDSA offers the following conclusion as taken from page 38 of
Characteristics, Expenditures, and Economic Impact of Resident and Nonresident Hunters
and Anglers in North Dakota, 1996-97, Season and Trends, as compiled by the
Department of Agricultural Economics, Agricultural Experiment Station, N.D.S.U.,
Fargo, ND.

The responsibility of the North Dakota Gaine and Fish Department is to
manage the states fish and wildlife resources. This involves meeting the
growing demands of resident hunters and anglers. Previous research has
found that a considerable number of resident hunters and anglers would hunt
elsewhere if North Dakota could not provide adequate hunting and fishing
opportunities (Keitch and Baltezore 1993). NDGF should focus on keeping
resident hunting and angling in the state to maintain and diversify the state’s
economic base. A secondary consideration should be to identify an excess
capacity which could provide hunting and angling opportunities for
nonresident hunters and anglers.

The members of the North Dakota Sportsmen’s Alliance urge you to confront this
issue, It is in your hands to find a solution. The solution is HB 1269.

We ask for your support and a DO PASS on HB 1269,

Respectfully, f Z Qel

Larry Knoblich, Executive Director




The TTT ranch, Fred & Joyce Evans, 4949 Triple T rd, Stanley, ND 58784

To Whom It May Concern regarding House Bill #1269

We are against this bill for the following reasons and would appreciate your help in
defeating it.

o North Dakota promotes tourism and Out of State Hunters are part of the tourism |
$$$°s that the State wants. This is one small portion of tourism that is working,
Let’s continue enjoying the dollars brought into the State by Out of State Hunters.

Small towns in North Dakota are struggling for survival along with the area farmers
and ranchers. We also are struggling to survive the farm economy. Every small town
Motel, Café & Business benefits from Out of State Hunters, along with the
farmers and ranchers who permit these hunters to hunt on their land. We were the
second B&B in North Dakota. We need and enjoy that extra income that we receive
from Out of State Hunters.

We feel that there are not too many Waterfowl being killed in North Dakota.
Waterfowl is regulated nationally as well as by states.  The birds that are raised in
North Dakota, and the ones that pass through on their way South from Canada, are
hunted hard in the Southern States. This being the case, what is wrong with us in
North Dakota taking advantage of the time the Waterfowl are here, to help
promote tourism and the economy of the State?

This bill raises license fees, plus changes the license fee structure, The State Game &
Fish didn’t ask for the increase, as they actually have quite a surplus of money now.
Wouldn’t it seem logical for the State Game & Fish to ask for an Increase if they
needed or wanted it? We like when we can go into town to buy Waterfow! licenses
for our guests shortly before they come in the fall.

This bill divides North Dakota into three (3) areas. We live close to Highway #2, so
Out of State Hunters could only hunt, -« on the Norih or South side of the road. We
certainly would like to be able continue to take Hunters on either side!

Evidently the folks who presented this bill are against Out of State Hunters. Our
thought is: Did they consider the benefits North Dakota and its people recelve
from these Out of State Hunters? They did a fantastic job of pushing the bill
through the House. However, we feel it is very bad legislation for North Dakota,

It is your turn, as a Senator, to decide the fate of this bill. We certainly appreciate your
help in defeating this slanted piece of legislation,

Let’s welcome and encourage Tourists to come, including the Hunters, to the
Great Stute of North Dakota.

Yours ly,

@ 7. e
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Antelope Valley Farms

9049 74th Street NW
Powers [.ake, ND 58773

To Whom It May Concern: (regarding House Bill 1269)

This bill is obviously targeted against out of state hunters who would spend time hunting
waterfowl in North Dakota. It raises fees and worst of all complicates the matter by
chopping the state into segments in which these out of state hunters may hunt. Why
would we not want to make it easier to attract these folks to our state to spend their
money. As you will note my address is Powers Lake, ND. Like many other small towns
in NI it is struggling to maintain its economy. These small towns were almost totally
supported by agriculture in the past. Currently people have had to look for other ways to
gencrate revenue. During the waterfow! season the small motel in Powers Lake is always
full of out of state hunter who not only pay for lodging but support the café, gas station,
hardware stores which carry sporting goods, along with a number of farmers and ranchers
in the area who have established guide services.

It would be my observation that we have plenty of waterfow! in this general area in the
fall. Many times crop depredation occurs if harvest is delayed by wet weather. In these
circumstances I would welcome some hunters who would keep the geese and ducks out
of my crops. Many of these birds will be killed by hunters in other states as they
continue their migration,

Often times we have guests from out of state who come to hunt waterfowl. The division
of the state into different areas poses a real problem for us because of the close proximity
of highway 2 which is one of the boundaries. Traditionally we have always hunted locals
on both sides of ihis boundary. The passage of this bill would further complicate our
ability to freely move as we have in the past. We may find that if this bill passes a
number of the regular out of state hunters may choose to find another hunting area for
their future recreational plans.

Phone 701-464-5782
Fax 701-464-5781
E-mail TTHOVE@NCCRAY.COM




March 7, 2001
Dear Sirs,

First off, let me tell you that as a business owner in the town of
Stanley, I am deeply concerned about the waterfow! dividing zones for
nonresident hunters, as Stanley is on the edge of a zone. If hunters have to
choose a zone early in the year to hunt in, it is probably going to end with
them not even hunting in North Dakota and traveling right through to
Canada, | am not alone on feeling concerned about this matter, as I have
talked with other business owners in town and they feel this is going to
deeply effect our community, as these hunters buy gas, food, drinks, and
lodging in our town, Please take another look at limiting the licenses and

dividing zones.

Tim Brown

7 »g/bd“bu/"\




Lowell & Carol Berntson
6934 755t ST
Kulm ND 58456 3801
701-647-2863
Fax 701-647-2403
e-mail bfarm@daktel.com

Mr. Chairman and Members of the conunittee,

My name is Carol Berntson, My husband, Lowell and 1 farn near
Kulni, North Dakota. Our farm is located in the Prairie Pothole region of the
state. Today I am speaking in opposition to House Bill 1269,

We have several friends from out of state that have stayed with us and
hunted ducks for the past 8 years, These sportsmen and many others have
created a significant economic impact on local small business in our area,

House Bilf 1269 would cap the number of waterfowl licensed issued
to out of state hunters, Therefore limiting economic development and

tourisim in North Dakota,
According to the North Dakota Game and Fish Department, out of

state waterfowl licenses issued was as follows:  1997-wm-- 15551
1998-+---19191
1999 una- 21873

The 20006 numbers have not been released yet but 1 would expect them to be

larger than 1999 levels,
This bill would limit out of state waterfow! licenses. Why do we want

to limit our growth potential?
Mr. Chairman and Members of the Senate Natural Resources

Comunittee, 1 urge you to give this bill a do not pass recommendation,

Sincerely,

Carol Berntson
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AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE TOWNER COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS HELD ON MARCH 6, 2001 HB 1269 ON
EXTENDING THE HUNTING SEASON FOR NON-RESIDENT
HUNTER WAS DISCUSSED.

TOWNER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FEEL THAT PASSAGE OF
THIS BILL TO NOT LIMIT THE NON RESIDENT HUNTERS TO 14
DAYS OF HUNTING IN THIS AREA WOULD BE A BENEFIT TO
THE ECONOMY., THEY FEEL THIS IS A GOOD ECONOMIC
RESOURCE FOR OUR AREA BUSINESSES. WITH THE DECLINE
IN POPULATION IN OUR COUNTY AND WITH HOMES IN
SMALL COMMUNITIES AS WELL AS FARM HOUSES THAT ARE
VACANT, WE HAVE NON-RESIDENT HUNTERS WHO ARE
PURCHASING HOMES AND RENTING HOMES WHEN THEY

COME TO HUNT.

TOWNER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS PASSED A RESOLUTION
IN SUPPOKT OF HD 1269 AND WOULD ASK YOU TO PLEASE
GIVE YOUR SUPPORT TO IT.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION,




For the record my name is ‘T'im Finley, ’m from Oberon NI, Which is 37
miles SW of Devils Lake. Tam a landowner, fasmer, and sportsman, I am here
to testify against bill number 1269. "'he 14-day limit on nonresident hunters
was removed from zone 1 by this bill. “The 14-day limit was very important to
protect the resident hunter from wealthly corporations and hunting clubs,
leasing and buying the surrounding staging arcas used by waterfowl, 1t has
worked very well in the past and should not be interfered with.

Last year in zone 1 there were about 12,000 nonsesident license sold. “This bill
sets a limit of 13,000. At 12,000 we were overrun by nonresident hunters. ]
realize we have to share with our neighbors, but 1 don’t think it has to be to

this extent,

1999 and 2000 we had a tremendous duck population in Benson County, by
the second week of the season most of them had been pushed out. 1 ry
waterfowl production area, wildlife management arca, large slough, and small
lake in our area had been shot our. The only concentration of ducks and geese
left were in the large pame refuges. Leaving little left for the resident hunters,

Economics and money from nonresidents seem to be the only concern of
some, yet in 1999 and 2000 there were 35,447 small game licenses sold to N.DD,
residents, the residents buy everything for hunting in the state, including guns,
ammo, hunting clothes etc. things the nonresidents bring with them,

The 35,447 resident hunters are right now the silent majority, but they are
starting to grumble. They ate the ones that vote and pay taxes in the state and
should be given first consideration. It should be wildlife management not

wildlife marketing,

Our young hunters need also to be guaranteed a place and opportunity to hunt,
By removing the 14-day restrictions and being overrun by nonresident hunters

their future in hunting N.ID. is in jeopardy.

I hope you will compromise on this bill to miake it fair for all sportsmen
hunting in North Dakota.




ROLOFF RENTAL'S
8619% 82nd s8t. SE
Kulm ND %84%6

6 March 200!
TO: Senate Natural Resources Committee
RE:1 House Bill #1269
I and my husband own Roloff Rental's which specializes in
providing rental of houses to out of state hunters at Kulm, North

Dakota. We have been in business since 1996 and currently have
two different locations.

We are concerned that the passing of House Bill #1269 in {ts
current form will hurt our rental business. A loss of 20% of our
clientel would definately be detrimental to our continued business.

In 3mall towns throughout our area, we have seen economic
development happening due to the increase in the number of out of
state hunters. Undoubtedly this has a large economic impact not
only for us who provide places for them to stay, but also for other
businesses such as the cafe, grocery store, meat market, hotel,
bar, and gas station. Many of these businesses have come to reley
upon hunting season as an extra income for them.

Also, it does not appear that we have too many hunters in

our area. We have not had a problem with overcrowding and welcome
hunters. We have many ducks and geese, and according to current
population trend, we will continue to have a very large huntable
population of both. The game and fish department wants geese to

be harvested in large numbers, ducks will likely get to have the
same problem if they keep increasing. Hunter pressure is necessary
to control the populations,

Our rental business is a suppliment for us as we are a young
couple that 1s engaged in agriculture. We hope to continue 1living
on the family farm. Our hunting rentals was one way we were able
to bring in extra funds, and by doing so we were able to help not
only ourselves but also the general business community and everyone
knows how hard it is to make a living out in our smaller farming
communities.

For these reasons, 1 respectfully ask that House Bill #1269
receive a do not pass vote from the Senate Natural Resource Committee.

Thank You,

@ W /%&?fé

. Cheri Roloff
owner

Roloff Rental's




Dale’s Hardware

P.O. Box 302

03 North Main
Kulm, ND 58456
Ph. (701) 647-2878
Fax (701)647-2215

———

March 6, 2001

To ALL North Dakota lLogislators !!

This letter is concerning Senate Bill #1269 and the
impact it would have on the rural small town economy.

My Hardware Store has benefited greatly by the Influx
of non«resident hunters. The non-resident hunter spends by
far more than the resident hunter fn my store and throughout
our town. Even losing 6 or 10 hunters would make a big

difference.

Every year our town grows more and more with non-
resident hunters. Not only are they coming to Kulm and
spending money in my hardware store, the cafe, gas station,
hotel and liquor establishment, they are also buying property
in town and are returning to our community at other times
of the year, other than just hunting season, Also, fishing
i{s becoming a major reason for the non-resident to return
to the small communities. 1 KNOW T can speak for all the
surrounding small rural towns and say that if Senate Bill
#1269 is passed, it would be "ANOTHER" major economic set
back for the small towns. You as legislators nced to be
thinking more and more of the “Backbone'" of North Dakota,

which is the rural communities.

PLEASE give careful consideration to the negative
impact the passing of this bil1l would be to the economic
development of the small town before you vote for this bill,
Also, please consider that many of these non-resident
hunters have become our friends throughout the years.

Thank you for listening.

Sincerely,

{ o-(( ,‘F\t‘w (\,(-k




PEOPLE'S MEAT MARKET
PO BOX 190
Kulm ND 58456

6 March 2001

TO: Senate Natural Resources Committee

REt House Bill #1269

I and my husband own the People's Meat Market in Kulm,
North Dakota. We are engaged in the processing of both domestic
meats and wild game for private individuals. We also have a
pizzeria and grocery business along with this. We are concerned
that {f this bill passes in its current form, that our business
will be adversely affected due to a loss of business during the

fall of the year.

Our meat market business has become to depend upon the
business brought in in the fall by out of state hunters. We have
worked with ND Game and Fish to help out of state hunters procaess
thelr dally bag limits and to ship it home for them as allowed
under federal regulations. We worked with the Game and Fish
counsel to make sure that our business would not be engaging in
an activity that would not be viewed favorably by our State Game
and Fish Department. In fact, we were encouraged to assist out
of state hunters in processing their game because there are so
many ducks and geese. The population is large, in fact record
numbers, that hunting pressure 1s necessary to have effective
control.

We also sell groceries, meat, cheese, and pizza in good
amounts to hunters in our area. Obviously if we were to take a
20% reduction or more in our business as the current bill would
dictate, it would mean a substancial reduction in the revenues
that we take in. It is hard enough to make a living in small
towns without the loss of further revenues. Further, we would
not be the only business or the only town that would loose money.
All across south central North Dakota this loss would be felt.

I respectfully ask that House Bill #1269 receive a do not
pass vote from the Senate Natural Resources Committee.

Thank You,

U

Linda Hehr
Owner
People's Meat Market
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Bill Wood and I own the Woodhouse Restaurant
am an avid sportsman, especially for waterfowl,

B amaren. -t

I am here
distributi
my reasong:

© BUPPORT HB 1269 that would control the number and
of nonresident waterfowl hunters. The following are

jality of hunting for residents has greatly declined
because of |overcrowding. The number of nonresident waterfowlers
has increased over 4 times in the last decade. Waterfowl are often
concentrated in certain areas and with this dramatic increase in
hunters, tllexre ie flerce competition for places to hunt,

1, The Q™

hecss are now complaining about the incoreased hunting
I hear more say they are posting more land and saying no
because of the increase in nonresidents.

2, Landow|
presnure,
to hunting

3., More land is being leased by nonresidents or by residents to
accommodate nonresidents, This leaves less land for residents to
hunt on, edgpecially 1f you cannot afford to pay hunting fees.

4. Increaged hunting pressure from nonresidents is reducing the
quality of [IND's greatest asset, good and accessible hunting. I am
from Iowa |and a main reason I located here was the waterfowl
hunting. know of others who located here for this same reason.
We talk aljout keeping our young people or attracting others to
relocate hexe, but we are allow.ng one of our greatest attractions
to be ruined by uncontrolled numbers of nonresidents. We don’t
have mountains or beaches or thousands of lakes, we do have some of
the best waterfowl hunting in the country. Why let the value of

one our be

5. Reslde
and fiashi
nonresiden
general ta

from the b

have good
busginesses
paying for

6.
declines.
voting and

Nonres]

t asse" be lost to overcrowding.

t sportsmen, are paying most of the cost of good hunting
g in ND, not the businesses that are promoting more
8. The Game and Fish Department does not receive

revenues and there 1is absolutely no support that comes
siness community. I live here for the opportunity to
hunting, but I am being forced out by nonresidents, 1If
want to increase nonresident activity they need to start
the wildlife programs. A

ldents are here when the hunting is good and gone when it
Residents are here each and every year, paying taxes,
buying licenses. We need to ensure that the quality of

hunting fo

Thank you
help the g
nonresiden

r residents ig the top priority and protected.

for the opportunity to express my views. I urge you to
esident North Dakota hunter by managing the numbers of
ts.
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~J
/q Ogren House Rentals

PO Box 856
Wishek, ND 58498
701-452-2604
djogrenibektel.com

To: Senator Thomas Fischer and Natural Resources Commitiee
From: David and Janine Ogren, Ogren House Rentals Owners

March 07, 2001
Re: HB 1269 Do Not Pass Vote Request

We respectfully request Do Not Pass votes from all senators on the Natural Resources
Committee.

We own and operate two licensed lodges and manage a third lodge in Wishek, North
Dakota. We started the business in 1989 to supplement our incomes and were fooking
forward to making our third year profitable, Now, with the possibility of restrictions on
out-of-state hunting licenses, our business may show a loss rather than a profit for

2001,

Ninety percent of our business comes from out-of-state hunters. In our two years in
business, we have purchased two lodging faciiities as well as computer equipment and
a web site to promote our business. We obtained a loan to finance the start-up
expenses of the business and rely on the 2001 hunting season to repay the loan,

it has been our experience that the hunters whom we have had stay in our facilities
have almost always obtained their limits on a daily basis. There has never been any
indication of anything but an abundance of wildlife for hunting, including ducks, grouse,

and pheasants.

Almost all of the hunters who have stayed in our facilities have ties to North Dakota,
They are either former North Dakota residents or have family in the Wishek area. It
would be unfortunate for them to be unable to obtain hunting licenses, especially when
they were born and raised in North Dakota. We have three sons and hope that if they
choose to follow the trend of young North Dakotans and move out of state that they will
be able to return to North Dakota and purchase North Dakota hunting licenses.

We urge you to vote Do Not Pass on HB 1268,
Qéw,w Cpen / M_




‘ CITY OF
® ishek

P. O. Box 306 - Wishek, N £68495

To: Fifty-seventh Legislative Assembly of North Dakota
From: City of Wishek

Date: March 7, 2001

Subject: House Bill No. 1269

This hunting bill is bad for North Dakota Tourism and tive Economic

Development of rural communities in this state.

. Our small rural communities have an opportunity for new wealth and new

economy,

The passage of this bill will greatly affect the business community of Wishek

because many are dependent on this outside money.

My question, Do we want all our small communities to dry up??
| ask that vou vote NO on House Bill 1269,

Rospectfully Submitted:

Jonna H. Hoclhalter
Mayor
City of Wishek
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THE FREDONIA LODGE ¢« THE FARM HOUSE

6 March 2001

TO:t Senate Natural Resources Committee

RE: House Bill #1269

In McIntosh, Logan, Dickey, and LaMoure Counties, there is
over 45,000 acres of land open to public hunting. These acres
are provided by the Kulm Wetlands Management District. This
land is within a 50 mile radius of the Fredonia lLodge in
Fredonia, pop. 63 and The Farmhouse near Kulm, pop. 530. This
area, known as the prairie pothole region has many hundreds of
small and large bodies of water. All of Lhe small towns in
this area benefit from the waterfowl hunters who came here.
They patronize the cafes, gas stations, bars, hardware stores,
and grocery stores. They benefit the state,buying hunting
licenses. The Fredonia Lodge and The Farmhouse pay license
fees and collect sales tax for the state, as do others.

This 18 an industry that is still growing. It brings money
into the state and benefits small towns, which we all want to
keep viable. Out of state hunters are eager to come here, they
are happy to leave their money behind. I have asked several
1f they met other hunters while hunting. Thelr reply was
perhaps one group or none. There are still not too many
waterfowl hunters here.

I respectfully ask that House Bill #1269 receive a 40 not
pass vote from the Senate Natural Resources Committee.

Thank You,

. y
/M ngow f ,Qﬂgg\ | ey a;s.!‘u

Marjorie Flegel
Manager

6BBG3 751h SUSE & Kulm, NI SB456-9746 ¢ 01647283
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Wishek Job Development Authority

PO Box 466 - Wishek, ND 68496-0466 + Ph./FAX: 701 /4562-2371 - Cell: 701/ 321-2371 - e-all: ibek@beklal com

March 7, 2001

TO:  Members of the Senate “
Natural Resources Commitiee

RE: HB 1269
To whom it may concern:

I am writing in support of efforts to kilt H131269, which deals with limiting the number of non-resident
waterfow! licenses in North Dakota.

1 do not hunt, therefore | can’t speak from that perspective. However, | am aware of the concerns of

ting enthusiasts, and the emotional nature of hunting issues relative to fee hunting, posting land and

-residents encroaching on land that has historically been considered “there for the locals.” Those are
1ssues to be dealt with, to be sure. However 1 view HIB1269 as an cconomic issue as much as a hunting
issue. It is from that perspective that | write this letter.

As an cconomic development coordinator for my community the past two years, and a Wishek business
owner for ning years prior to that, | have had countless discussions with business owners about how tough
economic times have become. This isn’t news to anyone who has spent time in rural North Dakota. The
people are no longer here in numbers sufficient to allow the economic growth many of our business owners
have experienced in the past, and they’re feeling it.

Money makes the world go ‘round. It always has and it always will. Businesses everywhere are getting
pinched by higher operating costs, higher cost of goods, higher wages (o employees. Small town business
owners struggle even more because they must also deal with a shrinking customer base and an increasing
lack of loyalty among the customers they have left.

Our economy needs new dollars injected into it. Non-resident hunters have had a significant impact on
my local business community, from the grocery store to the gas pump, We have three restaurants, three
bars, a hotel, three gas stations and about a dozen property owners who provide lodging to hunting partics
who are the direct beneficiaries of these people. They choose to come to North Dakota to vacation, to relax
and recreate, and to spend money. These dollars turn in our community g while before leaving, and they are
having a positive impact, If HB1269 successfully restricts the number of non-resident licenses, it stands to
reasont that our community will see fewer non-resident hunters, fewer rooms rented, fewer meals and
beverages consumed, fewer gallons of gas pumped and fewer rings of' the famous Wishek sausage pur-

sed.
now for a fuct there are a staggering number of deer and waterfowl in this region of the state, so the
ssue of there not being enough hunting for everyone is & weak one, in my opinion. As | said, do take a look

‘l




at whether or not fee hunting and posting land is causing problems for resident hunters. But please do that

separately from this bill,
ecreational tourism—hunting and fishing—is the most dominant and abundant natural resource this part of

h Dakota has. It is the purest form of economic development | can see for my region, and we need the

!ecdom to promote it.

Respectfully,

Tom Lovik
Wishek Job Development Authority




D BAR LODGE
6603 County Road 66
Kulm ND 58456

7 March 2001

RE: Senate Natural Resources Committee
RE: House Bill #1269

I am the owner of the D Bar Cattle Company at Kulm, North
Dakota which is located in South Central North Dakota. As a
suppliment to ranch income, we remodeled a bunkhouse and turned
it into a hunting lodge. This coming season will be our first
year in business.

I never thought that a business venture of mine would be
placed in jeopardy because of legislation, especially one which
was tied into an agricultural business. My family has been
ranching in North Dakota for over 100 years, but economic
conditions have forced us to look at different types of income
and diversity on our ranch.

I also hunt, my family has a long tradition of hunting in
our area. What I don't understand 1is that it i1s being claimed that
there isn't any place left to hunt. I have not seen this problem,
I have not run into anyone else or have had my hunting area
overrun by other out of state hunters. Ducks, we have record
numbers of ducks. Currently there are more ducks then we have
hunting pressure for. I just don't see where the problems are
that #1269 was created to cure,

I have seen in our area other family farmers starting hunting
related businesses as a way to suppliment there incomes. There is
no quesgtion that making a living on a farm or ranch is a lot harder
then it used to be and that the opportunities to diversify are few,
so why when we develope a business should we have legislation that
could destroy it?

