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2003 SENA TE ST ANDING COMMmEE MINUTES 

BILLJRESOLUTION NO. SB 2319 

Senate Agriculture Committee 

CJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 02/06/03 

T Number Side A SideB 
1 
2 
2 
2 

Committee Clerk Si 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
3126- end 
0 - 1854 
5017 .. end 
0-165 

Chainnan Flakoll opened the hearing on SB 2319. All members were present. 

Senator Nichols introduced the bill. The bill addresses a rapidly developing problem. especially 

in the southwest. Tb,., bill appropriates $250,000 from the range land protection fund. The bill 

would continue the $3S0 registration fee, related to pesticides. The fee had been scheduled to go 

baclc to $300 at the end of this bienniwn. 

Ken Eraas, Noxious Weeds Specialist with the North Dakota Department of Agriculture, testified 

in favor of the bill, (written testimony) 

Senator Klein asked how saltcedar is controlled? 

Mr. Eraas said by use of the chemical Arsenal in a back pack with a dye marker to assure 

coverage. 
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Senate Asrioulture Committoo 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 23 t 9 
Hearing Date 02/06/03 

Senator Klein asked where the $120,000 came from that was used this past swnmer to control 

saltcedar? 

Mr. Eraas said funds came from the weed control budget of several agencies. 

Senator Udacher asked if one application of Arsenal will take care of saltcedar? 

Mr. Eraas said yes if properly applied. 

Senator Urlacher asked if saltcedar would dry up a stream or dugout and then die on its own? 

Mr. Eraas said in New Mexico and Texas it has been known to dty up streams and rivers. This 

doesn•t cause the saltcedar to die out. It has an exceUent ability to go dormant and to root down 

to ground water sources. In Washakie county in Wyoming, f/V«ydugout and stock dam (342 in 

all), some as far as 70 miles ftotn the Big Hom River, which is thoroughly infested were found 

to be infested with saltcedar in 2000. 

Senator Flakoll asked if Arsenal has any negative effects near water? 

Mr. Braas said the herbicide is labeled down to the shoreline. 

Senator Etbele asked why the map shows domestic plantings? 

Mr. Eraas said saltcedat has been sold by nurseries for use in landscaping. 

Senator Urlacher asked if the sale is restricted. 

Mr. Eraas said this fall saltcedar was added to the noxious weed category and can no longer be 

sold, 

Senator Klein asked if Montana is making efforts to control saltcedar? 

Mr. Eraas said they have a state management plan in process but do not have a comprehensive 

program right now. 
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Senato Aariculture Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2319 
Hearing Date 02/06/03 

Representative Rennerfeldt testified in favor of the bill. He said saltcedar is a big concern in the 

Williston area, especially around Lake Sakakawea and he sees great problems ahead. Reprding 

Montana's eradication pro~ he said the federal lands in Montana are loaded with noxious 

weeds. The federal government is not doing enough and we are sufferina: the results. (meter # 

4471) 

Merlin Leithold, ditectbr of the North Dakota Weed Control Association, testified in favor of the 

bill. (written testimony) (meter# 4712) 

Senator Klein asked ifwe can get by with less than $250,000? 

Mr. uithold said this year S 120,000 was spent and that was just the tip of the iceberg. The board 

sat down with the Agriculture Department to come up with the budget. 

Senator Urlacher asked if there is a weed board levy? 

Mr. Leithold said yes, S mill in his county. 

Senator Urlacher asked if there is a cap on the mill? 

Mr. Leithold said yes and most counties are at their caps or close to it. 

Gary H~ Burleigh County Noxious Weed Officer, testified in favor of the bill. Burleigh 

County had 3 1 /2 mills last year for weed control and they ran out of money. This year they will 

go the maximum of 4 mills. He has SO miles of shoreline in his county. Saltcedar is expensive to 

control. 

Senator Urlaehet asked if there is a coordinated effort up and downstream between weed boards? 

Mr. Hofflnan said it depends on the Agriculture Department, He works with Morton County. It 

is tough to treat alone. 
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Senate Apiculture Committee 
Bill/Resolution Nwnber SB 2319 
Hearing Date 02/06/03 

Jim Hennessy, Weed Officer in Mountrail County, testified in favor of the bill. (written 

testimony) (meter #5934) 

Senator Urlacher asked if the Corps of Engineers or other federal agencies are cooperating with 

saltcedar control? 

When they spent 10 days surveying, representatives from all agencies listed in Mr. Hennessy's 
I 

testimony worked together. The corps has helped pay for some of the cost of the spray. 

Senator Nichols asked how plants that were pulled were destroyed? 

Mr. Hennessy said they were bagged and burned. 