Currently #1269 will reduce the number of out of state hunters
in our area by at least 20%. That 1is our profit margin, without 1t
I don't know if we could afford to run a lodge. We already have
reservations for this fall and I was looking forward to a good
gseason., I don't want to loose that income and I have already had
gome of our hunters questioning what will happen if this bill
becomes law and hu. thelr party will be effected,.

1 don't think the time for this bill has come. If I saw that
there was a problem, I would agree with it, but there is no problem
in our area. I respectfully ask that House Bill #1269 receive a
do not pass vote from the Senate Natural Resources Committee.

T You,

, S A e
David N, Ogren’ - Manager
D Bar Lodge




D & A LOUNGE
3 Centennial St. N.
Wishek ND 58495

7 March 2001
T0: Senate Natural Resources Committee

RE: House Bill #1269

I am the owner of the D & A Lounge in Wishek, North Dakota
Wishek is a smaller rural community in South Central North Dakota.
I am concerned with the above entitled legislative bill because
it proposes to limit the number of out of state waterfowl hunting
1icenses that would be issued by our state.

1 believe that the out of state hunters, that come in every
year, boost cur local economy. 1 know that my business definately
benefites frem it and I don't want to see this disappear.

I respectfully ask that House Bi1l #1269 receive a do not
pass vote from the Senate Natural Resources Committee.

Thank You,

Ryt

Dale Afpperspach
Owner
D & A Lounge




March 7, 2001
To Whom It May Concern:

I think that the bill is a bad idea. Small towns like Wishek really enjoy
tourism and any publicity that we may receive. The hunters have brought a
lot of revenue to many Wishek businesses. These businesses also enjoy and
welcome these hunters who continue o patronize their establishinents.
They welcome the hunters with a week or two filled with relaxation, good
food, and small town fun. Therefore, I think we should not limit how many

licenses we are giving out to hunters.

Sincerely

AL LR

Mary Wald
Assoclation of Commerce President




. Senate Natural Resources Cominittee:

In behalf of the North Dakota Professional Guides and Outfitters Association I would like
to express the following viewpoints on HB1269:

1. The Guides and Outfitters Association was opposed to this Bill in its original
form before the House Natural Resources Committee. Only in its present
Engrossed version did we move our position from opposed to neutral. It should
now be noted that if considering any further amendments to be placed upon this
Bill, that would be detrimental to the operations of Guides and Qutfitters, would
cause us once again to take up a position of strong opposition to this proposed
Legislation,

. The Guides and Outfitters Association does still have individual members that
would want us to testify as opposed to this Bill even in its present amended form.
The Association respects the individual members rights to testify in opposition to
this Bill and encourages these individual Guides to do 50 at the Senate Natural
Resources Committee Hearing,

. HB1269 as amended calls for a season long Non-resident waterfow! license in
Zone 1. This seems to be in sharp contrast to the intent of the Bill which was to
restrict Non-resident waterfow] hunting traffic in the State of ND. The Guides and
Outfitters Association would like the committee to seriously consider removing
this portion of the Bill as we feel this would cause Non-residents to lease large
chunks of land if they were able to obtain season long licenses.

Thanks for your consideration,
James L Nagel
Lobbyist Registration #369
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North Dakota Game and Fish Department Testimony
House Bill 1269

This bill involves setting up a zone system for nonresident waterfow! hunters and sets a quota for
each zone. The Department is neutral on this legislation, If the Department would establish a
restrictive system like this through the Governor's proclamation for waterfowl hunting, we would
be accused of being anti-economic development in a state that needs all the economic help it can
get. By having a liberal nonresident licensing system like we have, the Department is accused
of not helping resident hunters and of wanting the money from the nonresident license sales,

This is a controversial policy decision for the State of North Dakota and we welcome your help
in making it. This bill may be a tool you want to use.

Attached you will find a zone map ana 1 listing to the 1999 and 2000 nonresident waterfow!
license sales information compared to the zone limits in this bill. As you can see, only zones 2
and 3 would see a reduction in license sales to nonresidents, The Department’s licensing system
will be able to handle this zone system with few changes and little additional cost. Since two of
these units will probably reach their maximum number, licenses will not be available focally for
nonresident huntets.

The fiscal note shows a reduction of $190,000 per bicnnium for the Game and Fish Department,
This reduction will not have a significant impact on Department operations. Revenue from
nonresident hunting license sales will continue at a very high level.

One point needs to be clarified for this bill, On page 1, lines 15 and 16, nonresidents are allowed
to have two 7 duy hunting periods in a specified zone. For example, a nonresident hunter may
hunt for 7 days in October in Zone 3 and for another 7 day period in November, The
Department’s interpretation is that because of the quota system, nonresldents will only be able to
hunt in one zone, We would like somne guldance on this if you want us to handle this in any

other manner.

Conflict with HB 1468 - HB 1468 establishes a 14 day period for nonresident small game
licenses, HB 1269 states, *a combination nonresident all season waterfow! and nonresident
small game hunting license allows hunting in zone 1." Does it allow all season hunting for both
waterfow] and small game in zone 1 or can the nonresident hunt small game statewide all season
long or for 14 days only?
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HB 1269
Nonresident Waterfow! Hunting Licenses

HB 1269 divides North Dakota into three zones and sets maximum nonresident waterfow! hunter
levels for each. See the attached map of the zones. The bill significantly cuts the number of
nonresident waterfow! hunters in zones 2 and 3. It increases the number of licenses in zone 1.

HB 1269 1999 Level(Est.) 2000 Level (Est.)
Zone | 13,000 11,000 12,500
Zone 2 2,500 2,800 3,175
Zone 3 8,000 8,200 9,325
Total 23,500 22,000 25,000

HB 1269 establishes two new licenses for zone 1 only. These are a nonresident all season
waterfow] hunting license costing $130 and a combination nonresident all season waterfow] und
small game hunting license costing $170. These all season licenses are not avaiiable fur zones 2
and 3.

Related Bill

The current fee for the 14 day nonresident waterfowl and small game license is $85. HB 1269
does not change this but HB 1468 does. HB 1468 makes major changes in the nonresident small
game and waterfowl licensing system. Currently a nonresident who has the Certificate, general
game and habitat license($10), a small game license($75) and a 14 day waterfow! license($10)
can hunt for a total cost of $95. A nonresident who hunts upland game, but not waterfowl must
pay $85 for licenses, HB 1468 changes this so that a nonresident who hunts both upland game
and waterfowl would pay $140. Those hunting only waterfowl would pay $95 and those huniing
only upland game would pay $95. This would be an insignificant change for those hunting only
upland game or only waterfov'l. It would be an increase of $45 for those who hunt both,

HB 1468 also limits nom 2sident upland game hunters to 14 days per license. More than one

license may be purchased per year, Currently nonresident upland game hunters may hunt the
entire season. HB 1468 also increases nonresident fishing licenses starting in 2002,

Supporters View of HB 1269

Supporters of this bill are mainly from the southern half of the state, These fnlks strongly
believe that there are far too many nonresident waterfowl hunters in North Dakota, The
strongest suppott seems to be from the Bismarck and lamestown areas. Suppotters think that




many North Dakota residents are being pushed out of their places to hunt by nonresident hunters
and by hunting guides who are leasing prime waterfowl areas for their mainly nonresident
custoiners.

Opponents View of HB 1269

Opponents state that rural North Dakota needs economic help and that the fall hunting seasons
are a tremendous boost to local businesses. It not only has helped existing businesses, but it has
resulted in the construction of lodges and creation of new jobs 1o support the hunting guide
operations.

Note: Both sides made strong appearances at the House Natural Resources committee hearing.
Also note that this is a people(resident vs. nonresident) issue, not a wildlife resource issue.
Waterfowl populations and water conditions are at record high levels.




P.O. Box 879
Highway 2 Easl

‘VILS LAKE AREA Devils Lake, Noith Dakota 58301
|AMBER OF COMMERCE Phone (701) 662-4903
Fax (701) 662-2147

Date: March 8, 2001

Subject: FIB 1269
From: Devils Lake Chamber of Commerce and Tourism Committee

To: Chairman Tom Fisher and Senate Natural Resource Committee Members

The Devils Lake Area Chamber of Commerce and the Devils Lake Tourism Commitice
are recommending a do not pass on HB1269. Although there are pieces of this Bill we
would support alone, the Bill in its present form has the potential to hurt our efforts at
developing and maintaining the tourism industry related to waterfow! hunting for both
nonresident and resident hunters in our state. As part of our testimony, [ have included
two articles that recently appeared in our organization’s membership newsletter. These
articles address the issues related to resident/nonresident hunter conflict from our
perspective. The following is a list of why we oppose this Bill:

»  When using the year 2000 season estimated numbers, this Bill is a net loss of
over 4,000 nonresident hunters. Given the historically high water levels
throughout the state, which effectively distributes hunters over a wider
geographic areq, we feel that there is room for an expansion, not a reduction, of
total number of hunters,

» We also believe that if a cap on total nonresident hunters is at some point

initiated the cap should be statewide and not by zones. This would allow

communities, hunting outfitters or businesses equal opportunity to atiract the
nonresident customer to their area or business. The community of Devils Lake,
which has invested significant amounts of our tourism promotional money
developing this area of tourism and the businesses in this area who have shifted
their business plans to accommodate these nonresident tourist, should not be
unfairly penalized for being successful. State government should not be in the
business of directing our customers to other areas of the Stace.

Under the Bill's emergency clause nonresident hunters who have secured next

year's accommodations or outtitters with a deposit may not be guaranteed a

license.

» Hunters who hunt with a group or fumily members from this state may not get a
license. This could cause us to lose the entire party of hunters to another state or
our Canadian competition,

v

For these reasons, it is the position of our organization that this committee recommend a

. do not pass. Thank you for the opportunity to present our testimony.,




PO Bux 879
Highwity @ East

EV'LS LAKE AREA Davils Lake, North Dakols Hss01
Phone (701) 66249043
.lAMBER OF COMMERCE Fa; (701) (;(:;3-214'/

“Battle is Brewing Over Out-of-State Hunters"
A community economic development perspective
Part |
By Randy Frost
Devils Lake Avea Chamber of Commerce
Executive Vice-president

Over the last seven years our region has suffered from a yearly flood fight. The
opposition to managing the water and minimizing damage has cffectively blocked any
efforts by the Lake Region. We have weathered many years of agricultural downturns.
Out-migration from the rural areas to the larger cities or out-of-state continues to be a
problem. Given these realities, the Chamber's Tourism Committee, the Chamber Board
of Direciors, Spirit Lake Tribe, business owners from all over the basin and farmers have
begun a transition. We are trying to use the lake and all the water in the basin as an asset
not & liability. This effort has produced strong and steady growth in our tourism industry.
It has generated millions of dollars annually into our economy. Just as important, it has
helped many of the smaller communities and helped to diversify farm operations.

Unfortunately, our new efforts are under attack. Sportsmen organizations from the
Highway 94 communities feel that out-of-state hunters and, 1o a lesser degree, fishermen
are negatively impacting their ability to hunt or fish in the State. They feel that the
hunters from other states are leasing or buying land and they also feel that the sheer
numbers of hunters are creating way too much competition for the available resources. In
fairness to these organizations and their membership there probably is a little truth to both
arguments, but there is much more to the story then they present.

We know that their membership is made-up of hard working North Dakotans, who raise
their families, support their communities and pay their taxes. They can and should have a
voice in the direction the hunting tradition is headed. All we are asking is that they
consider working with the people who live here year around and not just during the
hunting or fishing seasons. These groups have hired lobbyist stationed in Bismarck
supporting restrictive legislation or they oppose legislation that will enhance our tourism
etforts.




Let us talk about some of their complaints. Many hunters from North Dakota feel that we
have too many hunters in the field, particularly from out-of-state. Take a look at the
graph below. As you can see in 1975-1979 we averaged approximately 65,000 resident
hunters and 8,000 non-residents for a total of 73,000 hunters. In 1999 we had about
39,000 resident hunters and 22,000 non-residents for a total of 61,000 hunters. As you
can see there are 12,000 fewer hunters in our state then in the late 70's. For years | have
heard that the reason resident hunters quit hunting was because of non-resident
competition. The graph clearly shows that resident hunters fell dramatically during the
time of few non-resident bunters. Non-resident hunters have been blamed unfairly for
this decline and in fact scem to be more loyal/die-hard waterfow! sportsmen than our own
local hunters. Even during low water periods and the steel shot controversy they
continued to visit the state.

Waterfowl Hunters
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(The resident/nonresident waterfow!l hunier numbers are from the Game and Fish Departnwent).

In Part 11, I will continue this discussion and talk about land leasing, economic impacts
and the revenue generated for our Game & Fish Department from non-resident hunters.

In closing, I hope you will remember that our most famous non-resident hunter was
Teddy Roosevelt. He fell in love with this State (Territory) and had a big impact on our
history. Hunting and fishing may be the marketing tool that will bring the next big
company to North Dakota. We can talk about our state’s quality of life all we want, but if
nobody sees it, they will not move here,

|
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“Battle is Brewing Over Out-of-State Hunters"
A community economic development perspective

Part 11
By Randy Frost
Devils Lake Area Chamber of Commerce
Executive Vice-president

In last month's Part 1 article, | discussed the growing conflict between resident hunters
and nonresident hunters and the businesses and communities dependent on the revenue
generated from these visitors. As | indicated last month the truth is we have far fewer
hunters in the state than we did in the late 70's. During this period we had almost 12,000
more waterfowl hunters in the fleld than we do today. What is bothering the resident
hunter is that the percentage of nonresident hunters is much closer.” If you are trying to
hunt a field or pothole and the guy that beats you to the spot is a North Dakotan you don't
get as frustrated as when the licenses plate is from Minnesota or Wisconsin. The net
result in both cases is that you will not be hunting there but it makes people feel better if

there is a bad guy.

I have been reviewing some of the material distributed by the North Dakota Sportsmen's
Alltance; they appear o be the most aggressive group trying to limit access to
nonresidents. I have read through their material and for the most part 1 think the statistics
they use are accurate but 1 question their projections for the future. A case in point is
their projection of the number of nonresident hunters they say will be in the state by
2010. They believe there will be approximately 50,000 nonresidents by 2005 and they
believe there will be more than 88,000 by 2010, This is just not realistic. Where would
these hunters stay? We do not have enough motel rooms in the waterfow! hunting areas
most frequented by nonresidents to exceed the numbers we are currently attracting. 1
believe we are close to peaking for nonresidents. Any change in waterfow! numbers or
habitat will probably reduce the current number of nonresidents.

They also compare out state with South Dakota, Montana and Colorado, as far as
restrictions to nonresidents. South Dakota limits the number of nonresidents waterfow!
hunters to 4,000 licenses. What they do not tell you is that this state attracts more than
70,000 nonresident pheasant hunters, An agreement has been struck to balance
local/nonresident hunters between these two game species. Can you imagine the battle in
South Dakota if there was an effort to severely restrict nonresident pheasant hunters? In
‘ Colorado they highlight a cap on elk tags in the first 30 years. Comparing North Dakota




to Colorado is ridiculous. The population growth and urban expansion in that state over
the last 30 years is one of the highest in the nation. If our state or our communities were
growing at their pace we would not be so dependent on hunters/fisherman to help support
our economy.,

What is the economic impact of nonresident waterfowl hunting to our state's ecconomy? |
will use the same figures that the Sportsmen's Alliance use. They estimate there were
approximately 26,000 nonresident hunters in our state. If each hunter spent
$705/hunter/season this would generate a total of $18,330,000. This infusion of new
dollars into our state (using the most conservative multiplier of 3) has a 55 million dollar
impact. It is important to note that most of this 55 million is spent in rural North Dakota
where our cconomy is in the most trouble. Small towns with a motel, gas station,
hardware store or cafe see economic activity that they just would not see if not for the
nonresident hunter. Hunters are also offering farmers an opportunity to diversify their
operations. Hunting lodges, guide services and fee hunting, although not popular with
resident hunters, is creating new economic activity on farms and in small towns,

An additional benefit to our state from these visitors is the economic impact to our Game
and Fish Department. During most of the late 70's and through the mid 90's we averaged
about 6,000 nonresident hunters per year. Their licenses generated about $570,000
annually. With the current 26,000 licenses sold it generates $2,470,000 annually. Our
Game and Fish Department is one of the best in the country but for them to do their job
takes revenue. I am sure that some of the money generated by out of state hunting
licenses has helped with habitat restoration, education programs and maintaining high
quality personnel. A significant loss in revenue by a decrease in nonresident hunters will
have to be made up with increases in our licenses or a reduction in Game and Fish

programs.

In conclusion, I hope our members will continue to support our efforts at maintaining
reasonable access for our visiting waterfowlers. Any discussion of limiting the access to
our region is going to meet with suff opposition from our organization. Losing this battle
could cost our region millions of dollars annually let's not let it happen.
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Chairman Fischer, members of the Natural Resource Committee. 1'm Jeril.ynn Hidalgo, owner
of Omega Motel in LaMoure, ND. | have been asked to represent a portion of the lodging
industry in North Dakota. Speaking in behalf of over 1000 business owners that would be

ectly affected by House Bill 1269,

Afler polling over 1000 hotels, motels, Bed and Breakfasts, Inns and lodges, most of which are
in the rural communities, the results of the poll are as follows:

98% were completely opposed
1.9% felt it would not impact their business in either direction

| individual was in favor of House Bill 1269 (Zone |)

Of the 98% opposed to the bill, the vast majority expressed grave concern of being able to stay
open after the reduction, or so-called caps put on nonresident waterfowl licensing.

For example:
My motel receives 50% of its annual income from nonresident hunters. This equates to over

$60,000 annually or $3,000 of state tax revenue,
®) v/ hrder/
The mﬂg‘ﬂwﬁmlocated in relies heavily on nonresident hunters consisting of 90% of

his annual revenue.

The Sheyenne Valley Lodge located in Goodrich, ND generates $250,000 annual revenue from
nonresident hunters alone. This is over $12,000 in tax revenue for the state of North Dakota,

.e Dakota Inn located in Jamestown, ND will loose 20% of its annual business.

As you can see from the brief cxamples given, a significant amount of revenue are

directly affected by House Bill 1269 will directly affect revenues.
Our poll indicates conservatively 50% of the lodging industry revenues are generated
from nonresident hunters. That equates to $315,000 of state tax revenues identificd in our poll

alone,
(6,000,000 in waterfow! income)

Some would have you believe that House Bill 1269 only slightly reduces the number of
nonresident hunters annually. However, proposed Zone 2’s cap of 2,500 of the 8,000 expected
annually falls short by 5,500.

Additionally, failure of one hunter’s ability to acquire a license can result in an entire

group of hunters going elsewhere for their recreation.

To quote one of the many letters received:
On behalf of my 8 hunting partners, relatives and me. [ wanted to thank you for the last

4 years of your hospitality. It was a pleasure staying in your communities while we went duck
hunting, goose hunting, and fishing each October. It saddens me that your State Senators, State
Representatives, and Game and Fish Department have determined that you are independently
wealthy and as a result, will no longer welcome the majority of nonresident hunters and fall

‘hermen in your area.
It is with great concern for the state of North Dakota as well as rural North Dakota that

we are asking for your support in defeating House Bill 1269,
Nonresident waterfow] hunting has become an economic boost for rural North Dakota, It




" may not be obvious to this committee just how devastating House Bill 1269 will be to rural
North Dakota communities.

’, The loss of revenue from license fees may not affect the Fish and Game Department that
"Th

ch but licensing fees are only a small part of what nonresident hunters spent in this state.
e money earned from lodging, meals, gas, supplies and souvenirs is helping rural arcas

survive,

We believe that hunting is one of North Dakota’s major exports. House Bill 1269 puts
that export in serious risk and has absolutely no value added for the state of North Dakota.

Why risk the fate of rural North Dakota for little or no return.

Thank you Chairman F ischer and Senate Natural Resource Committee for your time.
We urge you to give House Bill 1269 a “do not pass” recommendation.

T
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LaMoure Chamber of Commerce
LaMoure, North Dakota 58458

March 5, 2001
To Whom it May Concern,

It is with the greatest concern for the community of LaMoure and its surrounding area, as
well as for the economy of all of rural North Dakota, that we are asking for your support
for a “NO” Vote on HB #1269,

Non-Resident waterfowl hunting has become an economic boost for rural North Dakota.
It seems rather urban-like o take what rural North Dakota has made into new economic
development for rural arcas and small towns, and try to restrict or put a cap on its growth,
This Bill will not affect larger cities of the state, but it will have a dramatic impact on

rural areas.

The reasons given for this Bill scem inappropriate at this time. Why reduce the number
of out of state hunters when the waterfow! population is at an all time high? It is so high,
in fact, that we have a non-restricted spring goose scason,

The loss of revenue from license fees may not affect the State Game and Fish Department
that much, but licensing fees are only a small part of what the non-resident hunter spends
in this state. The money carned from lodging, meals, gas, supplies and souvenirs is
helping rural areas survive, Hunters return during other times of the year to visit or
vacation in these small, friendly communities.

Keep North Dakota on the map. Let’s not forget that many of these “non-residents” were
once our children, who have been forced to leave this fine state because of a lack of good

jobs or opportunities to raise a family here. Now with HB #1269, we want (o restrict
their return back to their home state to hunt.

Support rural North Dakota with a “NO” vote on HB #1269,
Sincerely,
anni M. e

Jéanne M. Witt
[LaMoure Chamber & Retailers, President
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March 2001

Frone  Oskes Ares Chamber of Commerce
R HB 1249

To: Thomas Fiecher
Chairman! Natural Resources Committes

The Oakes Area Chamber of Commerce would fike 10 requast that you conskier carefully your Yote on
HB 1269 concerning the reduction of nan-residem hunting Kconies in the southern sector of North Dakots,

‘his area of our wtats ks weli known for the plentifvl wikitfe population and the. yood huntir.; that wiklife
popuistion brings. Munting in our ares is of sconomic benefit not only to the lodging, gas, and eating facilicies but
i aleo produces ravenue for the retal sector, Wa have in the paxt fow years seen an increase in hunting lodges
to sscommodate our out-of-state huntars, These lodges are good for our area and good fur business in our ymall
communities, bringing valusble out-of-state doliars to our retsli establishments.

This area of our state would see 8 severe deciine In our scoaarny H this bill were to be rmade into aw. A
potential twanty percent (20%) hit in the pocketbook of any rural business could mean the demise of many emall
omtarprises.

. it does rot seem right, in our estinution, to reduce out-of-stxta censes in the southern sector of out
state and increase them in the northern sector, We feel it I not necessary to reduce the number of out-of-state
Uconsas instied in sy ares of North Dakots but continue as we have in the past.

Therefore the Oakas Area Chamber of Commerce Baard of Directors, acting on behalf of the
membership, has vatad requesting our legisiture to defest HB 1269, and let aur buainesses thrive and prow by
enabling us to continue to sarve our out-of-state huntars as we have always done,

Sincerely,

Mariens Bohannon, - President
Oalos Area Chamber of Commerce
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Becky J. eldiuger
Ashley City Coordinator
PO Box 97

| Ashiey, ND 58413
§ 70)-288-3047
AP R4l 3 FAX: 701.288.-3416
al&/ ..4".4!4:;4‘/«::'/ ¥ Emall: cll. ]

To the Senators and Represontatives of the North Dakota Legisiature:

I would like to express my grave concern over the passage in the House of Representatives of
HB 1269. 1 feel this bill is a detriinent to the economic development dollars from tourism and
recreation, [f we limit the nmnber of available nonresident licenses for waterfowl, this could
severely impact many of the small, nural communities who depend on the income from hunters
duting hunting season. I belleve there are mote than enough ducks and geess to fulflil the
current number of Heensos and do not belleve that culting back on the number is an intelligent

thing to do.

In this state, we are trying to promote tourism and recreation as a way of bringing in more out.
of-state money for economic development and growth. To e, passage of this bill is the exact
opposite goal of what we have been trying to do. If we limit the number of licenses, there will be
less money and people coming into the state, ]t is also important to remernber that there will be
less money coming to the North Dakota Game and Fish Departmett, and if we want 1o continue
to grow tourism, they play a big part in this game, With the depletion of the license funds, they
cannot be as effective in this arena than if they had the funds to work with.

I think it is important to realize that we 1.eed to consider all of the people who might be affected
by this bill, not just a few local hunters or land owners who do not want to share the bounty, of
which there is more than enough. I live in the South Central area of the state, and thete is no
lack of ducks or geese anywhere in this region, and if they are not harvested properly, there are
many more problems attached to that scenaria,

Please settously consider the long-term consequenoces of this bill and veto it in the Senate. We
need to have people who are thinking of the welfare of all the citizens, not just a fow selfish

ones!

Sincerely,

Ashley City Coordinator




TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN,

NON-RESIDENT WATERFOWL HUNTERS GIVE A
BIG BOOST TO THE SMALL TOWN ECONOMY
THROUGH THEIR SUPPORT OF THE LOCAL
BUSINESSES. OUR SMALL TOWN DOESN’T HAVE
ANY VACANT HOUSES BECOMING “EYE-SORES”.
NON-RESIDENT HUNTERS ARE THE REASON.
THEY HAVE PURCHASED THESE HOMIES, MADIE
THEM LIVABLE, KEEP UP THE YARDS, PAY TAXES,
AND PAY WATER, SEWER, AND GARBAGE TO THE
CITY.

I OWN AN RV PARK IN GACKLE, ND. ITPUT IN
THE FACILITY AS A SERVICE I THOUGHT THE
COMMUNITY NEEDED. I NEVER INTENDED IT TO
BE A “MONEY MAKER” . BUT A BIG THANK YOU
TO THE NON-RESIDENT WATERFOWL HUNTERS.
THE PAST TWO YEARS THE RV PARK HAS DONE
WELL SOLELY DUE TO THESE HUNTERS. 1 LOOK
FORWARD EACH YEAR FOR THEIR RETURN,

32CERELY, ;

DAVID RIVINIUS
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From Ciuane L. Wilooy
City Center Mot
Devile Lake, N, 583U1

To Whom it iy concorn | was asked what ! thought on the niatter of the Ligesiative bill # 1269, and my feolings
are Lt it shauld be stopped 2nd study for some tme 4 1t doesn't ke 10 the effeats ot it futs on the Tocal people

t1ying to make o hving in s siate and especinly n our part of the state

| teel that 1 this bilt was glven mare rtme (0 be studted. 1t coudd come vut with sotiy svunvinical value by
state and to the small towns tiat make a ving dunng ihe months of ey, thin Nov. , many of the smat! and
mediamn motels have a great need for the hunter< and this makes our yeas

As the price of natiral gas will niot 50 dows 10 116 Dvercges of last year, we notw need thuie busiiess more that
evet, and tol hava it taker away by senie who arc jist plerested i their own small part of e shae, idlso who use
any and all confusiv. nd untruths

At U6 time ¢ feed thar 1 can sprsk for the motel of this conamaniny of which theie are seven i Devils Lake, with
a Jasge part of the employment of this ¢ty .

Thanl§ You, N
. ‘ g 5
'(/(»(J«("(Z: 2 {,4.’/(/{(4'?}\/ .

Miane L Wilcay, Owner ane Manage)

-
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Charles Drea L h
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I, Charles Drenth, believe that House Bill 1269 will affect my business and
the state of North Dakota in the following ways.

My business will suffer loss of sales in ammunition and weapons.

The effects op the state of North Dakota would be extreme,

There will be a large loss of sales tax revenue, cutting funding for smportant
and essentia) state supported programs and institutions.

A large number of small businesses will be forced to close due to a reduction

in ihcome. These closures will cause a nepative impact on rural

. communities.
I am opposed to HB 1269 and believe that this bill should not be allowed to
pass.




March &, 2001

Testimony to the Natural Resource Committee:

We want you {o know that HB #1269 is not in our best interest as land owners. We live
on a farm/ranch and have relatives and friends from out of state that enjoy coming to
see us ---- attend our football games ---- spend money in our community and duck hunt
on our land. The way we read HB #1269 -- it could mean that our friends/relatives could
be sent to another location --- this is not right.

Why did this bill come about? Did someone not get their Duck? | know of lots of places
to hunt - no they are not right along side a road --- you have to walk a little --- but

. beautiful birds are therelll!
We should be glad people come to our state to hunt --- they leave alot of money here -
shopping, eating, going to bars and staying at hotels. The hunting lodges and guides
make their living off of the hunting in ND.

Don't worry, North Dakota will probably get in one of those dry cycles and all the lakes
and ponds will dry up and then you in Bismarck will be crying that no one comes to our
statelll Waell --we have a natural attraction called water, birds and beautiful fall sunsets
-~ Let's promote itlll After our friends left this past fall there were still alot of ducks at

our placel|

We always post our land and then aliow the hunters (our friends and those that stop and
visit with us) to hunt in the areas where we do not have cattle. This bill will change all of
that and then | am not sure what our reaction will bel

We are asking you to help defeat #1269 and feed this this "bill" to the birds!IH!!!

468 county Road 66
Alfred, ND 58454

. 701-485-3581
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Dear Friends of McLean and Sharidan Counties, 2-20-2001

On behalf of my 8 hunting pariners, relallves and me, | wantad to thank you for the (ast 4 yesrs of
your hospitality. |t wes e pleasure slaying in your communtties while wo went duck hunting,
goose hunting and fishing each Oclober. it saddens me that your State Senators, State
Repraseniatives, and Game and Fish Depanment have determined that you are Independenttly
weeithy and as e rosuit, will no longer welcome the majority of norn-resident hunters to your
County. { am curlous as to how you wlii be able (o sustain a 56% drop in waterfowl hurnters and
fall fisherman in your area this fall? You see, HB (House Bill) 1269 has passed one level of your
State Govarrnmaent and is set 10 pass the second leve! aoon, unless you act now. MB 1269
restricts, which for all practical purposes eliminales, 56% of the non-resident waterfowl licenses
from Zone 3. Quite simply, this means tess tourlsts, lass monay spenl, and lass income for your
titizens. Uitimately of course, it means higher texes for you too.

Here I8 how it will work: Las! year and historically, your county and the surrounding counties wete
In 2one 3 of the welerfow! area as it applies to the ND non-resident hunting zone. The Stiate of
ND had no lirmit on the number of non-resident waterfow! hunlers (some might even call us
tourists). Overall, lhe Game and Fish Department sold approximately 27,000 non-resivent
licenses at a cosi of $96 each The current proposed legislation would reduce the totel allowable
number of non-resident hunters 10 22,000, per a conversation with your game and figh
representative this moming. The real eys opensr is this; Last year aporaximately 9,000 nons
resldent waterfowlers received gama licenses in Zone 3. Prasently, that Is scheduled to drop to
4,000 licenses, or a 66% raduction In vistors for you, affective this fall. Zone 2 wlil have a very
small drop In licenses ahd 2one 1 will ramain the same, per your geme and fish depariments besl
astimate of the final ragulations. 50 here gre a faw things 1o think gbout the Impac!t of this bill,

#1. Why does the Garrison motel and simiar establishments pay 2% of their tex to premote

fourism In North Dakota? If 8 person connol secure a license they will not come to vislt, The
gross and net doliars spent In North Dakota are zerc. This is similar tc the Federal Government
paying North Carolina tobaced tarmers a subsidiary, and then the Federal Government suing the
tobacco companies, Seems inconsistent to me and not the bast use of your tax payer pad

tourism dolliars.

#2, Who suffers the most? Certainly the rural communities. They need the economic
developmaent the most and will suffer the most net iosses of dollars and jobs., Why di those
young people move to bigger cities? Well, what would you do if you could not get a job?

73, Whe is effected? Qbvisusly the hotal cwner, the rental car company and arport in Bismarck.
Oh, did you forpet about that air Uoket tax and car rental tax | paid? How about the 3 meals a day

wo sle 8L ihe 4 ssasons restaurant? How about the gas purchases across the Stele from Fargo to

the Cenex and Amoco stations in tawn? How aboul the fishing guides we booked of the

groceries we bought at the Supervalu sioras in Washburn and Garrison? Yhose are faily

obvibus, but what ebolt the not 8o apparent? How about the $20 in cash that | paid the hotel

mald to clean the inside of my rental vehicle for 1 $/4 hours worth of work? Mow aboul the farmor

and his wife who have arihritis, can not hunt anymare, but love the ducks and geese | share with

lhem every yaar from their own pond? How about the fermers thal we buy smail gitts of food and

tlothing for as a sign of our appreclation? And what about my friend Larry? He grew up In Fargo .
and livad there 38 years, He moved across ihe Reg River (a8t year and wili now be a ron- .
resident hunter, If he can get a license, You see Larry and a bunch of guys bought a8 house In

Qakes for hunting only a few years back. Thoy pay property taxes and yet do not consums tha

amount of services like a parly who lives there yaar round. And what about those sons of yours

ihet moved 1o Minnesota or [finois for a job afier colfege? They used to come home for @ visit In

the fall ant! hunt 160, Maybe thay won't vish as ofien? How does this all help your economy and

touriam?




#4. What doas the math tall us? $100 per non-hunler cense times 5,000 less licenses.

$100 X 5,000 » $600,000.00 LESS TAX DOLLARS FOR NORTH DAKOTA. Why don't you let
me pay your taxas for you? An increass in your non-resident license fee is the way to go.
Raise the prices 10 to 15% and we will still visit your grear stete. Let's look ot this from another
point of view, North Dakota woukd have to sell another 26 000 small game licenses X $20 each to
make up this shortfall. That will never happan, When | mentioned this to the Game and Figh
Department the individual sald, "and who saki the State 18 short monay"? Guess my assumption
was wrong. Howaver, if | was a public official, | would rather tax the out of Stale guys like me
who don't vate, kesp the extra 1/2 million dollers and keep my resident licenses at the seme

prices,

#8. Don' L those birds fiy south for the winter? Yes they do, so why regtrict the hon-resident
waltarfow! huntet? Limits for animals like dear and pheasant maka sanse as they don't migrate.

in addilion, | need some help underatanding the whole walterfow! thing. { sure thought that the
new, extended September season tor Canadlan geese was because you had too many of them?
How about that extra spring snow goose season? Wall, | must have shot that gun too many times
too close 10 my head. | guess that is the beauty of bureeucrats and politicians: We have 160
many geese. Therefore let us expand the seasons, but reduce the number of hunters and that
will fix the problem! Must be the now math, There are over 80 million ducka in North America and
your State has the mast. If 50,000 mors ducks a year are kilied by 8,000 more hunters, how does
that harm the resource or the Stale? They are only there a few waeks of the year, If they are not
harvested in your State, then they will be harvested in Arkansas or Texas.

#8 Why did we choose to hunt in your county to begin with? Well, some of us used to go to
Cntario every year, The Canadian Govemmaen{ got more restriclive on their firearmsy laws and

also limited us to 1 walleye per day. S0, we sald, let's go 1o North Dakota, For those of us that
drive, it will be a shorter drive and a friendfier piace. AND 1T WAS! | gusss we will have to lock st
Sauth Deakota or fows, shorter drivas Ham Wisconsin and llinois. If not, then | am sure those
Texas and Arkansas folks will be glad to have our tax doflars. | sure will miss North Dakota.

#7. Whal is the effeo! of the drought years on out of Siale hunting numbars? Tne answer is quile
2 bit and available from your own Game and Fish Depariment statistics. You see, as the water
dries up 80 do the opportunities to hunt waterfowl. Hence a drop (n your States reveriue and a
drop in your out of State hunting/fishing/tourists Left alone, this is pan of the ebb and fiow of
Notth Dakota's histary. Simply etated, those groups of tounsts, like me, will not be there anymore
in those farm and fingnclal drought years, when you need that supplemental incorme the mos!.

Let me know how your eaty retirement goes. No doubt, the Game and Fish Departrnent will be
picking up the tab for your health ingurance cosls and loss of business incoms, By the way, as a
father of 4 children | would like {o offar some advice 10 you parents.

When your tesnagers ask for money don'l say, why don't you gel a part ime Job like | did wher |
was your age? You see, that is the way It used to be when the hunters care,

With Gratifude

Ron

P.S. Probably one in a thousand non-residants will write or call you sbout this change. Ing
democracy, psople vote with thelr test and with their wallets, Thanks for listening.

LI Y ] Banm tan Jan
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FROM : Rodewdy 1nn Grand Forks ND FAaxX NO.
OMEGA ROTEL
J00 3rd Avenue SW
lamoure, ND su_s_l
Phone 701.883.5173
Fax 701.8383-5012
March 07, 2001

ND Representative Dave Weiler and
ND Represcutative Lyle Hanson
600 E Boulevard

Bismeick, ND 58505

Dear Sir's,

1 am writing in reference to Bill 1269 regarding hunting licenses. 1f Bill 1269 is passad the negative economic
impact will devastate marry small busincess in the rural communities,

Each year when the owt of state hunters come to our property they spend an average of 2 to 5 days hunting. My
small town benefits with the sale of fuel, supplies, food, and entertainment money being spent on an average of
$1000 to $5000 per hanter. {f vou multiply that by the average of 30 rooms i a small rural hotels/motels you can
quickly reach six figures or more money speat by the out of state hunters, Most small rural hotels/motels make
75% of there yearly income from the hunting seasons. The other small business in thess rural communities also
depend on the our of state hurers to make over /2 of there income for the year,

- I understand that many farmers have experienced problems with hunters and would like the number [imited. [ do
pot believe they should have a problem becauss the farmers decide who Is allowed on their private property, Many
people and groups advocate that nature should be allowed to take it’s own course to keep the populations down,

This is also an uninformed opinion because when nature takes it's course the method is notmally via a disease
which can spread to farm émimals and sometimes people. The dead and decaying bodies contaminate our water
causing disease in people, and the over abundance of animals waiting to be wesded out by nature take a heavy toll
on crops. The only real solution 1s to allow hunters too cut down the populations in a safer und cleancer method and
regulate the amount of game taken, This does not mean we should cut the nuraber of out of gate hunters!

Between the problems with high animal populations of all types, and the economic impact to our rural
commumities this bill 1269 should not be allowed to pass, Utilizing zones to Limit the number of hunters is not the
way to protect our small communities or our farms. The current system Is not broken! Why fix a system that has
worked great and betiefited so many peoplc? We do not need more regulations and we do not need zoned hunting
licenses. | request that you remove this bill from consideration by defeating it on all counts becausa the passing of
this bill will cause to much economic hardship for tamilles of the businosses that will be forced to close,

Sincerely,

Jeri Lynn Hidalgo
Owner and Manager
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OAKES TRAVEL INN MOTEL

HH Main Avenge

Oukes, ND 58474
Phane 701-742.3403

March 07, 2001

ND Represcntative Dave Weiler and
ND Representative Lyle Hanson
600 E Boulevard

Bismarck, ND 58505
Dear Sir's,

I am writing in reference to Bill 1269 regarding hunting licenses. If Bill 1269 is passed the negative economic
impact will devastate many small business in the rural communities.

Each year when the owz of state hunters come to our property they spend an average of 2 to S days hunting. My
small town benefits with the sale of fuel, supplies, food, and entertainment money being spent on an average of
$1000 to $5000 per hunter. }f you multiply that by the average of 30 rooms in a small rural hotel/mote] you can
quickly reach six figures or more of money spent by the out of state hunters, Most smali rural hotels/motels roake
75% of there yearly income from the hunting seasons, The other small business in these rural communities also
depend on the owt of state noders to make over 1/2 of thelr income for the year,

[ understand that many farmers have expericuced problems with hunters and would Jike the number limited. Tdo
not believe they should have a problem because the farmers decide who is allowed on thelr private property. Many
people and groups advocate that nature should be allowed to take it's own course to keep the animal populations
down. There are geologists who maintain when nature takes it's course the method is normally via a disease
which can spread to farm animals and sometimes people. The dead and decaying bodies contaminate our water
causing disease, Also the over abundance of animals can consume and destroy a large amount of crops causing
lower yields and fewer profits for our already financially strapped farmers. The only real sofution is to allow
hunters too harvest the populations In a safer and cleaner method and regulate the amount of game taken, This
does not mean we should cut the number of out of state hunters! -

Between the problems with high animal populations of all types, and the econemic impact to our rural
communities this bill 1269 should not be allowed to pass, Utilizing xzones to limit the number of hunters is not the
way to protect our small communities, our farms or our state, The current system is not broken! Why fix a system
that has worked great and benefited so many people? We do not need more regulations and we do not need zoned
hunting licenses. Please remove this bill from consideration by defeating it on all counts because the passing of
this bifl will cause 16 much economic hardship for familles of the businessas that will be forced to tlose,

Thank you for your time and consideration in this very important matter.
: Sincerely,

Eemie Klinkhammer
Owner




FROM : Rodeway Imn Grarnd Forks ND FAX NO, ¢ 701-795-1953 Mar., 07 2001 11:450M

ROBEWAY INN

1001 GATLWAY DRIVE
GRAND FORKS, ND $820)

Phone 701 -795-9960
Fax 701.795:1953
March 07, 2001

ND Representative Dave Weiter and ND Representative Lyle Hanson

600 E Boulevard
Bismarck, ND $8508

Dear Sir's,

| am writing in reference 10 Bill 1269 regarding hunting licenses. If Bill 1269 is passed the negative economic
impact will devastate many small business in the rural communities.

Each year when the owr of stare hunters come to our property they spend an average of 2 10 5 days hunting. My
small town benefits with the sale of fuel, supplics, food, and entertainment money being spent on an average of
$1000 to $5000 per hunter. If vou multiply that by the average of 30 rooms in a small rural hotel/motel you can
quickly reach six figures ox more of money spent by the out of state hunters. Most small rural hotels/motels make
75% of there yearly moome from the hunting seasons. The other small bustness in these rural communities also
depend on the owt of state hunters to make over 1/2 of their income for the year.

[ understand that many fartners have experienced problems with hunters and would lile the number limited, 1do
not believe they should have 2 problem becauss the farmers decide who is allowed on their private property. Many
people and groups advocate that nature should be allowed to take it's own course to keep the animal populations
down. There are geclogists who maintain when nature takes it's courss the method is normally via a disease
which can spread to form animls and sometimes poople. The dead and decaving bedies contaminate our water
causing disease. Also the over abundance of animals can consume and destroy a large amount of crops causing
[ower yields and fewer profits for our already financially strapped farmers. The only real solution is to allow
hunters too harvest the populations in a safer and cleaner method and regulate the umount of game taken, This
does not mean wea should cut the number of put of state hunters!

(f this bill passas the econotmic repercuasions will be numerous and mostly detrimental to the state of North
Dakota. They will include a large percentage of rural motels/hotels to close, a 10ss of jobs and higher
unemployment rates because of the closing, more families will be foreed to move to larger towns and cities
depleting the population base needed to keep small towns functional and self sufficient. Farmers will lose their
farms bocausa the larger animal populations will impinge on the profitsbility of crops which could create a
shortage of agricultural products in the state. Because so many small businesses and rural hotels/motets would be
forced to closc the states income via taxcs will be lowered while cost of government run assistance programs will
be raised.

Between the {mpact on North Dakota lisied above, high animal populations of ull types, and the economic impact
to our rural conununities this bill 1269 should not be allowed 10 pass, Utllizing zones to limit the number of
hunters Is not the way to protect our small communities, our farms of our state. The current system is not broken!
Why fix a systern that has worked great and benefited so many people? We do not need more regulations and we
do not need zoned hunting licenses. Pleasa remove this bill from consideration by defeating it on all counts
because the passing of this bill will cause to much ecanomic hardship for families of the businesses that will be
foread to ¢loss as well as the employcss that will lose their jobs.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this very Important matter,

) WM
Charles Rieck
CGeneral Manager
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Mareh 1l 2001

T Whom it may concern:

it is our understanding that bill HB1269, which is to decrease the pumber of out of state
hunting licenses given has passed the legislature. By decreasing the number of out of
stute hunting licensas you are taking away the smafl sural commumnities main revenue for
the year. We are strongly opposed the passing of this bill, The out of state hunters
suppart the motcls. yus stations, restaurents, grooery store, and the bars. la small town
Anacrics we need these people to survive, and if you take this away you take away our
livalihaod. Pleaso reconsider this bill and possible INCREASE the pumber of out of state
hunting liconse given.

Sincercly
Kirk & LaVoune Walker

Kirk's Detour
Ashlcy, NID 58413




SHARRON MEIDINGER
119 15T AVEN.E.
ASHLEY,N.DAK.58413
701-288.3334
samelcinger@yshoo.com

March 6, 2001
Dear Mr, Dave Hays,

In talking with some of the lucal business owners and
communily leaders and researching Bill 1269 1 am concerned
l about the Impact 1his will have on our economy.

We are alt risk of loasing valyble trafflc needed 1o sustain our
livelyhood. Qurstate,countys, and cltys need to promote
tourdsm and take every posiible means of showing people what
we have 1o offer in this lovely state, and encouraging hunters to
come here s one positive way of dolng that. The Lord has

‘provided us with much water and wildlife in the past few years,
(t1s up to us to ulllized it every way possible, As o small town we
need this traffic to keep our main sireet alive,

PLEASE, PLEASE DO NOT PASS BILL 1269

Regards,

SHARRON MEIDINGER

ASHLEY CHAMBER OF COMMERGE, PRESIDENT
© ASHLEY, N.DAK.58413 |

. s | ‘ | Fax & 1700305 >
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March 7, 2001

Umiting non-resident hurters to 2 - 7 day hunting periods Is
harmful to the economics of our state, Those of us that serve on the
Economic Development boards are trying very hard to promote our
state and by allowing the non-resident hunter the benefits of the full
season hunt and nat restricting them to zones would greatly help all
of our communities. These hunters come to our falr state and spend
a lot of money here for ammurition, gas, food, and lodging. I urge
you to keep this in mind when you are yating on HB 1269,
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Daar XD Legiglators:

I ug u loan officer am toncerned for ocur swell

comunity with the passige of bill #iBl269. I

do have small businoss loans that may te effdeted
1f the number-of out-ofestate hunters 18 reduced
to ares. Thay are a part of our tourist traders.

T do alss, see that 1t tiseriminates ugsinst the
southarn pert of ‘tha stete, This should be
ctnsddered before you vete on this bill,

Please read and econsider this before you vote
and do not just be influanced by the lorge city
aportamen,

Sincoruly,

Xaten M Tripp
By Hat‘l / Asst Vp

BOUTHWEST
RTH DAKGTA o2 #4378 + 2324300
LARRY £, HANNA




Rod L. Larson
7975 94 Ave SE
Fullerion, ND 5841

March 6, 2001

To Whoms It May Concern:
1 support out-of-state hunting in North Dakota.