Senator Flakoll asked what age does a plant have viable seed? 

Mr. Hennessy said 3 year old plants start to produce seed and they can produce seed all year long. 

Joseph Hall, Lake Manager for Lake Sakakawea, US Corps of Engineers, testified in favor of the 

bill. (written testimony) (meter# 320) 

Senator Urlacher asked if surveys have been done upstream in Montana? 

Mr. Hall said the corps has not done a survey but Montana has. The entire Jake at Fort Peck is 

infested and saltcedar is all over the Yellowstone River. Seed and plants came in to Lake 

Sakakawea with the high water in 1997. Saltcedar can be drowned out but lake levels are 

cwrently low. 

Senator Klein asked if the Corps efforts are in all states with saltcedar infestations? 

Mr. Halt said the Corps owns and manages the lake at Fort Peck but it is 95% leased to the US 

Fish and Wildlife Service for the Charles M. Russell Wildlife Area so they are spearheading the 

effort there. Saltcedar was found in Gavin's Point, the last dam, last week. 

Senator Klein asked at what level will the Corps be able to help? 
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Senate Aariculture Committee 
Btu/Reaolution Number SB 2319 
H.-iq Date 02/06/03 
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Mr. Hall uid Jut )'ell' their weed control budget wu $25,000 for noxious weed,. When they 

di1COveted saltccdar. they applied for an emergency appropriation and recoived $75.000, Thi• 

)lell' they have been allocated $170,000 for noxious weed control, a majority will be spent on 

salwedar. Their budgets are two years ahead of time. They are contributing as much as they oan. 

Oreg Link, North Dakota Game and Fish Department, testified in favor of the bill. (written 

testimony) (meter# 896) 

Senator Klein said we all understand the importance of controlling saltcedar. The funding 

med>anism was put in place two sessions ago. We negotiated adding $SO with the pesticide 

companies to establish the crop harmonization efforts with a sunset to expire at the end of this 

biennium. Now we are saying we still need the ftlnding. Senator Klein wanted to remind us that 

we started with a promise to sunset this fee and now we are going back on ow- promise. 

Cal RoJfson, representing Croplife America, testified in a neutral position on the bill. (written 

testimony) (meter # 1417) 

Lance Hag«J, North Dakota Orain Growers, stated that they are officially neutral on the bill at 

this time. He will visit with the sponsors and some Corps representatives when the bill reaches 

the House. 

Chairman Flakoll closed the b.-iq on SB 2319. 

Senator Nichols said he would get an amendment drawn up that would sunset the additional fee 

collected on pesticides. 

Senator Klein said the amendment should also be sure the balance of the fees collected would be 

left in the minor uae fund. 

Senator Urlacher said we have to address saltcedat in some way. 
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Senate Asrlculture Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2319 
Hearing Date 02/06/03 

Senator Flakoll Aaid we do not need another leafy spWJe. 

Senator Urlacher hopes the Corps will become and remain involved. 

Senator Klein said he receives many complaints ftom property owners who share a border with 

Game and Fish or US Wildlife who are not being good stewards of their land. 

Senator Klein said unless Montana gains control of saltcedar we wiU be back next session for 

more dollars. 

Senator Nichols saio 'ltt the saltcedat issue, the Corps has been quite helpful. He doesn't think 

they will waste any of these funds, 

Senator Klein asked how we address the accountability issue. 

Senator Nichols said we can do it with legislative intent. require the Agriculture Department to 

report back to this committee during the next session. 

Senator Flako1l asked Senator Nichols to g1i the amendments drafted and if they are not what the 

committee wants, we can have them adjusted, 

Senator Nichols moved the amendment that would put a two year sunset clause on the increase of 

$50 in the insecticide fee, require a progress report to the Senate Agriculture Committee at the 

next legislative session and require the remaining funds go to the range land protection fund. 

Seconded by Senator Klein. The amendment passed on a roll call vote. Voting yes were Senator 

FlakoU, Senator Erbele, Senator Klein, Senator Urlacher, Senator Nichols, and Senator Seymour. 

It was moved by Senator Nichols, seconded by Senator Erbele and passed on a roll call vote that 

the Senate Agriculture Committee take a Do Pass As Amended action and re-refer to 

Appropriations on SB 2319. Voting yes were Senator Flakoll. Senator Erbele, Senator Klein, 
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Senato Aariculture Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2319 
Hearina Date 02/06/03 

Senator Urlacher, Senator Nichols, and Senator Seymour, Seawor Nichols will carry the biU to 

the floor, (meter# 140) 

Chairman Flak:oll recessed the meeting of the Senate Agricultme Committee. 
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8111/Reaolutlon No.: SB 2319 

FISCAL NOTE 
Requuttd by Legltlatlve Councll 

01/27/2003 

1 A. State fllCII effect: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations compared to 
lundi levels and annm.nnatlons antlcl ted under cufr9nt law, 

2001-2003 Biennium 2003·2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
General other Funds General other Funds General Other Funds 

Fund Fund Fund 

School School School 
Dlatrlcta Districts Cltl18 Districts 

2. Narrative: Identify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal Impact and Include any comments relevant to 
your analysis. 