I've been farming since 1964, | used to hunt every fall in the Fullerton area, but since I

_started raising row-crops I no longer have time, But I still remember the fun of hunting,
and-also the frustration of not being able to hunt on the land where the game happens to
be. Because of that, I do not “post” my land.

I enjoy watching hunters hunt on my land, both the locals and the out-of-staters, I don’t
expect hunters to ask permission before hunting on my land, but many of the out-of-
staters do anyway. Some just want to visit, 1’ve met some nice people.

I've had very few problems with hunters. Occasionally a few wheel tracks, or even 4
little Jitter. Only minor problems. Problems created by either locals or out-ofsstaters, |
don’t know. But the out-of-staters bring new toney into our community, new business
to our stotes, shops, and motels. Because of that, I support out-of-state hunters i North

Dakota.

Respectfully,

IOy

Rod L. Larson




Ellendaile Civic Asseciation
Ellendale, North Dakota 58436

March 5, 2001

To Whom It May Concern:

The Ellendale Civic Association would like to request that you consider carefully your vote on
HB #1269 concemning the reduction of non-resident hunting licenses in the southern sector of

North Dakota.

This area of our state is well known for the abundant wildlife population and the good hunting
that this population brings. Non-resident waterfow! hunting has become an economic boost for
rural North Dakota. This economic boost not only benefits the lodging, gas, and eating facilities
but also produces revenue for the retail businesses. In the past few years we have seen an
increase in hunting lodges in our area, These lodges benefit all areas of our rural communities.

We feel that it is not right to reduce out-of-state licences in the southern area of the state and
increase them in the northern sector. The number of out-of-state licences should remain the
same in any area of the state as we have had in the past,

Support rural North Dakota with a “NO” vote on HB #1269,
Sincerely,

WL L W

Deanne Olson
Ellendale Civic Association, President




Chairman Fischer, Members of the Natural Resources Committee, 1 am Oren Krapp,
rancher, farmer, and owner of Coteau Ridge Hunting. 1 have lived all of my life near Pingree,
North Dakota and am here speaking in opposition to House Bill 1269,

There's lots of enthusiasm these days for a New Economy initiative--a fresh new look at
revitalizing North Dakota's economy. As you all know, one of the New Economy's six focus
areas is in tourism. 1 think all of us agree that North Dakota could do a better job in attracting
tourism dollars. Nationwide, we rank at the bottom when it comes to numbers of dollars
generated from tourism--a lousy 4.5 percent of our state's revenue is from the tourist. The New
Economy initiative is telling us we can do better.

As a landowner and bison rancher, | know we can do better. After farming for a quarter
century on the farm ] was born on near Pingree, | gave up production agriculture three years ago.
However, 1 didn't give up on North Dakota and 1 didn't give up the land I've worked so hard al)
these years to own.

Instead, I looked for a way to add value to it. | began inviting out-of-state hunters to the
farm where | grew up. For the past three years, clients have come to me from all over
southeastern United States. They fly into airports in Jamestown, Bismarck and Fargo. They rent
cars and stop at local stores to fill up on ammunition, snacks, souvenirs and everything they
forgot--gloves, socks, guns, even dogfood for the dogs that often accompany them.

I put them up in a house that 1 fixed up just for them. 1 have a Jocal caterer fix them
breakfast. 1take them to the Pingree Café and our local grill and bar for all their noon and
evening meals. [ never let them go home until they've visited the National Buffalo Museum in
Jamestown, the North American Bison plant at New Rockford, and by the time they head for the
plane, they have heard a lesson on North Dakota agriculture and history.

My clients are wonderful, respectful people who tell me ofien how much they feel
connected when they come to North Dakota, "It's like coming to a family reunion,” is how one
of my clients put it. These clients go home and tell their friends in Atlanta and Philadelphia and
New York City and Houston and Carrolton, Georgia about North Dakota. I've even had hunters
return with their families during the off-season---now what better effect can we hope for?

But if House Bill 1269 is passed by the North Dakota Senate, my little tourism venture
will be over. Senate Bill 1269 was already passed by the House, and is the beginning of the end
of hunting tourism in this state. Contrary to what its sponsors will tell you, it will reduce the
number of non-resident waterfowl licenses issued in the state from an unlimited number in Zone
3, to a cap of 8,000, with only 25%, or 2,000, available to outfitters,

HB 1269 will have drastic implications on those of us who own land in two different
zones. Personally, my property includes land in Zones 2 and 3. The latest version of HB 1269
makes it impossible for a non-resident to be licensed to hunt in both zones during one hunt, This
bill would indeed regulate me to the point I couldn't even manage Aunts on nty own property!
HB 1269 also raises the combination non-resident waterfowl/upland game license from $95 to
$140, which, in my mind, is very steep.

What is the problem being fixed in HB 12697 You have heard it all already today.
Proponents of SB 1269 say there is no opportunity for local residents to hunt in North Dakota.
They say that non-resident hunting is ruining the duck and goose populations. They say that
every North Dakotan has a right to hunt the wide open spaces, just like they did in yesteryear,




I think they are right on one count: North Dakotans should have the right to hunt if they
choose. But the facts suggest that North Dakotans have more hunting opportunities than
anybody anywhere in the country. Here are the myths and facts of this issue:

Myth #1:
Residents of North Dakotans have nowhere to hunt waterfowl, They can't share their tove of

duck and goose hunting with their children and families, because there are too many hunters and
too much hunting pressure,

Fact:
According to the North Dakota Game and Fish Department, of the 638,900 people that live in

North Dakota, 40,000 are licensed waterfowl hunters. There are 3.2 million acres of North
Dakota land in public ownership. That means that for every waterfowl hunter in the state,

there are 80 acres of public land!
Qf those 3.2 million acres of publicly owned land, North Dakota dedicates 734,000 acres

intensively to waterfowl. The state has 290,000 acres of national wildlife refuges, 254,000 acres
of waterfowl! production areas, and 190,000 acres of state wildlife management areas. North
Dakota has double the number of acres dedicated to waterfowl production areas as South

Dakota.
How much is enough? If 80 acres doesn’t do it, how much public land will it take to

placate resident hunters?

Myth #2:
Hunting pressure is causing us to lose our population of ducks and geese. Minnesota shot off

their breeding stock and that’s why there is no more waterfow! hunting there.

Fact:
I checked with biologists at the North Dakota Game and Fish Department, who told me that this

is simply not the case. Hunting pressure will not change the Central Fiyway! And a 2000
Breeding Duck Survey conducted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service indicates a RECORD 7.4
MILLION breeding ducks surveyed in North Dakota. Numbers of native ducks are going UP,
not down! The population now is an astoudning 185 breeding ducks per hunter in North Dakota,
But these are just the local irds—and does not include the migratory population. Last year, the
migratory population was projected at 104 million birds...that's an additional 2600 ducks per
hunter..for a total of 2785 ducks per hunter!

Note: Now I am not roing to take the credit for all those ducks and geese, but I would
like to mention that I have wourked hard all my life to nurture wildlife habitat on my property. My
work benefits not only my own clients, but also the general public and every one of those 40,000
resident hunters, Don't tell me, as one legislator did, that I don't own the ducks and geese. 1
never have, and never will. But I do alot to improve hunting opportunities for everyone.

Myth:

Landowners have all the rights, and are greedy about allowing hunters on their land.

Fact:

In Montana and South Dakota, hunters must first get permission from landowners before they
can hunt on land. In North Dakota, you may trespass to hunt, so long as the property is not
posted, Here is an outside perspective on waterfow! hunting in North Dakota--taken from
"Prairie Ducks On Your Own", an article by Ron Spomer in the September/October 2000 issue
of Ducks Unlimited that speaks directly about the abundance of waterfowling opportunities here:




"Waterfowl do not engender the same proprictary feelings as resident pheasants,
sharptails, or whitetails. Here today, gone tomorrow. And when they flock up before the big
freeze, they sometimes ravage grains. The local attitude seems to be, "There's more than enough
ducks and geese for everyone, so help yourself."

Last fall, I was honored when the host of a hunting show that airs on ESPN2, Ron Shara
from "Backroads with Ron and Raven," came and filmed two of our hunts. A few days ago, I e-
mailed Ron, who has hunted all over the world and probably had dedicated more of his life to
hunting waterfowl than anyone in the world, and asked him what he thought of the hunting
pressure here in North Dakota--and how it compares to other parts of the world. Here is his

response:

Hi Oren/ Yes, you can share these thoughts with the legislature. | travel
all over the world and I can tell you that North Dakota doesn't even know

what hunting pressure is,

1 ask your lawmakers, where is the proof? And I ask, what resource are we
talking about? Waterfow! belong to the people of the United States; they
are not for North Dakotans albove everybody else.

There is much bitterness about the game of gouging the nonresident. North
Dakota is dependent on federal aid, duck stamp money. If the state gets too
tough with nonresidents, there conld be a backlash and North Dakota could

Jeopardize its federal aid.

But again, | ask why? Where is the evidence that resident hunters are being
squeezed out?  The leasing of duck and goose hunting will not stop. It represents
market forces and demand. Should not the landowners be allowed to lease? If
residents lease, does it make it any better for the hunter who does not

lease?

I happen to be from Mimesota. What if we passed a law that North Dakotans
could only use Minmesota's lakes for a week or two? Unfair? Of course.

Instead of shutting down nonresidents and the economy it provides, let's
* figure out ways to increase hunting opportunity for everyboay regardiess of
residency. In that way, we ensure the future of hunting instead of hurting

the future of hunting. "

I have included Ron's testimony in your packet.

Another Myth:
In-state hunters bring more wealth to the state than out-of-state hunters,

Fact:

From conferring with my clients, I have determined that each time a waterfow! hunter comes on
a plane into North Dakota to hunt, he spends an average of 81,500 in the community. This
money represents the dollars he spends at local restaurants, sporting goods siores, laxidernty




and meat processing, gift and souvenir shops, taverns and discount stores. This figure does
NOT include his transportation costs: the gus he spends in his rental car, the cost of his airline
ticket, and the cost of his hunt-—which, when collected by local outfitters, goes right back into
the local economy.

A local representative at a legislative forum in Jamestown last weekend stated that the
average in-state hunter spends some $750 per year to hunt here. Personally, 1 wonder if I've
spent $750 hunting locally during the past five years| At any rate, the argument that in-state

hunting dollars are more desirable than out-of-state dollars is just not valid
If Senate Bill 1269 is passed, this state will have said "NO" to outside dollars coming into

North Dakota. It will have said "NO" to new wealth, 1t will have said "NO" to the $1500 that
each and every one of my clients bring to our local community when they come here for a hunt,
I ask you: Do we want tourism and economic opportunity in this state, or don't we?

If you are for the New Economy Initiative, if you truly are a legislative body that wants to
make a difference to the economy of this state, I urge you to give Senate Bill 1269 a "Do Not
Pass” recommendation . Then, actively promote to your fellow Senators a NO vote when 1269
goes to the Senate floor, Thank you very much for your time and consideration.




RE; House Bill #1269

To whom it may concemn

As a tax paying and owner of a retail business in this state, I'm appalled that
there are people trying to hinder new business and opportunities from
forming and bringing into our state economic growth, We as a state have a
duty to ourselves to promote all our resources, and offer as many new

business opportunities to settle here.

I have lived and hunted in this state for more than thirty-seven years. I'm a
member of Ducks Unlimited, and donate yearly to Pheasants Forever
Habitat. 1 for one have not had any problems with out of state hunters over
populating our areas to hunt in. We have plenty of waterfow! production
areas for all, and far as posted land being a problem; many landowners are
more than willing to let you hunt on these areas if you just take the time and

effort to ask!

As a business owner I find a bill of this nature absurd, and if passed would
greatly reduce my economic growth along with many others. If we limit or
prohibit out of state hunting more than we do now, we might as well add
fishing, snowmobiling, skiing, hiking, etc. etc. etc. When will it stop? We
owe it to ourselves, and to the state to decline this bill.

Thank you,

Concemed taxpgyer

»
'/’

Jeff Glodrey

Operator, owner of

DJ’s Bar and Lounge
Streeter, North Dakota 58483




Dear Senate Committee Members
H.B. 1269 Non-Resident Waterfowl License Limits

With regards to the varoius bills before the house concerning
non-resident hunting and fishing licenses.

Please be advised that the Washburn Civic Club, while neither
endorsing or approving any one particular bill, does support
the right of a non-resident to apply for a hunting or fishing
license in this state.

North Dakota has so much to offer with its abundant wildlife,
gcenic beauty and hospitable people why not share some of thig
with our out of state neighbors.

Besides a boost to our economy, it also demonstrates our
willingness to get along with our out-of-state hunters and
fisherman.

We have more than enough for all to share!

Members of the
Washburn Civic Club




TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

SHELDON'S WATERFOWL & UPLAND BIRD HUNTS, located

in the Streeter atea, provides Hunting opportunity

for avid hunters from various states. He does

mailings to advertise hisg service. The mailings
include a Video, plus hunting information. This
1s good Revenue for our local Post Office, As a
resull, ve also sell more Migratory Bird Habitat

Stamps. This is an asset to our Community.

Respectfully.,

égﬂzgﬁéf) A A e
Esther Graf
Postmaster
Streeter, ND 58483




CITY OF UNDERWOOD

P.O. BOX 168
UNDERWOOD, NORTH DAKOTA 58576
e e T T e e

B et e g

March 6, 2001
RE: Opposition: of House Bill 1269

Members of the Natural Resources Commitise;

{ am writing to you in opposition of House Bill 1269, This bill sets a maximum
number on the out-of-state licenses issued by the ND State Game & Fish Departiment for
water fowl] hunting,

As a small rur4l town, Underwood relies on any and all economic development
produced by local hunters, hunters from around North Dakota, and out of state hunters,

These hunters stay at our motel, eat at our restaurants, and shop 8t vur grocery
store, convenience store and hardware stores, Most of the out-of-state hunters also
. purchase a fishing license which adds to the items that they purchase in Underwood,

[ feel by limiting the number of out-of-state licenses sold for water fowl you will
also put a limit on the economic development of our community and surrounding
comhaunities since McLean County is know for excellent hunting and fishing.

Turge a "Do Not Pass” on House Bill 1269,

Sincerely, _
L,L-owaM

“ Diane Schell
Underwood City Auditor




Gerald Gust
I324% 55th Ave, S,
Woodworth, NN, 58494

Mavreh 6, 2007

r, Chairman & Yembers of this Committee,

This letter is concerning bill I2AQ and how I feel it would affect
lond ovmer's and the amall town's in the rural community. In the past
I0 years I have had out of state hunter's hunting on my property., e
have established a good relationship where I enjoy them coming and they
enjoy being here in our wonderful state. T feel it is benefical having
out of state huntere coming to North Dakota, They help plav a big
part in helping our small rural towne =urvive., I Teel blll I26Q would
restrict the land owner's risht €rom choosine who may hunt on their land
In closing, I urge yvou not to pa=s bhill 1269, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Lpned AT

Gerald Guat

]




STREETER CO0-0P OIL CO.

PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
424.3377 OR 424.3467

STREETER, N. DAK. 58483

Dear Senate Natural Resources Committee:

My name is Wayne Buck. I am the Manager of Streeter of Coop

011 Company. I am opposing House Bill 1269 due to the fact that
our business relies greatly on the fall waterfowl and hunting
seasons for a major part of our business's annual income.

We are already struggling as a rural area to stay ahead and
make ends meet. Please vote: DO NOT PASS ON HOUSE BILL 1269,

Sincerely

WAYNE ‘BUCK
Manager, Streeter Coop 0il Company
Streeter ND 58483




HOUSE BILL 1269
LETTER OF OPPOSITION

DATE:Feb. 28, 2001
RE: HB 1269 - Restricting Out-Of-State Hunters

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

ND is always looking for alternative income for our state. Zone 4 communities have
become prime waterfow! areas due to excess rains and snows. Each small town enjoys
the extra income from Out-Of-State hunters for lodging, gas, groceries, café and bar
sales. This is a form of Economical Development that has greatly benefited your rural
communities. This bill will be limiting a lot of individuals opportunity to make a living,
This will be a drastic Economic Joss for the small communities in the central fly way.
And this is a fact.

In Zone 4, Out-Of-State hunters own many homes and the city earns exira income versus
leaving these homes vacant. These individuals have renovated and updated these vacant
homes. Also, the state of ND benefits from an increase in taxes such as sales, pas,
lodging, etc.

The state has spent millions on the tourist industry. Out-Of-State hunters are tourists and
they have expressed interest in bringing their families back in the summer to show them
the unique area in which they hunt. Some have expresed interest in coming back in the
winter to fish also. It’s a free country, our land is open for ANY hunters, including
resident hunters, as long as ALL hunters make arrangements in advance.

IF there is an over abundance of Oui-Of-State hunters, how come THEY DO NOT have
any problems finding land to hunt on, verses your resident hunters. The bottom line s,
all you have to do is ask, and you shall receive. Thank You.

@ 0¥ oe }’)l'Cj
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Zone 4 1s now a part of Zone 3.

S x|
\




Dear MR. FISCHER and Members of the Senate Natural Resources
Committee:

T own and operate Strecter Crocery in Strecter ND which has

a population of about 160. One-third (1/3) of my total
annual income comes from the waterfowl season during the month
of October., A large majority of thisg 1s generated from local
hunting guides who purchasge theitr groceries here Lo operale
their hunting lodges. We currently have 2 guided hunting
services within Strecter., T also get non-residents who are
gimply traveling through who stop and buy a few sgnacks and
i1l gas at the local gas station.

Our Game and Fish Department hag the power Lo tegulate scasons
and put a cap on numbers of licenses sold. We currvently have
record number of waterfowl nesting and traveling through

the state. We also have dlfferent nuisance waterfowl seasons
due to farmers losing crops and waterfowl having destroying
thelr nesting grounds. We already restrict the non-resident
waterfowl hunter since he ig only allowed to hunt here for

14 days. our resident gecason covers over 205 days. Tgn't
this enough time for our residents Lo hunt waterfowl., J &rrt9e
1o e L3000 16T,

Sincerely

,’(-4 ,a‘l'/‘%j‘?
Q./..J( é ()

Blray PFetfcho

Oowner of Streeter Grocery




TO MEMBERS OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE
HB 1269 NON-RESIDENT WATERFOWL LICENSE LIMITS

Violet and Bill Peda
5365 16th St. SW
Woodworth, ND 58496

Retired farmers 800 acres land-- 200 acres wetlands-- Thousands of Ducks-
47 miles NW of Jamestown-- Stutsman County

This bill wall put 13,000 Non-Resident Hunters in the North 50 miles of the State and 8,000 in the
SW 2/3 of the state. We live about 100 miles 8 of Hwy Z. in Zone 3 with the 8000 licenses. 2000
of these licenses will go to puides. We will very likely not be able to hunt our own land, with
our Non-Resident friends and children Our hunting group will have to drive more than 100
miles to hunt in our home state or go to Canada. "Ae have no place to hunt either place.. We will
have to hire a guide and it will cost a very lot of money. .

We always allowed Resident Hunters to hunt ducks on our sloughs if they asked and even if they
did not. We posted our land for deer hunting, because 25 cars an hour pass our driveway and guns
would be pointed at us all of the time for 3 weeks, if we did not. We count that, Resident Hunters,
have not hunted ducks on our sloughs more than 10 days in 40 years,

We certailnly will not allow any guide-(One of the sponsors of this bill Rep. Lyle Hanson is one) to
bring any clients on our land and make money from them, when our party will have to hunt
elsewhere.. No Residents will be hunting if this bill is passed.

All Landowners Resident or Not should decide who will hunt thelr land. If Non-Residents

have a place to hunt on private land there is no reason the state should not sell them a
license.

KILL THIS BILL AT THIS MEETING.

Zﬁ.’.r)‘é:/
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Members of the Senate Committee
H.B. 1269 Non-Resident Waterfowl License Limits

LaVonne Clark and daughter Denise (college student)

We are landowners of Prime Hunting Land in Stutsman County. The land we own was
leased to Wildlife by previous owners, as there was no draining, burning, or filling. |
attendod Marketplace Seminar in Bismarck, sponsored by senators Conrad and Dorgan
on different ways to supplement our farm income. After attending we advertised and
found great response. Non-Residents who were looking for duck hunting places. This
opportunity has come in which wo can get some revenue from our sloughs and potholes.
For the depredation which has occurred in the past and is stitl going on

Our out of state hunters basically hunt on our land and rent several vacant houses, that we
have turned into hunting lodges. This is now a sideline business for our family.

The state has spent millions on the tourist industry. We feel the out of state hunters are
tourist, they have expressed to us it is a great place to bring their families for the summer.
Some come for ice fishing and fishing in the summer. If this bill is passed, they indicated
that Canada is thoir noxt place to go. Don’t forget our land is open for in state hunters as
well as out of state hunters, but why should it be for free.

This form of Economic Devolopmont has helped our cafd, gas stations, bars and smail
grocery stores, This bill will be litniting our opportunity to make a living from our land.

Why should our local hunters have a problem hunting when our out of state hunters don’t
and have a great time.

If this bill is passed our land will still stay posted and no residents will hunt on our land,
because landowners should decide who will hunt on their land.

Please kill HB 1269 at this mecting,

o ,’“\ 7
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HB 1269 MR CHAIRMAN
OBJECTION S CO

Dennds Clark, Farmer- Land-owner 2000 A
Woodworth, ND,

[ own some of the Prime Hunting Land in Stutsman County, My land was leased to the
Wildlife by previous owners, for no draining, burning or filling. [ attended a Marketplace Seminar
in Bismarck, sponsored by Senators Conrad and Dorgan on ways to supplement farm income.

We have advertised and found, Non-Residents, who are looking for places to hunt ducks. The
opportunity has come in which we can get some revenue from cur sloughs and potholes from the

depredation which has occured in the past and is still occuning.  Our Out-of-State Hunters
hasicaly hunt on QUR land. They rent several vacant houses, that we have turmed into hunting
lodges. This is now a sideline business.

The state has gpent millions on the tourist industry. | feel the out of state hunters are tourists and

they have expressed interest in hringing their famdlies back in the summer to show them the
unique area in which they hunt. Some have expressed interest in coming back in the winter to fish.
They have indicated that if they cannot hunt here they will go to Canada as they have in the past.
Our {and is open for in state hunters as well as out of state hunters, but why should it be free?

This a form of Economic Development that has greatly benefited area Cafes, Gas Stations, bars
and grocery stores. The businesses in cities and towns are not limited to the number of customers
they can have. Why limit our customers, This bill will be limiting our opportunity to make

a living from our land,

'The Qut-of- Staters do not have any problem finding land to hunt. 1 do not know why Local
Hunters do. A Jamestown man has purchased a section of land in our area. It is gated and posted

to all other local hunters.

Please do not pass HB 1269

"7
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City

March 6, 2001
Mayor Steven M, Powers

To All North Dakota Senators & Representatives

Regards.

House Bill 1269 Duck License Zones

Dear Sir or Madam:

1 am writing in regards to House Bill 1269, which has passed the North Dakota
House. I have attached a resolution, which was introduced and passed at the Edgeley
City Council monthly meetmg on Monday, March 5", 2001, As you will note from the
resolution our community leaders are very concerned that this legislation may pass and
take away much needed out of state business from our local merchants. This would be a
huge mistake for our North Dakota Legislature to pass this legislation. Our small
communities throughout North Dakota continue to struggle with a loss of population and
fewer business operations able to stay in business, For the State of North Dakota to pass
legislation that is harmful to small communities that have many business establishments
that depend on hunters to make up a significant part of their income is shameful. Tam
hopeful that this legislation will be stopped on Thursday, March 8™ 2001 in committee.

Please remind yourself first that you are working for the betterment of the State of

North Dakota and the fine people that you serve. Trying to change something that is not
broken would be a huge mistake. This is not Wisconsin or Minnesota.

Sincerel

= |')
Mj) e sl

teven M, Powers
Mayor
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EDGELEY CITY COUNCIL
MARCH §, 2001

Resolution concerning North Dakota House Bill 1269 coneerning reducing the
number of Duck Hunting Licenses available for this part of the State of North Dakota.

Couneil Member Madceke introduced the following resolution and moved for its
adoption,

The City Council of Edgeley has been made aware of legislation that has passed
the North Dakota House and is now being introduced in the North Dakota Senate that
pertains Lo the redistribution of Duck Hunting Licenses in the State of North Dakota, The
area thot the Communily of Edgeley is in will be faced with a reduction of licenses,

Therefore the Council does hereby resolve to oppose this proposed legislation as
being detrimental to the South Central area of the state and more significantly to the
community of Edgeley. The financial impact of the hunters is significant to many area
business owners and would have a signiticant impact on the community of Edgeley.

Also community leaders do not believe the number of out of state hunters entering
and hunting in the State is having an adverse impact with regards to the population of
ducks in the South Central area of the State of North Dakota,

It is further resolved that the North Dakota Legislature be urged to kil this
legistation,

The motion for adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council

Member Hollingsworth, On a roll call vote Members Kiecker, Johnson, Hollingsworth,
and Madcke voted in favor, No one voted against. Member’s Klundt and Wegenast were

absent.
APPRO\'/_E_ID
Lo I

\ ‘ Steven M. Powers, M
/

or

ATTEST:




PO Box 205
215 BIh Ave FAX 1201)493-2908
Edgeley, ND H8432

March 7, 2001

Kenneth Jolin, President
To all North Dakota Senators & Representatives

Regards.
House Bill 1269 (Concerns Duck License Zones)

Dear Sir or Madam:

[t has come to the attention of the Edgeley Community Econontic Development
Corporation Board that there is a House Bill (1269) that could adversely affect the
community of Edgeley and many of our surrounding communities from an economic
development standpoint,

At Marketplace in Bismarck we saw many enterprises that are beginning in North
Dakota and the hunting (guide, lodge, etc.) angle is being promoted as one of our most
promising ventures. Too limit the out of state licenses would be negative for our rural
community, Too arbitrarily move the licenses to different parts of the state without
judging the impact it will have on a community is irresponsible for a legislator, A
number of local businesses depend on the out of state hunters for a significant portion of
their income that it could possibly bankrupt them,

I hope that you will keep this in mind when you vote on this bill. The Edgeley

Community Economic Development Corporation Board urges a NO VOTE! On House
Bill # 1269.

Sincerely,

enneth Jolin, President

PHONE (7011493 2204




JONATHAN ANDERSON

March 7, 2001

Natural Resource Committee:

[ am a landowner in Legan County, 10 miles SW of Gackle, ND. 1 also own a rental
house in Gackle. For the past 20 years we have had friends from out of state come to our
area to hunt. In recent years, we have rented our “*Gackle house™ out to hunters during
the hunting season. These out of state hunters have a tremendo-us economic impact on
our small community. They have a lot of discretionary income to spend, and do spend it in
our community. They purchase gas, groceries, and dine at our local eating

establishments,
There Is enough land fo: resident and non-resident people to hunt. | feel that if House Bill

1269 is passed it will have tremendous economic impact on our already struggling
businesses in our community, 1urge you not to support this bill,

Sincerely,

O 77_
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NMareh 7, 2001

To: Sheldon & renda Sehleel

Fro Larry Leistitz (‘7\*-%

RE: Tmpuct of Nonresident Junters

Attuched s o table 1've just prepured sunsrizing the econaimic impact ol nonresident
hunters in North Dakotu in the year 2000, I've used thie ligures vou gave me regarding the
pumber of guided and unguided nonresident hunters in year 2000, tavether with your estimates of
expenditures by guided hunters. For the unguided hunters, | used the expenditure figure for
nonresicdant smuall game hunters (rom Lewis etal. (Tina L. Lewis. J. Leitch, and A, Meyer, 1998,

. Characteristics, Expenditures, and Feonomie Impact of Resident and Nonvesident Lunters and i
Anglers in North Dakoia, | 006-97, Scason and Trends. Ag. Feon. Rpt. No, 389, NRSU) and |
Hidexed it for inflution Lo 2000,

R
g
¢
%
‘.-F

Y'o caleulate the lota) impacts as the initial hunter expenditures work their way through
the state cconomy, J used the North Dakota Input-Outpat madel. which my colleagues and Thave
used (i many similur studics over the pasl fow years, The Total Impact section of (he tuble
rellects the total effects of nonresident hunting {imba) expenditures plus multiphier ef feers). This
section indicates that the 23,209 nonresident hunters resulled in a total cconomic contribution of
more than $62 miltion to North Dakola's econoniy in 2000, Guided hunters accounted for

almost $30 million of this total,

e increased luvet of cconomic activity resulted in wbout 890 new jobs being generated
0 the stale economy, ih addition Lo the persons directly emploved in guided hunting aelivitics.
Guided hunting alone uccounted for ahout 375 nuw sccondary jabs,

“The increased economie tetivity also cestlled inadded state tax revenues lotaling more
than 1.5 million.

[ hope these estimales help yidu Hustrate the ceonomic significance ol nopresident
. hunting in North Dukota, Shetld vou hawe any qUEsDons. please don't hesitale o contact me.
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. Estimuted Ceonomie Impact of Nonresident [Hunters in North Dakota, 2000

Hunt Type
Guided Linwuided Tolul
Number of hunters (2000); 3,963 19,246 23,209
Direct Economic Impact by sector (S000):
Utilities 173 178
Retafl 4,339 10,874 15213
Bus, & personal services 1446 3,618 5,064
Haotseholds 525] 5251
Tolal 11,214 14,492 25,708
Total Impact ($000);
Retail trade 10,167 | 5.8 25,031
Services 11,079 4,493 7,138
Households 11,079 0,977 13,056
Qther 5,749 5,558 11,307
. . Total . 29,640 32,512 02,152 L
Sceondary Employment (FTL): 375 515 8§90
Revenue (rom sclected stute taxes (S000):
Personal fncome 144 o1 235
Sales & use 47) 717 1,188
Comporale fncome 51 12 123
Total 666 880 1,546

CAACDPY i =nanreshust
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Hunting legislation under fire

BY PATTY WOOD BARTLE

House Bill 1264 hos drawn lols
ol attention from hunting emhusl-
usts, landowners, restuurant and
lodging businesses, bunting guides,
fariners und ranchers acrosy the
stinte of Nurth Dakota.

The bill has passed the hovse
(78-23) and has been sent o the
North Da%ot Senate. The Natural
Resoueces Comniittee hos sehed-
wled o hearing on the bild fur Thies-
doy, March 8 w1 9:00 a.m.

North Dukott issues between
25,040 und 24,000 ouleofsinle
hunting Heenses. U Ser thls jepis.
tation the imber ot licenses wo ild
remain the same, but thiee zones
would be esiablished by the state
witl restrictions on the nuniber of
tieenses in cach zone, The proposed

episiation woul! -covide morg fi-
chses to Zone 1, which hus Jhwy,

2 und Hwy, 200 for boundaries,
2010 2 Is defined as south of Hwy,
200 and castof Hwy, 28), Los year

<« 3190 licenses were lssued in that
aren. )1 would bo reduced Lo 2500

licenses. Zope 3 jﬁlaniefw,?gﬁf 4
% ]

Heenses uvaitable

The bt alsa has o provision to
inerease noneesident lunting li-
cense fees,

Territorfal rights

According to Rep. Mike .

nmndcnhur,;. R.Edgeley, the issue
came to the Jegislature because the
Nonh Dakota Sportsman's Alli-
ance group wants to protect their
hunting geounds. They have con-
cetns that North Dakota is attract.
ing oul-of-stale hunlers becuuse
hunters in their home sistes have
destroyed the breeding stock.
Supporters of tre legistation
believe the measurs will protect
hunling in Notth Dakola for North
Dakots humers. They also vite simi-

far faws In South Dukota that limit
the number of nonresident licenses
ta 4,000. .
Opposition among
various groups

Opposition to the bill seetns (o
have gamered strength, A group of
15 peaple met In Hdgeley on ?vfuw

day night. Among tho group were
e mayors ul‘l’,dﬁelcy and Kulm,

representatives from arew hotel/
motels, liunting gutd.s and others
Sleve Powers, moyor of
Edgeley, also an avid hunter, said
this ltﬂilshsthm 15 DOl u huntiesy is-
sug. JE18 shrictly an ceononmie issue
anid { is shiling reonomic impacl
f1 i shifling vhere birds may be
shot, not how many ay be shot.

(See Munting, pg. 1)

hunting

An out-of-state waterfowl hutter shuws off his
Amerlesn Widgeon duck, e cuome from the
Alexandrla, Minnesota ares to hunt ducks and
geese tust full, He called buck to Edgeley twlce
to sake arrengements (o return,

Pholo by Joy Pewars

Council increases fees associated with water bills

BY PATTY WOOU BARTLE

Last monih the Bdgeley City
Coungil rentoved o $2.00 late fee
on water, garbage and sewer bills
nol paid by the 10* of the ronth,
The Water Bidling Committee was
assigned to develop a plan to ud-
diess delinguent accounts.

They proposed a plan, which
would disconnect water users if the
bill were not patd by the 20* of the
month. Before a line ¢could be re-

connected the individual residence
or business would need to pay afl
past due anounts pius a $50.00 re-
contiect fee

The proposal also supyested in
the event a water meter needs lo be
replaced due (o property niegligence
the city would charge the vost of
labor and materials.

One further provision of the
plan addressed thase individuals
who fail 1g provide an accuraie
water meter reading, If an sceurate

reading is not provided by the 10*
of'the manth, a city employee will
be sent to get u teading. The prop.
arty owner will be assessed a
$25.00 meter reading fee.

Liz Kiecker asked it dhe water
bill, late fee, vie. follow the prop.
erty or the persott. Cureently prop-
erly owners are held responsible for
unpaid water bills,

Mark Scallon, city attorney,

{(See Council, pg. 10)

‘Babe Ruth

Happening’

planned for Edgeley

HY JOY POWERS

Ydgeley hos beenselected to
huld the Midwest Pluins Regronal
Babe Ruth Baseball Tournament
hosted lnly Edpeley's Henry
Pacthie Post 146 of the ND
Anicricsn Legon. This owraae
ment inyolves bringing teams
frum six othey stales as well as
two feams {rom Nooth Dakota.
One North Dukots lewm will con-
sist of 16-year-old boys selected

——

bilines of the Townament Com-
miltee 1s 1o find homes for 47

125 16-year old bays. The play-
ors, with the exvepion of the
Dickey/LaMoute team, need 1o
be boused in peuple’s homes
throughout the wumament  This
Is o big responsitihity and re.
quiremnent of hosting this lourna.-
tent. The eotmuintee is askiny
for resadenis o open thei homes
and volumeer w ke in 2-3 of
these players through the lourna-

“The excltement when we get all these

people into town,

the moving around,

We're goling to see some great baseball.
When you put seven State Champions to-

gether, odds are yo

baseball In the country."
~— Rod Rodningar, ND State
Babe Ruth B CommIssloner

3 . N u
vthier eams will be from Min-
nesota, Kansas, lows, * lissouti,
Nebruska, und Colorado,
The teams wilt arrive In

Hidyeley on Priday, July 27, 200,

Aflgr cheok-in, a plenic will be
teld that evcnfng for the play-
ersy, coaches, and managers,
hosted by the Edgeley Lions.
Saturday morning will consist of
a coaches/managers break fast
and the games will begin that
alternoon al the Clarence O,
Huzzard Memonal Field here in
fidgeley.

The tournament dates are
July 27, 28,29, 30, 31, and Au.
pust 14 The winnet of this tour.
nantent advances to the World
Series Babe Ruth Toumansent in
Tennessee, These tournaments
have been very well attended in
the pust by family und friends of
the teams.

Rod Rodningen, ND State
Bube Ruth B Connissiotier, of
Qakes, said, “The excitement
wheit we get all these people inlo
town, the moving around. We're
roing 10 see some great baseball,

Vien you put seven Slale
Champions together, odds are
ou see some of the best base-
sl in the countrv.”

One of the main responsi.

u see some of the bes

wst Gamilies swilThe ToTransport
the players 1o and Irom er
ames, feed then thiee meals o
ay, launder their uniforms be-
~« fore esch game, stnd busically
Just provide thein with & warm
utimosphere to make thelr tour.
-nament siay in Edgeley @ pleas.
ant experience,

The reason we vun have
tournaments of this caliber 1n
towns like Edgeley is because of
the host families. This louira.
ment hias come as oflen as it has
to North Dakota because of the
wiftingness of the host famitics
here. Rodningen said, “Larget
states snd cities dun't secmto be
able to gel the support ticeded
from host families. They're just
too Jarge." He conlinued on by
saying that the Host Family Pro-
gram has becn responsible for
tumning a Babe Ruth Tournament
into a “Babe Ruth Happenng"
involving the entire comniumty.

The conmuttee ts asking
people o come forward, open
their homes, and share several
days with these players. We
can't just assume there wil be
enough homes for the playets,
it's a must that the host homes
be orrangd well in advance. If
you are interested in hosting

(Sce Baseball, pu. 2)

Tired Of The Stock Marké?gcramble?

Edgeley Weather
Feb, 26, - Mar, 4, 2004
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Hunting: Nonresident hunters
provide economic hmpact  cont. rom pg. 1

He explained the economic imgpaet
to LEdgeley would be significant
because the cily dedives o purtion
ol its revenue fram one-pereent
Cily sales tux and ang-pereent -
duor and Judging tax.

Representatives from Kulm
noled that aboul 4U percent of the
fall revenue in Kubmore from non.
resident hupters.

Ohers present questioned if
the hunters present had ever had
trouble getting ducks? They wanted
to know il they see many hunters
m the Held. Powers noted ha no
langer hunts vver decoys because
there are nut enough birds moving
1o make decoy hunting practical.

Muark Berg, an outfitler and
suide from Nurtonville suid, “We

on't see the hanters. Mid-week
nobody lvaut theee... We just don’l
see of hear [sthee] hunters while we
are guiding.”

Gene Honson said he does o lot
of Mlylng in the fall of the (udr and
he rarely sees vehicles parked near
sloughs.

‘The group atthe Monduy night
ineeting coneluded there are nol tow
many hunters. They argued more

. hunters would improve the ability

!

P~ 2 X

cegn

of all bunters to bug their limis.

Economic impact

The econuniie impuet out-of-
state hunters bring to riral North
Dakota is significant, A look at the
sules tax rovenues from the year
2000 for the City of Edgeley indi-
catey the biggest share of revenue

ND highways
wili soon
have spring
load
restrictions

Truckers und Shippers: The
North Dakota Depariment of Teans-
portation will {‘mut load resirictio’
on some state highways starting In
early March and conlinuing at least
through May.

Load  restrictious  aee
NDDOT's eftort to reduce damage
caused by heavy truck traftic on
highways that do not have firm, dry
support beneath thent. The depart-
ment sets load restrictions as
weather and roadbed conditions
require, and s them when road-
beds are dry enough to carry trafTic
without damage.

Whea load limil sign: are in
lace, load Limits are in torea, The

imits shown on load limit signs
take precedence over uny published
information.

Load limit infonnation is avail-
able on the [ntemet. This mu( be

¢ to

.. the quickest way for the publ

keep track of restrictions, removal
dates, and road posting changes.
The address for the web site s

Load rcstrictisn Information is
also available from MDDOT or the
Nonh Dakota Highway Patrol:

Bismarck District ............328-6950

Bismarck area .....ci00000. 328-9855

Devils Lake District........665-5100
Devils Lake urea ..,........662.2527

Dickinson Distrigt .........227-6500
n I7.6808

Paldmenn qean

comes in during the monihs of *
Mareh, Septeniber, Nuvenibes and
December, with December show-
ing the lurgest revenue for both the
cily vne-percent soles tx und (e
ong-peecent liquar snd ludging tux.
Acconding to Edgeley Cily Audi-
tor Jue Nols, December is the month
the cily receives tax revenue culs
lecied by bustnesses in October.
The Hdgeley City Council

r:mscd u resoluljon in opposition (»
louse Bl 1269, They uryed the
North Dakota Legisluture to kil Uy
tegislation,

Baseball

(cont. fr. pg. [}

siome of theso pluycru.yluu:«c con
et Joy Powors uf 4

Jorey Lagodinski ut 493.2359, ‘I'his
loumament is coming 1o Bdyeley
thls summer, snd finding the hous.
ing Tor these playery bs o definite
must. Please givo us a call it you
can help!

This teurmment also brings
muny othee opportunities lo our
conununity, ['s o great opporiu-
nity for organizutions to maoke
plans, to organize un event, hold o
fund-rulser. fts an opportunity te
show these slates how great our
stmall community fs, working 1o
gether 10 host o fomtastic tourna-
ment for them. 1f your oiganizn.
tlon is futerested in hosting un
event, muking some plans, or hold-
(g o fund-raiser of some sort,
please contact one of us S0 we can
put you on the I{st,

"We'se proud to huve been se-
fecled [o host this toumament. It
will bo bdnﬁling many prople lo our
area. 1t's n funtastic opportunity for
everyone.  Your altendunee and
suppors in muking this tournanent
a success for the players and fans,
as well as the community would be
Ercun)' appreciated,” said Jerry

agodinski.

r-‘h‘dgeley Public Schoo!
District
School Board Meeting
March 8, 2001
Agenda
Cill to order
Approval of the minutes
Financial reports
CGroup or Quests
New Buslness:
A. Hot Waler Heater Audit
B. Gymnasium Lights
Audit
C. Review Bids for Hol
Water Heater/Gymna-
sium Lights
D. Test Exemption Policy
B.  Administration Negotia-
tions (Bxecutive Ses-
slon)
F. Close Up
G. Mark Scallon Payment
H. 2000-200] Calendar
Change
. Proposed 2001.2002
School Calendar
J.  Business/Computer
Position Update
K. Negotiations Seminar
L.. Coaches Driving
Lfubility
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March In like a lamb...

Maoderate temperntures huve brought Muarch in like @ lamb. But with that
liuy comme the transition from snos-covered rouds to mad sad water,
Photo by {oy Powois

T I T "

BRI
§

¥

4

Online Wi% Bettq

1 wus just sottng through |

“ours. t's been a few yeurs so ull

kinds of odd compunents have
mude their howe in the junk drawer,
I found un sssortinent of rubber
bandy, stickers, bruken play dough
tools, a 26 cent stlump, washers, Iwo
marbles and a wide variety of other
treasures.

Muny of the objects brought
back fond memories or a guizzical
look of “What in turnution is this?"

Quite u few ol the objects were
lited away on parbage 'l‘uusdu?z
The benefit is tﬁ'mr | can aetunlly
find what | am looking lar

Have you ever noticed that our
hard deives resemble junk drawers?
It too is Rscinating. Qurs bas lots
of bits and pieces o homework as-
signiments, articles, old programs
and web caches.

Hard drives can be sotted and
cleaned too. The benelits include a
fuster computer, prevention of
crashes and more hard disk space.

The trick is to use u good
uninstail progeara like Symantec’s
Norton CleanSweep or
CyberMedia's Uninstalier, They
work much faster snd safer than the
Add/Remove Programs ulility that
comes with Windows in your Con-
trol Pancl.

And they'te easy to use.

‘The (irst step to uninstall s, ..lo
install the uninstall utitity, Don't
worry, they practically install thetm.
selves,

Once that's done, the utility,
like CleanSweep, will inventory
your hard drive's contents, Then
you can launch Fast & Safe
Cleanup by cheking on the desk-

won et o F canande

Junk

You can even ask for s quick dust-
ing every lime yau turn on the com-
puler

v, oo Xoueun umnstall sny applics-

“tlon” you no Jonger need toa, Just

open CleanSweep, make sure the
Program displsy ss active {¢lick the
Program Wb ifit's not), then click
ott the Uninstall Wizard bulton.
Choose the program you want
uninstalled front the Explorer-ike
list (il you can't find it choose the
Seurch button),

CleanSweep analyzes the up-
plication and creates a backup copy
of the deleted files. 1t will tell you
how much room you'll save. You
have a choice of  leting
CleanSweep uninstat] unsupervised
ur review each deletion decision
belore it proceeds.

It has a4 Safety Sweep (hat
blocks the deletion ol any files that
may be crucial to runming
Windows...a very sniart choice.

You can also sk CleanSweep
1o work on certain files on your hard
drive, For instance you can choose
to clean up all unnecessary DLLs
{Dynamically Litked Library) files.
Bueh time {ou downloaded an ap-
plication, Windows looks through
the application for new DLL files.
When Windows finds a DLL file,
it tompares the file with DLL files

already on your compute 10Ht's o
duphcate, the vperating systee
doesn'tinstal! the new fite Tntens
1t makes u G association tu e

“exlsting DL file so it can be shated

with the new application This way
vou save disk space.

Sumetimes problems oo
when utinstalling a program The
shared DLL file can also be lostan
the recycle bin causing problem.
with the remaining prograns A
goad uninstall volity will recopnise
which DLL files are still needed and
leave them in place.. e at least
advise you of what is suldl needed

Other chores include eleaniy
up duphicate files, long-unused files
and erphans (files left behind sl
an incomplete uninstall).

And alter all is udied up, sou
cart still change yout mind and re-
install a program that you v .~
thanks 1o the conpressed copn o
has mate.

No'bad.

Now il only technology could
help me clean oul the basement and
condense all those “treasures™ |
tay need someday.

Or maybe the answer is to surl
for whatever | neerd when that day
comes,

© Online With Betty
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Highlights

Iish and wildlife-related recreational opportunities in North Dakota are providad by a variety of
private businesses, state and federal ngencies, und private landowners, Managers und policy-
makers foce the challenge of bulanelng the demand for hunting and angling activities with the
supply of wildlife-rclated resources. The policies they are making reparding hunting and anpling
have an Impact on the state's cconomy and rural communitics. Therelore, the impacts (rom
management policies on resident and nonresident hunters and anglers and on wildlife-related
resources must be assessed and compared

Mail questionnaires were distributed o a random sampte of licensed hunters and anplers
provided by the North Dakota Game and [ish Department (INDGF), Three license types were
sampled which included: resident, nonresident, end pratis. Gratis license holders are landowners
who are eligible for free licenses provided they own or lease u minimum of a quarler section of
land (160 acres) and agree to hunt anly on their own land, The land must also be owned or
leused for apricultural purposes and actively farmed or ranched. The sample groups included
1996-97 season resident license uolders for pronghom antelope archery, pronghorn antelope
firearms, specinl big pume, decr archery, deer [irearms, deer muzzleloader, furbearer, waterfow],
upland game, wild turkey (includes spring and early and late fall scasons), and open water and ice
fishing. Sample groups also included 1996-97 scason nonresident license holders for pronghaors )
archery, decr archery, dect firearms, small pame, and fishing,

Resident open water anglers had the highest average season expenditures ($2.779) of ull
resident hunting/angling activities. Resident atchery antelope hunters had the hiphest average
daily expenditure ($450), while gratis fall wild turkey hunters had the jowest average daily (§17)
and season expenditures ($50), The four activity groups of gratis hunters spent the least, both for
the season and on u daily basis. Excluding them leaves fall turkey hunters spending the lcast tor
the season (5418) and archery deer hunters spending the leust on average per day ($99).

Nonresident anglers had the highest season (§1.122) expenditures and archery deer
hunters the highest daily (8150) expenditures of sll nonresident hunters/anglers. Firearms decer
hunters spent the least, on average over the nonresident season ($466), and archery antefope
hunters spent the leust averape per day (§118).

Total direct resident and nonresident hunter/angler expenditures, excluding the cost of
Heenses and additional nonresident expenditures, came to $578 million. Filly-nine percent of the
lotal direct expenditures came from the angling activities. Resident hunters/anglers spent 94
percent ($543 million) of the totul direct expenditures,

Total direct resident expenditures (exctuding the cost of licenses) have increused from
$151 million in 1982 10 $543 million in 1996, Nonresident expenditures have increased from $6
million in 1976 to $35 milion in 1996,

Resident and nonresident hunters and anglers penerated $1,668 million in lotal business
activity in North Dakota in 1996, Their expenditures accounted for $250 million in retail trade
sules, and $393 million in personal income and supported over 21,000 jobs.
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Total regident and nanresident expenditures (excluding cost of licenses und additional
‘ " nontesident cxpendituros) were $578 million In 1996. Over $117 million (22 percent) of tolal
resident expenditures were ruralized. Over $26 million (76 percent) of total nonresident
expendliures wore spent In rural areas, Twenty-flve percent of total resident and nonresident
. expenditures were spent in rural areas by nonresidents and urbar residents.
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J Table 27. Urban Resident Hunter and Angler Expenditures in Rural Arens in North Dakota,
Y by Acuvily, 1996-97 _
Rurajlzed Urban Seusonal Amount Amount all
. — Aclivity Spending  Participanty per Hunter/Angler  Hunters/Anglers
..... Wenas SR /11| 1 - SO
Pronghorn Anteiope
Archery 1) 027 1167 731,000
Firsarms 54 880 330 290.000
Girntis ke 84 07 4.000
Special Big Geme GY 08 306 58,000
Deer
Archery 3 5.039 520 2.931.000
Fireurms 40 40,387 342 13,818,000
Ciratis 50 f.148 I8 167,000
Muzzlelonder 31 288 187 $4.000
Furbourer SY 12,873 864 H1,125,000
Small Game
Waterfow! 445 21,898 494 10,827,000
. Upland 42 28,254 637 17.995.000
Witd Turkey
Fall Turkey 42 1,503 i8] 272,000
Fall (Ciratis) 37 12 l6
Spring Turkey! 47 718 331 137,000
Spring (Gratis)" 19 13 38
Fishing
COpen Water 18 50,490 1,047 52,862,000
fce 44 17,360 348 4,040,000
Total in Rurn) Areas (17,411,000

"Estimuoted from fall survey,




Tabie 28, Nonresident Hunter and Angler Expenditures in Rural Areas in North Dakota, by
Activity, 1996-97

el

Rural Seasonal Amount Amount All
Activity Spending per Hunter/Angler Hunters/Anglers
ceveWhyeias cumessascceuecsdmnnnae dotarsesems ceaccaeemeeesanans
Pronghorn Antelope Archery 72 473 39.000
Deer Archery 75 0638 420,000
Decr Firearms 66 300 278,000
Small Game 78 536 10,506.000
Fishing 74 849 15,074,000
Total in Rural Areas 26,387,000
Summary

Resident open water anglers had the highest average season expenditure ($2,779) ot all resident
hunting/angling activities, Resident archery antelope hunters had the highest average daily
expenditure ($450), while gratis fall wild turkey hunters had the towest average daily ($17) und
season ($50) expenditures, The four activity groups of gratis hunters spent the least, both for the

. season und on a daily basis, Excluding them leaves fall turkey hunters the least for the season
($418) and urchery deer hunters spending the least for average datly expenditures (399),

Nonresident anglers had the highest season ($1,122) expenditures and archery deer
hunters the highest daily ($150) expenditures of all nonresident hunters/anglers. Fircarms deer
hunters spent the least, on average over the nonregident season ($466), and archery antelope
hunters spent the least average per day ($118),

Total direct resident and nonresident hunter/angler expenditures, excluding the cost of
licenses and additional noneesident expenditures, came to $578 million, Fifty-nine pereent of the
total direct expenditures came from angling aclivitics. Resident hunters/anglers spent 94 percent
($543 million) of the (otal direct expenditures,

Total direct resident expenditures (excluding the cost of licenses) have increased from
$151 million in 1982 to $343 milllon In 1996, Nonresident expenditures have increased from
$6 milllon in 1976 to $35 million in 1996,

Resident and nonresident hunters and anglers generated $1.668 million in total business
activity in North Dakotu In 1996, Their expenditures accounted for $2350 militon in retail trade
sules, and $393 million in personal income and supported over 21,000 jobs.
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Total resident and nonresident expenditures (excluding cost of licenses und additional
nonresident expenditures) were $578 million in 1996, Over $117 million (22 percent) of total
resident expenditures were ruralized. Over $26 miylion (76 percent) of total nonresident
expenditures were spent in rural areas. T'wenty-five percent of (otal resident and nonresident
expenditures were spent in rural areas by nonvesidents and urbun residents,

Concelusions

North Dakota’s resident and nonresident hunters and anglers are a vital pari of the state's
economy. Their expenditures represented § percent of the state’s cconomic buse and supported 8
pereent of the state's employraent in 1996, This is an increase from 1990, where resident and
nohresident expenditures represcnted 5 percent of the state's economic base und supported 6
percent of the state’s employment,

North Dukota’s pupulation experienced an 8 percent decline from 1984 to 1991, Since
1991, however, the population hag increused slightly but steadily, by about | percent per year
(Figure 10). The percentage of the population who are hinters and anglers has also increased
since 1991, along with license sales (Figures t1, 12, and 123). These increases in papulation,
percetituges of hunters/anglers, and license sales may account for the inceease in overall
expenditures of hunters and anglers between 1991 und 1996,

Nonresident hunting and tishing license sales are on the increase as well. Fishing license
sales experienced a 29 percent incraase from 1991-1996, and hunting license sales experienced
un 88 percent {ncrease. The rise in both resident and nonresident license sales sugpest thal
hunting and angling in North Dakota are regaining their popularity,

Fishing license sales have not reached the level that was achieved in 1982, when both
resident and nonresident sales peaked. Although licensed huntets (residents und nonresidents)
are at their highest during this period there may still be some hunting/fishing capacity available
for further increases in activity for sorme sportsmen groups. Continued increases in hunting und
angling and thus hunting/engling expenditures can further help to increase economic activity in
North Dakota, The mujor benefactors of this increase in activity would be rural residents,
especially since nonresidents make maost of their expenditures related to hunting/angling in rural

arcas.

The responsibility of the North Dakota Game and Fish Department is to manage the
state’s fish and wildlite resources. This involves meeting the growing demands of resident
hunters and anglers, Previous research has found thut a considerable number of resident hunters
and unglers would hunt elsewhete if North Dakota could not provide adequate hunting and
fishing opportunitics (Leitch and Baltezore 1993), NDGF should focus on keeping resident
hunting and angling in the state to maintain and diversify the state’s economic buse. A secondary
consideration should be to identify any excess capacity which could provide hunting and angling
opportunities for nonresident hunters and anglers. Nonresident hunters and anglers are important
participants in expanding the state's economic base and are responsible for bringing new wealth

o the state and its rural aroay.
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Figure 10. North Dakota Population, 1980-1996.
Source: North Dakota State Data Center

Parcent i
30 e —— — . . _] -

. 28 . . e .
% Anglers

20 . oo —
Hunters
16 fom : e
L P e 'é' N s g |
e i el g \%,“...4--.—9-- l
10

5 r-—'m-n sty ) S st ¢

y) \ ) e ] s 1 1 J

1980  10B2 1984 4988 4988 4980 1092 1904 1086

Yeaar

Figura 11, Percentage of North Dakota population who are
hunters/anglers, 1980-1996,




’
1]
1)
v
License Sales
180,000
. J0000 |- == = o = +mmr e et em e
S Me L
- “s
b
N"ll‘_
140'(m e e e e .- e e h ek e m e .
-
[ i
! . Fishing
\
120|[m ....................... RSP ST mm A m .
N
i e
N /
+ ~
1(1),@13 L et m e e Hing = = o 22 e e e
-"‘
e _,,n—‘_w__/”
“s‘s-._.v-—-—n_.,.—__o—""‘” \ o
A
“\ -
‘[m e e e o m e e o ST Ll e e
mooo {
(]

1980 1060 1064 1086 1068100 1990 184 1998
Year
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Hello my name ig, /Lﬁj YR T I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if 1 may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of watertowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
30? Lo 7

h) /.t g , o PN I\‘ (J . )
Your annual revenue? 4/ (/¢ A /( cop Soar R
: h
A ,
Your average room rate? >’/ . /ﬂ :
What is your opinion of HB 269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB 12697
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Hello my name is ; L o Twould like to speak with

P

your general manager or owner 1f I may.,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307

IIV/
Your annual revenue? /. o it i S L L
7/
Your average room rate? 7, 1t -/
What is your opinion of HB1269?
//: /"':,/‘/\‘_‘//‘r‘ S A /L -L‘/“"’l/ VA
Ly o Lo .  ’ B . : ; / .

May I 1se your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB12697
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Hellomy nameis ., .~ " o6 _ I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may,

Introduce yourse!f again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
30? “}:'/ 1_‘/ | Ve Qg g | _“\, flﬂ.\?‘.'.l [}

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate? - 3¢,

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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Hello my name is , « i SR AR I would like to speak with
Y - Lo o |
your general manager or owner if { may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:
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Hello my name s, [\ i too i I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zoncs,
I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How n\iany'huntgrs approximately do you get from October 1 to November
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Hello my name is | L i Ly I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if ] may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of Housc Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
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‘ Hellomynameis /i 0 0 i, 0 1 would like to speak with

your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to Novembet
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Hello my name is_c,_/r ot I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if [ may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:
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Hello my name is __1would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

[ would like to ask you a few quick questions:
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How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
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Your annual revenue? ¢ 00 000 A el
) i

¥
Your average room rate? 70

What is your opinion of HB 12697

. e Wéz;@dam’ - )

ooy GO o botdbiesbod .

May | use your business name in reference if you are against ot for

[HMB12697

Tt B LA o &t Vool

: g Ledear

vay; e A KBS0/
PO oo D O




Hello my name is __ I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

N
How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to Novcmbc
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Your annual revenue? A50,0°0 - 258, 0050

g
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What is your opinion of HB1269?
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Hello my name is [ would like to speak with
your general manager or owner il 1 may.,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if' 1 may.

Introduce yourself again and ask i1 they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307 75 2

Your annual revenue? /oo o 0o, =200 000

P4
Your average room tate? /()

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB 12697 .
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Hello my name is N [ ' would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if' ] may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uncven zones,

I would like 1o ask you a few quick questions:

‘ /00 % rd¥1
How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307

“ 7 *0 ! ‘ e
Your annual revenue? 80,600 - L0, 000

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB12697
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of’
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November

300 95%

Your annual revenue? ’7'/0,, VA Il®) .

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May | use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if [ may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November

307 90 %

Your annual revenue? /00 - 360

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HIB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB12697
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Hello my name is
your general manager or owner if | may.

I would like to speak with

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick question:

How many hunlus approximately do you get from October | to November
307 ! Yo

Your annual revenue? /¢ ¢ ¢y — K00, OO
s 7

(o}
Your average room rate? Aok

What is your opinion of HB1269?

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269? |
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Hello my name is —T'would like to speak with

T R R

your general manager or owner if'] may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307

Your annual revenue?

Your average room ratc?

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
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Hello my name is _I'would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if' they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November

307? = 70 Yo

Your annual revenue? (00, 0r0 -700 puo

[
Your average room rate? ol hin -

What is your opinion of HB12697
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Hello my name is 1 would like to speak with

your general manager or owner il'l may.,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
30?7 5 %

Your annual revenue? JO(; 0 - Q:S‘O{,ﬁg»c)

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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Hello my name is _T'would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307 D /2 20

Your annual revenue? zw?,/(z;?yg 1191/

VA s
Your average room rate? v

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow| licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many huntcls approximaltely do you get from October | to November
300 O

Your annual revenue? (4(( A / aJ{/’Z s

L,

3 (2}
Your average room rate? 4/ . S¢) =

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB 12697
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Hello my name is wug) ﬂ.gda,(q,()_ I would like to speak with
your general manager of owner if | may. ¥

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307 20

Your annual revenue? /47 000 D00, OOC

Your average room rate? 4, OO0

What is you1 opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB12697
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Hello thy nafme is \/ I%‘Iike to speak with
your genefal manager or mny I may. '

ol
Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

] would like to ask you a few quick questions;

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
30? ) /'4_;; 1)

A
Your annual revenue? S 0o oy .

v -
Your average room rate? 384,

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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Hello my name is L.me ry LN&S PN would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if [ may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zones.
I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307 /240 \90

Your annual revenue? 30 - 30 %_W?ﬂf‘d dolloary

DU
Your average room |'atc’.?_«gjmf,>\_ ) ()fv\ OQ v

What is your opinion of HB 12697
Rs wnden | ity el do.uuwio\lwﬁ‘ Wl The \\\)r\\\MY\
ggegsoo 1 obost L0 %% oﬁ m Po.uu.u@. 'I.. UU_JMI\:Q___EI‘ Smaty -
holdel ard aeed Inboa Wunaless ?‘or 'bU("kJ\UCK\.__ L..UC.N\\OC(‘A\
Ui Ness ot C)(\L\.\ hoQes ;or Um% Lot hot At da
. Lde o\l new mo,«mu\ Wik~ Ts Opod Cor 4»'»‘2 w\r\ole
elad e meod N CALGTan e nvombea OP moo\o_ ok QOM

A oot S~\o¢t—€. ond uR pecd L_; (50“\’%0\¥ w,«l)v\ oy E,qumo\% @1
)AQ&&,«N\%).\ gmhij\“szﬂd&ﬁoci“ufmd&@ QAQ e e

s e ek e s e bt

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB12697
_ é@%m -~ Tha D"Q;/\JB\LM MNoda l, VUJ\N\ AD e

o4 7-22945 o e

Ereny  Lando o) e
Kol TD  ABUSL .




Hello my name 1 ____I'would like to speak with

your general manager or owner if [ may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.
I would like to ask you a few quick questions: ‘

/5%
How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307

Your annual revenue? __.;279;44;15_?_(_7; T2 ANAR L,
. o
Your average room rate? jé)"’

What is your opinion of HIB1269?

-

Ll leirg - ///f._(czéaaﬂmu,d.

e BTG Laas foz //i Gl
UCQLLZ z)/ W dtde i Ju#yf‘f A((L mm ¢332 LI I pLe

Al LA fd. w.cwﬁ@m@c/zm 1a DT LD AL %Li._mz)ﬂ_,.
JM, Dok, Gomirincdiont, cle . 2

May | use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB1269?
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Hello my name is 1 would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven 20nes.

[ would like 1o ask you a few quick quessions:

/00, Yo 7%
How many hunters approximately do you get fiom Getober | to Navember

307 ]

Your annual revenue? ,{Q;(J_Qu - 30, oL
A » 3 ‘52-2-“

Your average roomrate?  J9H =

What is vour opinion of HB12697?
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May I use your business name in reference if vou are against or for

HB1269? -
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Hello my nameis ' . . . | [ would like to speak with

‘i

your general m'mag,el or owner if | may.,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of’

licenses by uneven zones,
I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

[How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 (o November

OIS

307 LA ot kBT AT TS
Your annual revenue? o
Your average room rate? .

What is your opinion of HB 12697
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB 12697
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Hellomy nameis [ .~ - ' \ I would like to speak with

your gencral manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
ticenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a lew quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to Noveniber
307 : | | : |

‘ “‘ ! . T '
YOU" ilnnU&l] I'C\’Cnlle'.’ :Mw._,.- e

Your average room I'Ell(.".)_ L

What is your opinion of H31269?

May 1 use your business name in reference if you arc against or for
HB 12697
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Hello my name‘;s‘ix by L I would like to speak with

o

your genetal manager or owner if I may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zones,
[ would like to ask you a few quick guestions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from Qctober 1 to November
307

Your annual reveriue? . T

Your average room rate? N

What is your opinion of HB12697
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB12697
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Hello my name is [ would like to speak with

your general manager or owner if | ma>

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

e IS
I would like to ask you a few quick questions: (0 g
[

How many hunters approximately do you get from ()Ll()hCl [ to November
307

Your annual revenue’! /e oty ~REC, 000
t < {
Your average room rate? Y o

Whalt is your opinion of HIN 2097
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
e e I
your ‘!:CI]CIdl manager or owner if ] l’]d\'

Introduce yourself again and ask 1f they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow] hwmmg, and breaking up the lcdm cd number ol
licenses by uneven zones

| would like to ask you a few quick questions:
»
g e
Flow many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307

. 57
Your annual vevenue? U

Your average room rate’

What is your opinion of HIH’(»‘)"
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Hellomy nameis [ .. .l I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if 1 may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October ] to November
307

Your annual revenue?

JrOUT B st e

Your average room rate? s

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your husiness name in reference if yun are against or fot
HB 12697
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Hello my name 18 Jistvs p I would like to spcak with
your general manager or owner if' | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

[ would like to ask you a few quick questions;

How many hunters approximaicly do you get from October ] to November
30?7 .

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?

f C

May I use your business name in refecence if you are against or for
HB12697?
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Hello my name is | would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if 1 may.

Introduce yoursell again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions: (o
e

/55
How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 1o November
307

Your annual revenue? 20, ogo /2 ¢, 0 0o
Your average room rate? &4 €2

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May | use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB12697
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Hello my name is _ I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions: o
/0%

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307

Your annual revenue? DU 00T

50/ ac ¢ -‘7(’;’// C e
, &
Your average room rate ’%” S

What is your opinion of HI131269?
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May | use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name is _ / , ;L | | would like to speak with
your general manager or ownet 1f I may

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zones.
I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approx:matcly do you get from October | to November
300 0

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?

May I use your business hame in reference if you are against or for
HB12697
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Hello my name is I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

S 50
How many hunters approximately do you get from 0(,10[)(31 I to November
307

Your annual revenue? 54) 000 100, Q0

, 3 s G4,
Your average room rate? Jﬁ

What is your opinion of HB 12697
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name is f RN Pwould like to speak with
your general mana&,cn or owner il | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask il they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zanes,

I would like 1o ask you a few quick questions:

- How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307 __Ld fuw

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate? - ©

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB 12697 ,

/ "‘l/_ ‘ . ““J k’/‘ s |; .“,’I,‘, »; .
,;‘: A /J/’L / AA_/) A"' 0 "" ))
(’l’/(/ ) ,d‘ l/’ { T n’/"\‘ /_/‘)

/T: >1 ['/[L




Flello my nameis __ 1 ~ FPwould like to speak with

PO VRSO UEY S SO T S

your general manager or owner if I may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | 1o November
307

Your annual revenue?

y

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May | use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB 12697
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Hellomy nameis _~ -~ -+, & —Lwould like to speak with

.

your general manager or owner if'| may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, ‘The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

[ would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307 L.

Your annual revenue? g .

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of 1312697

o
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB 12697




i

Hello my nameis | o+ . L 'would like to speak with
your general mamag,m or owner if ] may

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced nuniber of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of Hi31269?

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB 12697




Rajuoyn Bt Stoo
HwY 8% 2
Amuidum

. $19 - L ale?

dlgondiw 58831 ol $ak- 316Y
| Raggud Buklr dnn HWY §9

danlay 53"“5.. | | | |
Borle Matd Q01 w Main St 01388344
Moty e 90419 due NE 101- 258 "c050 fax 88-C04G

Tuaon 586A! o L
Puckband Med 1191 190 A, A 760-872-41% 8% - 447-3599

Cutpek 3391 HWY 1o To-§7a-4311
Westgats Mdaf ql gwSE U to1-872-4521

§ Rlosunt 58316
., 5hj Donewy Heltl and Cadins  USHWY J§) +HWY HL -

T~ 477 - 3340
Qlorpy Tarpen Mt Hwbh 5L
. 01- 41 - 3551
Bp,Lk'.c,lcl 5l _ ‘
Bad-Vu et 4ok HWY 10 Eoat  FOI-275-4a45
Rodavay Mot (01 HWY LY 7015754385
o s 01 HWY 85 ol 515~ 42

- Pisbee . | o _
~ Smalt. Town Mold b5 35069

T T Redt Wallad hato Reamt - LFL-B0] e




Bruddode U
Daketa Hirtin, Ged aned mak\.o,\t
1993 B4t St 8¢ ’
338-L313  332-bL30

. (D&kttﬂ \}Hun,tﬂ\q Ludqb
Box (3] Al - L0

Roulah 58543 _ .
edmnican Mot ond Suides Q1co a9 die DO 873 - 8220
Ladate Tooums e 1300 Hwy 49 N §73-2243
Swpu & Motet  (c08 HWE 49 M 813 - 600

Bottincauw 59349 L
. U Ghookaters Reaont 34 PRoadaick BonehRd.. b3 -451A
Lecelond dodge, 345 1% Sbuet U AaP - 239 (

Ndvway e 1355 HJY 55 £ . 8- 3737
L -Vis pete] Junctn WY B30 13 25335334
$06-5327-037 9

Loj Cobun dn du Woodn Strdtddz- A48 - 533&:,0 ._i_‘_A

geﬂt—éxmj)ﬁﬂ'ﬂ-u sipus QCI,UUL/U 53 46;‘3 e e

Cando, %334
J{pmﬂmcm chtn.' HWY 381 %8 445! call /bmofrow

__:_fo. ol 584A1 S
hain. Cmgz,ww lentis %o L/uu,s L53-313)

T Qupuo R4t o583
. L R Swan Bed and Rruakjoak LI 29 St M 059 3478

e e deaa Ara ahe s em w4




P

. \/ 1 .\\‘of\ﬂ
laahuy 5:835 M7
Plonun hodge 202 A flain St 597F - 34802

~Foe R Konsmw 56033

\fexoog s vere ‘M{_ Ao 2 s, 913201

Fort Yatw 54§53&
Praisis Kugats Coaune Gt hodge 7G32 HWY 94 854- 1713

Gevuamn 58540
u@’ammm Mgt 539 4" e 38, e d - 2854
ekt (O 4ol AP de £ AL 54 H

Ooecheh  Diday
' hu&quu vaulley L‘dC}u 1732 Id* st ME 85 -2433%
Ui /}L(Cv :/_/
. TEL o

A . _ . ' ‘
(_LFrToaTts rn'[ﬁﬁ 45 0L 30 38 244y

alldoy 283k
Holliday Metd 686 S - S 9% -4771

Houa 550U AdEcorrelid
7 P Mdw_tnd Cafo Aol L™ S Su) 249 ’-19\%

Ha)wcxd 58341 -
AR Mdst 575 Bmmu& E 3gd~ xn

o Mot 2489 HWY 3 NE 39"/ ‘/&‘02‘ PRV STy
FR Mt 93 Luasuw 54 3ad-a23)

. » d R
'
- o rmmedn aensan e A ok mme fee e taemema amahm e wma o w mmm el e tea e erm e e m—— . PR SR,

e e b & 4w



Heazen Bisus o
ﬁruﬁmcw, Y Qw £ FHE- AT
( .« Dokl & n‘LV]‘,w M9 Mawn RIE  487- 33

Hebron 58638
Brock Gy Mo 807 budl,b 5% ‘-Mtﬂ

Nethresn, 53639
Ao dgt. EHWY 12 B  5LT 4O

SR T B0 30 S 5T a3t

Htstsero—5804s
Hettsoor Tan Jul 5% 3t S 431 -950!

Alceon  H8LUO («

Mownioin Viue Mad 36 M Viaaw S ;rw 55413

Havy and Mawer Clury
HC 01 Pos 32 83 - A1 §OC-5il - 0434
letson @ pup . chered om

akota  583ud
S rdoe i HoY 2 et QHI-248F .. L




.}/cmgdm - L
,Wchfﬁm ¢ 210 GHde S8a4G. 250 - 3wl
Mud L6 377 Staet | 28L-2950 v p

y’ns&rd 5150 R
hanajro M Ti M St 900530 i
A ;%’
oo 58351 o o ,, |
Vad Moy Mot 840 Tiww de  343-2355
\“\S v
hdgcwod 58 053 N
Mol 33C ik, de O 538-7373 ( ‘._\

. hunten 5%552
. Lors Mot 314 S Sefud du 254 - 5457
~Horue y Crack hudee 752 83 3. e 33 - Akd
Aellewy FMetl BLIC HWY 53 2544505

hoalon 585054
Lalond Pode Mot 531 HWY 33 @ Li3- 414

m(.u.bud,u 8851 , o
Mmoot . 543 34 SES e

/‘Smm &34 Contan Ju:o___?zu qog




Mellualy  H§HL3
Oy M Mated 3 HY dw ME - o3 - 2507
REEHMotd Aol de A Eoal 3L - 275







"DC\JLD'PCU\ %. G"B
510 At de NI
Minct

§38-3648

o 8!
3- 43
+o Dusk Pel3
Rt 3 B o A
sqy- 1Y
Decp Orane Adouniuan) | Derpuaten Bauj B+6
Pl < Pam gm%yugyt) Ri | Bux A
e 3 Buw 82 P%hﬁf%
Latiod &t D 5885 5¢/
158 BOFUROY‘C“@de.:pcreck,aavmﬁ)wes.c,onu




(‘.)761(:12.1.9 RV Posk.
485 —353 1

4L, 3~285%

go(dcw Lake R&So‘ri‘
Haton
543*41310

Qs 4777




La‘.Sbb"’
Jakond O Mmoad (08

35 Hoy 34 &80549

L33 l-JIM -
Supar & ’?24 Mo Sb 28054
ma*auLLu I'm‘r sus 34 St SE 5395? |
s 93‘”’
3@»3’ 34 Coniu e 5
78 - 906







mlya,u Mot HWY 5 £ 5870 o
- 377 S
e o ee”
Mokt -
ide-A-way HC 8 Bac B 5864
yay- 2831
mmo}(;/ gumfmv 5441
534 -229T
- | \\
M1 cunfain—-

A1 Moakd Plece BB Tea L0 Box 22/ 562

. 993-825F

et boahdagi i

Fatt—al 800 Broacwsy Mo fun spser
75¢/- 2520, A
i

B Buon lodge 42 /7SS L Ko ckfrer 57355
QY7 S

A ‘
> .

&' Ol
b} R K

Vew Saler o
Qunst Vet 13 A & Sf 58563

. s43- 7100

-




ﬁa@-@aﬁ# d |
_ﬂ%&‘% Mohad Mok
Brlasrmny - HOY 5E

v Maehalt
‘%ﬂ&@- ‘o
| 780~ b3TT

Hawy Massan Qlas

Muclatas  Bect + B)uakéa,u&
Q80 ”iﬁ“““# 00 E

33 2520 T

968 - 43/-05.20 Aloe th ek Loaic/c

fix 70/ - 33 =450 Rox S/
.S*CL{Cbb@UJCbN, Ne t 770\90
— Lbd - 2011
MWW‘ @Qd and [ —
236 47 S E Par shald Mokr JInn
flauniutarn o) Maoun Otuet

L73-5731 ’Dwuﬂ

S~ 312 7F

Muasows ~Kue kodgo

I 4219 dueruw M)

Sleuitong, 0 4 Fpﬁ‘%iﬁﬁ\

JuE- 043 |
) 577 480 -3497 Rrecrtrekbons—hadu ot
oriverludge @ Luestriv.com Borgals Birtor
‘ -~ pmiat) =

————————




Voca sy
185280 lucﬂerheﬁﬂ Rd

Genbinei

g9~ 474b

wL,LUE‘f&ﬂ (
A5 3
|1 350 Huow 1804 >
=== Jim /A ﬂCdcn&-'-“U"St’.rbcm
Roy P 557945
5&3;3‘47‘4
_‘____,_..--""“"—Ff
N Mote!
200 O G St
@len ULl
35 -3836
Mb‘ul pam ’“de,(}é,
o P
({’.

P A8EOCHC




e

.“*’é‘ﬁ" Sheldovis B«
221 S Nelan

Sbua ki
b ~8 44 - 3045
RO]‘; 5%% &Itbtaf\.ﬂ]u) 4 . 3(‘33;7
(h arrs oM | |
Hip3- b5 bird S@0akiel. tom
flu Bl Sikata Mote!
;;%;/ 33r St NG 702 3™ St
LL) drmuuo
L,Elfm. m oL WLBQ 22062
$0 - (680 - (430 B
- (A5 | '
’ e St T
- _ BTS‘bt_'t:
Sakakawea Mot ~ —Lp5le= 300
Pick Clil{ | —_
4§7 - 3366 The HQ ey |
HCR 3 Bexd 35
Jes hep
San w&.b Ye MUtLQ \57&}\;‘:;59
g/9 M Cu\iuu '
335*“/}38 l;gg S MCLL:AJ
wlL
U7-2295
hamero ok Motel / b47
'w /§ v 1.9d indgren@ dukiel. com
;4S8 Hrvo
{75217

\\






ku%m Houae
463 s dernug
Lot

. 13- L3149
-

Hoxtsn Mokl
Hwy 18
H{ addton |

s43- 41 nciiew

_’,,..-—""“”

Hwia% Noww BB U3 -

Auo IH" St B

wfbﬂi’/hwood
5871 - bas |

_—4"“’.—”—-_ »
B+ 15

vit C Jocoosen N ansion
L’ [d0x 15A

ey anten
215- 8291

W/
728~ 3519

P 333.5%—8"384




55270

Y- 7141
Mgt = 45 Main 3. V. 770
B(DQSMZ

/ (.7/’ ‘.
R a m bt A03 W, Sam S/ 54 J .
ed oSk 6 TL ‘

25 v

.y
%:25 A>T B
N 58712
W uh 1§ W Reudeotdy e O 7
J:mmecma
497/
Q)(L | mk& y ARGk Covcetn hake  Awd 5300

/
—— ™ - . - e - it =2 et AN A

| B ¢ A4 58547
Raﬁ Bl M Meta! a9 A
Ly g w
P 5 -358 \ ,\
S S
| ‘I‘ l\ S b_
AR : : 3
S & =
o =
R N




&ind}w./) B@,w

Diuvn Gentio

5148 - §6 &0
J2 5 - 339

N
Bojd-j Butt H /‘{Ldt’.CL

New (?f\f) Qrxt
258 - 1512

7

o s ohs o
-,
R e T

/jan. A Fi@ nch

Pe Ao 163

Medea, 4D
Fl = b 3= 4300

7 nnd Sy ﬂ/ —

52 =398

I3 S B

fita e

([Ln’;

~
< BN
-~ -
o
el e
- \
.
s
2 o
- o
- Q
=~ >~
S J
il




ot
1

Bpschs Dot
godd  HwY 180

@

254 - 0151

'r{o NKINSHN CCA M cy-amd
A3 - 7885

Havara Compgieund
724 - 6373

(jurnbutﬁc Heu o

2t and Toug

pardaly
L5~ 1543

(ool B, Hotel

[Fullogon
375- bbb

. e——— — .
i

Cocwttrur elruv
./0 M oudnead e &

A L luu
55 - J152

-—

]

-—M"“,..-—-—

/ RCU"C\U

Ou)ﬂo KooW

qoe & P

Ken M CC“’V\{)Q’lcwﬂ““”
355 -4232

KQJ”L:)GJ
435 -3851

wdguiwoed
%538 - 94532 |

L
§53-23il

/WCU(,LT.L' |
41~ 5633

Cantniad  Comp queettd

Lo

567 -3127
597 - 39LC

) d b, Compin Lrnto
= ot SE lo* Aue

ok
' L 79- A FA

\ Bapabiing |
25§ - 2320

el
L tuLl.{"y(C{
Agu.21 1§
55y - 2920




 Shnling
| ‘ﬁps Mmotd  X& Hane kI SF
257 -4484¢
2
Tooao Mofel 210 2 St NE 553%&

58572

Q)()

Touge” (Mole! fampig 2 ot ke Towas Gy 5707
949 - 4674 '

.: a0 |
%ﬁwulm QLUA metd M Lnceln doe 58576

Fonbers Csinte

1 _ ;6 /
ghis Hqu2-53 31




C S
. DCOMWO0d (Yot e Jww 53 A

1343 Fronta
mtag Ky

Founbyw Mobt as g, s

5
S542-412¢ 0ss
e Koy ebun "Bo0) Hioy 85 ()
S22~ 3980 |
?m“ﬂf DS Hwy $5 g
St -8l
p. —
Lﬁop.b —
X/diﬂw,gtﬁl’uz, 103 1% due, & 56793 T
NS - Ly |

L(JL.HQ Met! Q45 Man St 58494/
Guf 3 - A

-

kb HWY 13 € 8495 TT——
452 ~ 4293

\\

. \



Rel-vu motel A

4oty HWY 10 East ]

RBelbeld, ND 6822 D S
(361 B #5-4245

Roputicans put e should pett up 2with thuu Conu%ww

ROV et e aieee e e e e e e e s PN . PN
.
e b i e a1 e e m e o 40 U VU P VPN
» .
e i ok s 8 Ahd 2 a2 A ook e 8 8 A o Sk s £ it e ot A e L e e & A kot et 13 A 4 R AL e | oo o £t A & i e £ o e e

. ” | -‘
S - — - e
- e £ i e 1h b b Bttt dlm T b A e hit e h itk it aat A vd o b M % b eemm w h . el @i e SR B 4 e e s b B e et o & e L s e e e e et et bl coabin s Afmt s e & e nisa e e a e
" e i s 2 . it -~ - SUURIOVIEY SO P P — PR U U N -
e .- - — - s -
- (SRS, TEPP - — - e -
- s s B PUSIRpA ——— —
PO e - . e -— e -
-
[P it nshe b b rrin - - g OR it
e D B8 Tl [ L T — -

. — [P - [ P NP . e e e ——————ad e n o )




o Trapeers_ Inn .
96' uhﬂfﬁ L . L o ._'_.u.'.._‘..:-....,.,.:...‘._. e

‘ cheu, ND 68622 o RSP SNUPUN TSSOV
LD 535 w210}

T I YRR TR

L

PR

__“....,“1“'04 ku,nkrr - 4u.ll Brsl' Lutduul 3, et _ e
_ {none._ from wMM] -pNeasamd ..

anmal .revenue

O.Wtragc room e

BBkt & ket e blon e b bl Mk s bt [ Rk b e 4 LR ek e s bbb - he e -
U o U S

.

Lcﬂ' J‘h(. vL was .Slwuld r\o)-reducf,
Meed  ouf OF 5'““— Reyenut

 Nes.

T




[ONIUERRPPSRNRE N A SRS

e Beudoh, NB

u‘mcmcon_“ mchan-,Su.Lh.s .
106 2% Joe NW_

58523

o et 4 e et A S e et A et et § e

{3oD 8%v-a230

e o bt 2 s oA i s At i S i A ok & e . et b e 4

B T TR

e bt s et

e ,6 pi rum.uﬁf_ HB 12 (aff e

e e e kb d b

. No

l.»..“h.._\..“...“ bt - et a ot i ot dade | e [V U
- S . - - - - e — b o . e i d e ba s b o
s T b A s B h b i e Ak MR AR — ke 4 ek et kb b bt i AL e PRV UV U EpTOv —

i £ b i B Al ot W S i (ot 2




e Doktta Faems T e e e
.. Jawhm?_ﬁ_‘:{QU.MM e e e e e e e

Rewlah, VD 58523 AN
Ao §33 -2a42. ‘

e el
o hunters . O Rems

Overagqe ve Y35

Yes

:Opsm.m U3 zwa
Don't +hmk i} g owd  be passed.

- - P — — s ——aa R -
- M & A JPPOTORREP ST ST T I [N RPN PYVeS - L hbefa e et s e € R L o ] ar a——
P abne - O VI ek an - - - -~ —-— - o
- v -
. - - o m P - -—— oo PUDPNS
s, - - - e AR aeeeia s e AL - 2 0 it ettt Bt S it . S bk A M ok A HRa 4. b A mnd -




‘.......—.,.M..._.- | meenAinh B dae o St o - b 8 o . bt bt A S8 Soi P i A ek s s 3 e R S % T 4 emmemn e

ELYu mMkel

" Bowmtan,, 0D 58033

Hoa HwY §55

(I 1-800-521-0839

Qverager  reom rafe  35:°7 4 fax | bed, | persom

; .-O;;':d‘hién

uinsh_Hiis il

F4@ hes done o good jon
_Govi. Should. stay sut ofid,

Yes

Sk hnp ot bt &b sl b o [SSPI P S S ORIV . SOV - —— —_ —
it £ ) e S B A At M A A Mkt de i f kit B bt 8. e et e e —— . ——— o h ot h R B ) b rd b Bkt b
e ks b bab s e L~ - e . ir . e S smam e 1 PPN PO RN NN - v aborh
- - - e [OPeN A 8 et o - PR -
b - e — PN e P fpeen - b e - -
.\A.-.... Pr— e - PUPICORE. —u [VRPaoY - . —— [T -
. . - — — i s —
- ——




.,,._-_Ch%mﬁqné e _ e
Cormnghon, D 5842 |
(o uB2-313 i

| # hunters Quit o e

Gnnuel revenue 1 nvalliean
Cwemac room rate 41.95

/,
. Qpinien
.,. | i Aot very 7(&1 for Has drea

Yes.

- o e el o - po. [pA—— - aa [V an - [N
[T RSP SRS VY - ot e At i et A [P - Y - s adl o
- « - — - PP, A e it 4w ok b i




g Rlncho mebe!
1515t foe € e

e A__...__M.,&mscn,_mo__as:ﬁaﬂ__,,,_._, (oo -3495

W hunters (F o€ busmen)

e 4 b it it At e o bk 1A A ¢

s ol g s - i 4 bt it = 4 — oo“ o - —-‘"‘A“;:u* - P — g s — - - ey o it — - - B et e ]
e e 30“ . ((OLL bk} I — s

O Plﬂ tON. L

Gom(ﬁnd (st« e
_wasn ) for h.unlers have..-io‘dosc,.‘-_

s

o ucarc, "..Igmmwm o

(..oumlly \Seeé Lc.u.n({v

L Bag . R
e huntes. dgmaor;d business_ Ctgou.ns# whebill

e _ Yes N

PO RITY PN Y P VIR Y O T VPO SR R,

< o AT A Air bl A8 4 MRS R B S n o A MM S o At 4 M M B il Bt A M ik | diness

— -——
aiassa: P —

.._‘.__.....‘...........A.... - N .
ra rh kA b RS s .1 s 2t s okt n b 4 an e s et Mt -




Cavalisd , RO 52220
—_— ?

TaHen \ro.u \»L»dcjc, e
____A.__.‘m_‘,_Cu.\ﬁho_cbm-&g_.._55..5.5‘.[,.-m

ke ot e fay_ode B2 adusky , siace AUD
e Quesat v puich indus 7‘7/______ e

| YC 5
—— e e o e e bt et o ot 2etim e .- s s e .
e e e s A = otena 2 o Ao e o - e —
- e e e ekt o | oo oo 2 St e e e — - A
ettt e e e ot e o 5 A 2 A £ e e 41 1 2 e &£ttt o et
e on o ot e 8 b+ 8 S e e b o e e i et £+ o et 341 meiam

M ih e A A i, S ALS B LS MM S h e Bk S — P P LI [Srremen - s iy

[ R P T R L TNy N e A w4 v ca [ R P ke k




| Golt‘cn ’Hu\ok .‘,l;\lo‘cl .
CHWY B EGSE e
Crosby H130 | U

oD QBLIE ) e e
3 OP)Y A N}Q&J)},@’t’t

.#;\_Unms”%)ﬂ)jo Kyns

) Qom h»uu:w on, rev-

¥y =40 qre

{\?(.L,Lb«l oM mnkéau MM gy out Ofab

B Y

e A e o 4 hoa Y oA, e L A e

e e B Sb O b i ARt

FUTTPR VIR RUIPPINPE D WWORRTTY IR SR TY B AR e IR L o U S

PO N R R L R il

APPSR O O S L el VPP ORISR b A8 e Rk oA aks St s i b - s n bk A
» - - d » XY - - A% s .




Motels and Hotels in Medina, ND

You may be able to find more info about Medina lodging by going to the reservations page.

Medina's Cozy Comers Motel, 413 Water St E, Medina, ND 58467, ('h!l-&&é—ﬂ:?)}) & o a/vmw()\—

Nocth Country Lodge, 105 6th Ave NE, Meding, ND 58467, (701-486-3568) A/ 0 (bnAaco e/

Narth Country Lodge, 3225 55th Ave SE, Modine, ND 58467, (701-436-3155) 3/7¢L/&-/ZV:WQ_4‘[
F

.

- e
gNoﬂthkomc-ﬂcs‘_Hmnc Scarsh ﬁ Aigline Specials To! 26 7/r0
) Copyright ©2001 Interuet Lodging Directory

hitpUAvww usa lodging corvmotcisfoorthdak ota/Medina hun 312501
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Matcis amd tHotels i Fargo, ND

Motels and Hotels in Fargo, ND

Pagctot2

You may be able to find marc info about Fargo lodging by gotag to the reservations page.

AmesiciomMotck- TM23-330r SreW P arpo ND-I30-TTOT239%0) < 4 Call
Best Western Ina, 3333 1 3th Ave S, Ferge, ND 58163, (701-233-3333)

Best Western Inn. 3800 Maia Ave, Fargo, ND 58103, (701-282.2143}

CMon fun, 4338 26th Ave SW,_ Fargo, NO 58103, (701.277-9944)
ComfortIno, 1407 35th St SW, Fargo, ND 58103, (701-280-9666)

Comfort Inn,_ 3825 9th Ave SW, Farpe, D 58103, (761-282-9596)

Com&zt Suites, i415 35th St SW, Fargo, ND 58103 (701-237.591 1} -

Country Inn & Suites Carlyon, 3316 15th Ave S, Fargzo. ND 53103 (791-234 6565)
Days Inn, 1567 [9th Ave N, Ferpo, ND 38102, (701-232-0900)

Donaldson Hotel, 516 13 St N # 2, Fazgo, ND 58102, {TH1-235-3193)
Duublewoad Inn, 3333 E3th Ave S, Farpo, ND 58103, (70£-235-3311)

Frono Lodge, 1401 35th St SW, Fargo, NP S8103. (701-212. 3412)

Expressvay Inn, 1340 215t Ave S, Fargo, ND 381683, {701-235-3141)

Faucticld lon, 3902 9th Ave SW, Fargo, IND 58103, (701281 -0404)

Flying J Motel, 3150 39th St S, Fzrgo, ND S8105_ (701-282-B475)

Hahwerson’s Efficiency Apts, 717 dth Ave N, Fargo. ND 58102, (701-212-0500)
Hampeon [nn, 3431 t4th Ave SW_Fargo, ND 58103, (701 235-5560)

Holidny Inn. 1040 40tk St SW, Fargo, ND 58103, (701-282-2000}

Holxdsy Inn, 3803 13th Ave S, Fargo. N 58103, (TU1-282-2700)

Kelly far, 4207 13th Ave SW, Faorgo, ND 58103, (701-277-8%21)

Microtel Inns & Suites, 1198 I8tk St NW, Facgo, ND SZ107, (701-281-2509)
Motck 6, 1202 36th St SW. Fasgo, ND 58103, (761-232-9251})

Motel 75 Faryo, 3402 [4th Ave S, Fusgo, i 58103, (701-232-1321)

Quaality Inre, 301 3cd Ave N, Farpo, ND 58102, (701-232-8850)

Radisson Hotcl, 201 5th St N, Fargo, ND 58102, (701-232-7363)

Remada lnn, 1635 42nd St S, Fasgo, NI 58103, (701 -277-9000)

Red Roof lan_901 18th St S_ Farpo, ND 58103, (701 282-9100)

Rodewsy tnn, 2202 S Unevarsity Dr, Facgo, NES $8103, (701-239-8022)

hitprwws yse-lodging comimutels nosthalekoa/Fargo bim
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Moicls and Hotels in Fargo. ND

Scamdia Hotel, 717 2¢h St N, Fargo, ND 58102, (701-232-2661)

Select Inn Of Fasgo-Weat Acres, 1025 38th St S, Fargo, ND 58103, (701-262-6300)
Select Ins Of Amezica Corp, 1025 28 St SW, Fargo, ND 58103, (701-281-0140)
Sleep lan, 1921 44th St SW, Facgo, ND 58203, (701-281-8240)

Seper § Moscl, 3518 Interstate Blvd, Fargo, ND 58103, (701-232-9202)

Tharaldson Learsing Cir, 1401 35t St SW, Facgo, ND S8103, (701-235-4648)
Wingatc [on, 4429 19tk Ave SW, Fargo, ND 58183, (701-281-9133)

Page 2002
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FROM

Motels and Hotels in West Fargo, ND Page Lof't

Motels and Hotels in West Fargo, ND

You may be sble to find more info about West Fargo fodging by going to the reservations pege.

Duys trn, 525 Main Ave E, West Fargo, ND 53078, (701-281-0000)

Hz 10 Motel, TH 94 & US Highway 10, West Fargo, ND S307E, (701-282-6600}
Sunset Motct, 731 Main Ave W, West Fargo, ND 58078, (701-282-3266)
Sq:::tllod. 525 Main Ave E, West Fargo, NI 5807%, (701-282-7121)

[ o e s e ] s | s

Copyright ©200¢ Inteynet Lodging Directocy
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Moatels wnd Hotels in Grafloa, ND Page i of é

4
#(/m"wﬁ Motels and Hotels in Grafton, ND

Tou may be able to find more info about Grafton lodging by going to the reseryations page.

ican Motel & Suites, 1015 W 12th St, Grafton, ND 58237, (01-352.2188) /27, A v St/ A /-Poo -6 3 -3 9%/
Motel, 666 W §2ik St, Grafion, ND 58237, (701-352-1730)
- {7013
& Motel, 348 W 12th St, Graflon, ND 58237, (701-352-0888)

North Dukots cities H_m] Scarch l Airline Speculs §
' Capyright €©2001 Internct Lodging Directory &

Trlove Shicloys f:-rvjcrbcad Houx
[F23 ;Cufmn -:ill(,
Geofion, BU 8331

352-035k
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Mowts and iHotels in New Town, ND Puge [ of |

! M4

Motels and Hotels in New Town, ND

You may be able to find more info about New Town wdging by going to the resegvations page.

4 Casino & Lodge, Highway 23 W.Ncw'l'om:.NDm&.(‘mlm%l!)/l/t.) ﬁmom
Ing, 219 Mun St # 69 New Town, ND 58763, (701-627421T)

Mok, Flighway 23 E, New Town, ND SE763, (701-627-3316) I ouri 2 o{ bnmg

f/West Dakota k. Highway 23 E, New Town, ND 58763, (701-627-3721)

bmh Bakots ciﬁﬁlﬂm Search | Airling Specials
7 Copytight G2001 Intcrnes Ladging Directory =

T WA

vA SO IAT AP TR T

htvpelforarwe con-fodging commntcianocthdalaia/New T own ium

Yot




Motels and Hotels in Minot, ND

Motels and Hotels in Minot, ND

Page 1 of 3

You may de able to fmd more info about Minot lodgiag by going 1o the rescrvations page.

Best Western Ina, 1505 N Brosdway, Minot, ND 58703, (701-852-3161)

Casa Motel & Campground, 1900 Eighway 2 And 52 W, Minx, ND 58701, (701-852-2352)
Choice Hotels fod, 1625 20th Ave SE, Minot, ND S£701, (701-833-7777
Conafort [nn, 1515 22nd Ave SW, Minot, ND SE701, (701-852-2261)

Dakata Ina, 2401 Highway 2 And 52 W, Minot, ND 58701, (701-838-2700)
Days Ton, 2100 4th St SW, Minot, ND 58701, (J01-852-3646)

Empire Motel, 2008 Burdick Expy E, Minot, ND 58761, (701-852-317)
Fairfield Inn, 900 24th Ave SW, Mirot, ND 58701, (701-838-2424)

Fairview Lodge, 1900 Burdick Expy E, Minot, ND 5¥70%, (N01-852-4488)
Guest Lodge, 1937 N Broadway, Minot, ND SE703, (701 -852-560G)

Hillcrest Motcl, 1416 S Broadway, Minot, NI? 58701 (701-852-1214)

Ho-Hum Motel, 2805 Highway 2 And 52 W, Minot, ND S§701, (701-£52-2191)
Holiday tnn, 2200 Burdsck Expy E, Minot, ND S8701, (701-852-7504)
Holiday Spot Hodl, 1903 S Brosdway, Misot, NI SE701, (701-838-4340)
Kdly Inn, 1510 26tk Ave SW, Minot. ND 58701, {701-852-4300}

Kenway Moicl, 1808 Burdick Expy E, Minot, ND 58201, (701-339-4228)

Pal's Motel & Campgrouad, 2625 27th St SE, Minot, NI 58701, (701-838-5804)
Ramada Inn, 2375 N Brosdway, Minot, ND $8703_ (701-£39-3000)

Riverside Mol & Campggound, 2206 Burdick Expy E, Minot, M0 S8701, (761-852-2588)
San Way Ve Motal, 1605 6th St NW, Minot, ND $8703, (703-3854238)
Sandman Motel, 2601 Burdick Expy W, Minot, ND SET01, (J61-852-408%)
Setect Inn OF Miaot, 225 22nd Ave NW, Minot, ND S8703, (701-852-3411)
Stockmen's Bar, 4120 Burdick Expy E, Minat, ND SE701, (701-238-4021)
Super 8 Motcl, 131S N Broadway, Minot, NI 55703 (701-852-1817)

i G0 i Log D
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Moicls and Hotels in Bismarck, ND

Motels and Hotels in Bismarck, ND

Pagelofl

You may be able 0 find more info about Bismarck lodging by going 10 the reservations page-

Americinn-Bismarck, 3735 Stare St, Biuznagck, NP 58503, (701-250-1000)

Best Western I, 1400 Interchange Ave, Bismarck, ND S8501, (701-258-7000)
Bismarck Mot Hoted, 2301 E Main Ave, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-221-2474)
Comfort Tnn, 1010 E Josersiate Ave, Biscaarch,, ND S8503, (701-223-1911)
Comfrt Suites, 929 Gateway Ave, Bismarck, WD S8503, (701-223-4009)
Country Suites, 3205 N 14th St, Bismarck, ND 58503, (701-258-4200)

Day [nn, 1300 E Capitol Ave, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-223-9151)

Expressway Inn & Suites, 200 E Bismarck Expy, Bismarck, ND 58504, (701-222-2900)

Expressway Suites, 180 E Bismarck Expy, Bismarck, ND $8504, (701-222-3311)
F:itﬁddlnn, 1120 E Centixy Ave, Bismarck, ND 58503, (701-223-9077)

135 fvy Ave, Bismarck, ND 58504, (701-223-9293)
, 122 B Thayer Ave, Bisruarck, ND 58501, (C01-255-1450)

Hi-Way ;0 Apsstments, 6319 £ Main Ave, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-223-0506)

Hillside Motel, 1601 N 121h St, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-223-7986)
Holiday Inn, 605 E Broadway Ave, Bismarck, NI) 58501, (701-255-6000)

Hote! Bismarck & Convention, 1215 W Main Ave, Bismarck, ND 58504, (701-223-9600)

Kelly lnn. 1300 N 12th St, Bismarck, ND 58581, (701-223-8001)

Msrk V Studio Agartments, 2316 E Brosiway Ave, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-223-8586)

Motel 6, 2433 State S¢, Bismarck, ND 58503, (701-255-6878)

Nodak Motel, 210 N 20th St, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-223-1960)
Radisson [nn Bismarck, 800 S 3rd St, Bimmarck, ND 58504, (701-258-7700)
Ramada Irn, 3308 E Divide Ave, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-221-3030)
Select Inn, 1505 Interchange Ave, Bismarck, ND 58501, (701-223-8060)
Supes § Motel, 1124 E Capitol Ave, Bismarck, ND S8501, (791-255-1314)

Emmudﬁcs m}w

Copyrighs ©2001 Inmcmet Lodging Directory
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Mntels and Howels in Grand “o7ks, NI

Motels and Hotels in Grand Forks, ND

Pagciofl

You may be able to find more info about Gesnd Forks lodging by going to the ceservations page.

511 Keeves Bed & Breakfast, 511 Reeves D, Gnd Fodks, ND 58201, {T0H-775-3585)
Ambassador Motcl, 2021 S Washington St, Grand Forks, RD 53201, (701-772-1433)
Awexicinn Mol & Suites, 1820 S Columbin Rd, Grand Fadks, ND S8201_ (701-780-9925)
Best Western Inn, 710 st Ave N, Grand Forks, ND 58203, (701-746-5411)

CMon inn, 3051 320d Ave S, Grand Forks, NI 58201, “781-775-3329)
Comfort Inn, 3251 30th Ave S, Grand Focks, ND 58201. (01-775-7503}

Country Inn, 3350 32nd Ave S, Grand Focks, NI 58201, (701-775-5000)
DlyS[m,NﬂlSMthSl,thd"uﬁ&M)mG[,(ml—m

Econo Lodge, 300 N 43rd St, Grand Forks, ND S8203, (701-746-6666)

Fairfield Inn, 3051 S 34th 5t, Gand Forks, ND 58201, (701-775-79103

Happy Host lnn, 3101 S 17th St, Grand Forks, ND 58201, (701-746-4411)

Holiday [nn, 1210 N 43red St, Grand Focks, ND 58203, (701-772-7131)

Lucky Inn Motcl, 1403 S Washingion St, Grand Forks, ND 58201, (701-772-3459)
Plainsman Moict, 2201 Gateway Dr. Grand Fosxs ND <3203, (701-775-8134)

Praitie Ina, {211 N 47th St, Grand Forks, NI 58203, (7)1-775-99064)

Ramaca lon, 1205 N 434 St. Gmnd Forcks, ND 58283, (701-775-3951)

‘Roadking Ian, 1015 N 43¢d St, Granc Fodks, ND 58203, (701-775-0691)

Roadking lon-Cotumbis Mall, 3300 30th Ave S, Goand Focks, ND 58201, (701-746-1391)
Roadway [nn, 2001 Gateway Dr, Grand Forks, ND 58203, (761-795-9960)

Sefect fon Of Grsnd Forks, 1000 N 42nd St, Grand Forks, ND 58203, (761-775-0555)
Super 8 Mo, 1122 N 43nd S1, Gerand Fosks, ND 58207, (701-775-8128)

Travelodge, 2100 S Washingion St, Gand Focks, ND $3201, (701-772-8151)
Westward Ho Motel, 3400 Gateway Dr, Grand Forks, MDD S8203_ (301-775-5341)

- —
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Motels and Hotels in Bowman, ND

You may be able to find more info about Bowma=: lodging by gommg to the ressrvations pege.

Budget Host 4-U-Motel, 704 Highway 12 W, Bowman, N S8623, (01-523-3243) #00- 68U 9% Ajo [ nnyishe
Mokct, 101 N Main St, Bowman, ND 58633, {701-523-5621)
-JE1-Vu Morci, 409 Highway 85 S, Bowman, NID 53623, (M01-523-5224)
mmmmm:’ Box 27, Bowmaa, ND 58623, (701-29-5500) No (mp s et t (Viaszag>
Winds Lodge, 503 Higineay 85 S, Bowanan, ND 53623, (701-523-5641)
Super 8 Motel, 614 Ird StSW, Bowman, NI 58623, (701-523-5613) .
Toxil Motel, 208 Highway 12 W, Bowman, ND 58623, (701-53-3291) Jmeetd ( o §§ {106b od 4 00

North Dakota ciucs | Home IS@TW]
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Moxcly and Hotels in Rugby, ND

Motels and Hotels in Rugby, ND

rar, @3 2001 11:847 F3

meaybcablcto find more info about Rugby Jodging by gaing to the reservalions pege.

/000 Lodge, Highway 2 E, Rugby, ND S8363, (101-776-5776) K(#
Hillman Ina & Campgroundd, Fghway 2 W, Rugby, ND 58368, (701-776-52T) L e { nednag e

+Flub Motel, 215 Highway 2 SW, Rugby, ND 8368, {701-776-5833) =, YY/i éﬂ,ﬁé Y2 7
- — 2 = J

Copyright ©2001 Intemet Lodging Directory
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Motels snd Hotels in Williston, ND Page 1 of 1

Motels ard Hotels in Williston, ND

You may be able to find more info sbout Williston lodging by going to the reservations page.

Airpott 'ntemational Inn, Highway 2 & 85 N, Willision, ND 58801, (701-774-0241) L € Ct MeoSagr
B Rancho Motor Hotel, 1623 20d Ave W, Williston, ND S2801, (701-572-6321) $0b-43-§529
Grand View Motel, 5527 Highway 85, Williston, ND 58801, (701-572-9811)

Select Ina OF Willision, 213 35th St W, Willison, ND 58801, (701-572-4242) 11} i K¢ Fac leon coll baek at 400

Super 8 Matel, 2324 2nd Ave W, Willision, ND 58801, (701-572-8371) Do

Travel Host Motel, 3801 2nd Ave W, Williston, ND 58801, (701-774-0041) A Vo

U AL

6 Copyright ©2001 Internet Lodging Direct
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Moscls aad Hotels in Valley City, ND Pasciof |
§

Motels and Hotels in Valley City, ND

You may be able to find more info about Valley City lodging by going 10 the reservations page.

X Amesicinn Mote} & Suitcs, 280 Wintershow Rd SE, Valley City, ND 58072, (701-845-5551)
Bel-Air Motcl, 23{5 W Main St, Valley City, ND 58072, (701-845-320Jp (2nd o A2~
SX(Flickertail [nm, Winter Snow Rd, Valley City, ND 53072, (701-345-52
Peiric inm, 140 314 Ave SE, Valley City, ND 58072, (701-845-1560) Nary Simpnson) —Let b om 358G ¢
Super § Mokcl, 822 11¢h St SW, Valley City, ND SB072, (T01-845-1140Y 2 < anoly
Super 8 Motel, 8th Av & 194, Valley Cicy, ND 58072, (701-345-1140

Wagon Wheel lan Lid, 455 Winter Show Rd, Valley Caty, ND 58072, 001-845-553%) AJp (Dpiriion

" Copyright O2001 Tuternct Lodging Directory
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Mogzls and Hotels in Wahpeson, ND

Motels and Hotels in Wahpeton, ND

Mar, @3 2081 11:0%5W P3

You may be able to find more info about Wahpeton jodging by going to the reservations pege.

Holiday fnn, 1800 Two Ten Dr, Wahpeton, ND 58075, (F01-642.5000) 7
ite Motcl, 1005 4th Ave S. Wahpeton, ND 53075, (701-642-6627) 5
-4-Super § Minel, 995 213t Ave N, Wahpeton, ND $8075, (701-642-8731)

Amexicinn, 2029 Twe Ten Dr, Wahpeton, ND 58075, (701-642-2365) Vo AmDeot e
Comfort fom, 209 13th St S, Wahpoton, ND 58075, (701-642-1115) /1) . L ¢ f[a,uouuy J ¢ Mz{/d') g0 292 4 Fo60-Heve Harnen
- z?/lj’o { )‘;77 '

Ly oL

JL

g hatp /iwww usa-lodging. com/motels/northdakota/Wahpeton him
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Moteis and Hotecls i Mandan, ND

Motels and Hotels in Mandan, ND

Pagelofl

You may be able 1o find more info abont Mandan lodging by going to the seservatious page.

Best Westemn Inn, 2611 Old Red Tz, Mandan, ND 58554, (701-663-7401)

Colonial Motei, 4631 Memaorial Hwy, Mandan, ND 58554, (701-663-9824)

Noxth Country Inn & Suites, 1200 E Main St, Mandan, ND 58554, (701-663-6497)
Ridge Motel, 2630 Cld Red T, Mandsn, ND SES54, (701-663-8686)

Rivertree fnn, 4524 Memodial Hwy, Mandan, ND 58554, (701-663-9856)

Seven Scas Ine & Coaference, TH 94 & Eagt 152, Mandan ND 58554, (701-663-7401)
T P Motcd, 1008 W Main St, Mandan, NI 58554, (701-663-6426)

hiip/forww usa -lodging com/mctels northdak otaMandso_bim
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Motels and Hotels in Medora, ND o

Americiom Mosel & Soites, 75 E River Rd S, Medora, ND 58645, (701 -623-4860)
Badiznds Mowd, S01 Pacific Ave, Medora, ND 58645, (701-623-4444)

Medom Motcl, 301 Sth St, Micdosa, ND 58545, (701-623-4427)

Medora Motel, East River Rd, Medora, ND 58643, (701-623-4444)

Rough Riders Hotel, 1 Main St, Medora, ND 58645, {701-623-4433)
Roughriders Hoiel, 1 Main St, Medora, ND 58645, (701-623-4441)

Sully Inn, 425 4¢th St, Medora, ND 58645, (701 -623-4455)

— J
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Motels and Hotels in Dickinson, ND

You may be able to find more nfo abowt Dickinson lodging by gonrg 1o the seservations
page.-

Acarxicing 2291 5tir Se- Wo-Bckinsom ND-58601 (10122514083 « do Cat Maar Doah ‘-i—~ M:):G.r,
Best Western Inn, 7t ' W Moseum Dr, Dickinson, ND 38601, (701-227-4310) it 20 5 \A_,
Budget Inn_ £29 12th St W, Dackinson, NI 58601, (701-228-91235 Catkensin ki) S¥:=2d
Budget Inn, 1-94_ Dickinson, ND 58601, (761-225-9123) .

City Motrd, 1520 W Viliard St, Dickinson, ND $8601, (70i-264-1133} A3~ It

Comfort {na, 493 Elks Dy, Drckinson, ND S8601, (701-264-7360) h,‘,.-..“g-, pop-2 i ke o™

Hartfiet Inn, 509 3ré Ave W, Dickinson, ND 58601, (701-325-6716)

Nodak Motel, 600 E Villard St. Dickinson, ND S8601, (701-225-5113)

Casis Motel, 1000 W Villard St, Dickirsoa, ND 58601, (701-225-6703)

Queea City Motel, 1108 W Villard St, Dickinsos, ND S8601. (701-225-S121)
Select [nn Of Dickinson, {114 15th Ave W, Dickinson, ND 38601, (701-227-18%1)
Super 8 Molcl, 637 12th St W, Dickinson, ND 58601, (791-227-121%)

Tavelodge, 532 15t SUW, Dickinsoa, ND 58601, (701-227-1853}

CopyTight O2001 intemet Lodging Dwectory
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Motels snd Hotels in Rolla, ND

Moteis and Hetels in Rolla, ND

Page 1 of 1

You may be able to find more info abo:t Rolia lodging by going to the reservations papz.

Bilmar Motcl, Highway 5 W, Rolla, ND 58367, (701-477-3157) {/
=@¥lorial Inn, 223 Maiz Ave E, Rolla, ND 58367, (701-477-3101)
Noxthern 1ights Matel, 608 Main Ave E, Rolla, ND 55367, (701-477-616‘)«/

Copynight ©2001 {niernet Lodging Dircotory
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Matels and Hetels in Devils Lake, KD

Motels and Hotels in Devils Lake, ND

You may be able to find more info about Devils Lake lodging by gomg to the reservations page.

rmmusms&&,ma:u&:,msnox,mnmnm
‘Comfart Inn, 215 Highway 2 E, Devils Lake, ND 58301, (701-662-6760)  _ , .
mmmmgmze.bwmmmsmLmtmncdﬂ wafyw
Davis Motel, Highway 2 W, Devils Lake, ND S8301. (701-6624927) L €T £ s dage
mpmlxwmﬂymsmmmml,mlm-sm>9/uxlﬁ Va7

8 Motel, 1001 Highway 2 E, Dexils L-ke, ND 58301, (701-662-8656)

Moe, Highway 2 E, Devils Lake, ND 58301, (701-662-v189)
Tals West Maicl, Highway 2 W, Devils Lake, ND $£301, (701-662-5011}

tpfwww sa-lodging conymoteis/northdakots/Devilsloke hitm 3203

‘ Qa‘“&'d

0N BNOH

S WeS2 101 3082 L) W



Motcls and Hotels ‘g Jamessown, ND , Pagcloll

b
SINE [ O
VS Yo g o
O gQJQ (g)w) QQ)(/@'Q\)V
N ASEN N N Motels and Hotels in Jamestown, ND
N0 Q V/ds

\ , Q You may be able to find more info aboui Jamestown lodgng by going to the reservations page.

N2 N\t gt Western Inn, 824 20th St SW, Jamestown, ND S8401, (701-252-3611)

/Budget Lodge, 1009 12th Ave SE, Jamestown, ND SB401, (701-252-2363)

Buffalo Motel, 1530 6th Ave SW, Jamesiown, ND 5840¢, (701-252-0180)

y Inn, 817 20th StSW, Jameswwen, ND 58401, (701-252-7525)

Ien, Highrway 281 S & TH 94, Jamesiown, ND 58401, (701-252-3611}

O s Inn, 824 20th SLSW, Jamesiown, ND 5841, (701-251-9085)
D Q\/ Select Hotel, 111 2ad St NE, Jamestosrny, ND 58401, (#01-252-0700)
S 7*@ Holidsy lon, 803 20th St SW, Jamestown, ND S3401, (701-251-2131)

Lar-stoun Motel, 1018 4th Av= SW, Jamestown, ND S8401, (701-252-0471)
A\ Raoch House Molel, 408 Business Loop W, famesfown, ND 58401, (701-252-1272)
Star Lite Motel & Video Store, 1610 Business Loop E, Jumestoven, ND 58401, (201-252-5111)
_ Sgper & Motel, Foghvary 281 S & T 94, Jamcstown, NI 58401, (201-252-4715)
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Hello my name is
your general manager or owner If I may,

.tt«.gm.ﬂ‘u.:d {aﬂ.

I would like to speak with

Introduce yourse!f again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

égm Shada (exm

licenses by uneven zones.

I would Jike to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307

5 Rogry  Kifehenetfes

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate?’ 75 Loy 13507 Leek 8 0 Fex

What is your opinion of HB 12697

Mg nty el knewn B hunting
Na.821 ¢3¢ € 2. 24011d4 Y] hY)
ad : AMTCLS , U o ¢

)

1Ny

¢
[

Mo
130 1
~OUAINGS L.
Redieulsus

e

4

s
[ 7184,
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Hello my name isw I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introdiice yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a fuw quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November

30?_95%
Your annual revenue? _§0 ~ 90,000

Your average room rate?__ 3Qq &

What is your opinion of HB12697
ole,

Mmm&,aag,tbulm&_wﬂwm‘mm%ﬂ/m
J@Aaﬂmm‘. _ Y

May I use your business name in reference if vou are against or for
HB1269?
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Hello my name isga&m 1 would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307 _L00%

Your annual revenue? (b fnher- Alvernpes 7500 ~F000

20 2
Your average room rate? ¥.3° 2% ~ 29 “-

What i is your opinion of I—IB1269?

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name isu_Jni[.g\ﬂ S €T I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
307 _5C Y,

Your annual revenue?

. cu
Your average room rate? 3 =

What is your opinion of HB1269?
Fhind ki ot b Qloy gl fiie B SN AR TSIV S Y
2lnb b Lt ( /

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB1269? |
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Hello my name i 0 4 I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

1 would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
30? yy - 457

&
Your annual revenue? 70 000

O
Your average room rate? 5/ <

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269? |
(‘ﬁ/Mdfw wlnr
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Hello my name im&&;@__ I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if [ may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November

307 _G0—70%
Your annual revenue? @iimwe SO 000

Your average room rate?_ 5¢) ¢

What is your opinion of HB1269?

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269? N
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Hello my name is eédua </ Q%) I would like to speak with
your general manager or ownes if 1 may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307 50-00%

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate? 35 <"

What is your opinion of HB1269?

WWMM%MW

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name is, czi/nd&ea b Ikain) I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approxiraately do you get from October | to November
307

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate?

What is your opinion of HB1269?
LJit) Bund Lehy ,/mau

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB12697?
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Hello my name id ndiua 8(‘)11.&0@ I would like to speak with

your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November

30? _20%
Your annual revenue? 3/ niflioo

Your average room rate? Jo ©¢

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name i Y I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:
bo- 75 %

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November
30?7

. FYe]
Your annual revenue? _ /9 0, 00 ©

o0
Your average room rate? NZ

What is your opinion of HB1269?
0 i‘ ATA /‘ 4 | O 4441“ Vo AP, (L d
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB 12697




. Hello my name is;-} Sy L e Y 1 would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfow! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to wsk you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October 1 to November

307 .05 Y

Your annual revenue? __% /4 /(i¢

Your average room rate? /.

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB1269?
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Hello my name is /f/,ul Wi Ul sy T'would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bil! 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zones.
I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November

307 75%

Your annual revenue?

75 e
Your average room rate? 7 7 0. 35"

What is your opinion of HB12697
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB12697
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Hello my name is | dncl via Selalsan), ] would like to speak with

your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking ip the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones,

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get frora October 1 t¢ November

307 un>t rvuaen mgm/\{ow&

Your annual revenue?

. _ =~ ¢
Your average room rate? 3 V°— /3

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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AL,

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB1269?
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Hello my name i;éﬁﬁﬂaﬁm@ I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if | may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269. The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November

30?7 (0%

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate? _ 3K %

What is your opinion of HB1269?
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB1269?
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Hello my name i{é@[‘l‘mm I would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if [ may.

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl licensing and breaking up the reduced number of
licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307 25 %

Your annual revenue?

Your average room rate?_2( ©°

What is your opinion of HB12697
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May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for
HB1269?
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Hello my name i L b ey T'would like to speak with
your general manager or owner if I may,

Introduce yourself again and ask if they have heard of House Bill 1269, The
reducing of waterfowl! licensing and breaking up the reduced number of

licenses by uneven zones.

I would like to ask you a few quick questions:
bo- 75 Zo

How many hunters approximately do you get from October | to November
307

rYe]
Your annual revenue? _ /g 0, 00 €

oY
Your average room rate? _, 9.4 _—

What is your opinion of HB12697 ,
A e X

May I use your business name in reference if you are against or for

HB 12697 |
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