The Increase In revenue Is based on a $50 Increase per product registered for 9,000 pesticide products registered 
durfng the biennium for a total of $450,000, of which $250,000 will be appropriated for this bill. We anticipate that the 
majority of these funds wlll be provided to counties with saltcedar Infestations, and that these funds wlll be used by the 
state and the counties to leverage addition federal funds, 

3. State flacal e«.ct detall: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please.· 
A. Revenu .. : Exp/sin the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each revenue type and 

fund 11fected and any amounts Included In the execut/'1$ budget, 

Revenue wlll be generated by 9000 pesticide product registrations at $50 per product Increase In registration costs for 
a total revenue Increase of $450,000. 

B, Expendltur11: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each .agency, line 
Item, and fund affected and the number of PTE positions affected. 

SB 2319 requires a $250,000 expenditure for saltoedar control added to the Agrloulture Department's Noxious Weeds 
llne Item. This will be accomplished with existing Agriculture Department staff In cooperation with county weed 
bo.srds. 

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts, Provide detail, when appropriate, of the effect on 
the b'-nnlsl appropriation for each agency and fund alleoted and any amounts Included In the ex&eutlve 
budget, Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expendltuf8s and appropriations. 

Thia will Increase the Agriculture Department's Noxious Weeds appropriation by $250,000, The e>epedltures wlll equal 
the appropriation, 

Jeff K. Wele rlculture 0. rtMent 
328-4758 30/2003 
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30626,0101 
Title.0200 

Prepared by the Leglslatfve Council staff for 
Senator Nichols 

February 6. 2003 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2319 

Page 1, fine 2, remove "and" and after •appropriation• Insert•: and to provide an effective date• 

Page 1, llne 6, remove the overstrike over 11(EHeelltve lhrew1h Jwt11 391", after 111891" Insert 
112DU,11

, and remove the overstrike over "t 

Page 2, llne 16, remove the overstrike over 11(EHeoHYe July 11", after 11aeoa• 1nsert "mu•, and 
remove the overstrike over 11

) Ae1lalfelleR Feea, AA~ f)8f0OA bofeFo eoHIAt e, 
effefiAI fer" 

Page 2, remove the overstrike over lines 17 through 31 

Page 3, remove the overstrike over Hnes 1 through 14 

Page 3, llne 191 after the period Insert "Every person that receives money from the agriculture 
commissioner under this Act shall report to the senate agriculture committee of the 
fifty-ninth leglslatlve assembly regarding the dollars received, the efforts undertaken by 
the recipient to control and eradicate saltcedar, and the effectiveness of those efforts. 

Renumber accordingly 

Page No. 1 30626.0101 
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Date; d.J,/03 
Roll Call Vote#: --,.EJ..,..__,__, _____ _ 

2003 SENATE ST ANDING COMMl1TEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILlJRESOLUTION NO. 2:a/'j 

Senate Agriculture 

1)> fbss .. 

Committee 

0 Check here for Conference Committee 

Leaislative Council Amendment Number 

Action Taken f-l. ~ r>t.tAA,L­
Motion Made By \-~ J.J1~A,.b/J Seconded By ,~ k./<21n 

Senaton Ve1 No Sen1ton Y• No 
Senator Tim Flakoll, Chair ✓ Senator Ronald Nichols .___. 
Senator Robert S. Erbele, V. Chair V Senator Tom Sevmour i..-,/ 

Senator Jerry Klein V 
Senator Herb Urlacher u 

Total (Yes) I:, No 0 ---------
Absent 

F1oor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment. briefly indicate intent: 

flit afoNINllht• ......... dlfl ffll IN INUl'ltl r•••tfn of rtoordl •atYINCI to Nodtffl lnf~tfon IYtt• for ~tortttll1"1 ...... J:. 
were fflllict ln the rtt11l1r oou.-11 of buatnN1, Th• phototraphtc procN1 ... t, ,t.,.rde of ttlt -,totn Nttf nl It_... IMtt-. i , 

1 
(Mal) fot ll'dl~Wll •toroffl■, MOTIC11 lf th• fflllld , .... IDOYI fl lNI t11fbt1 than thfl Notfct, ft ft .. to tht .-utv of dtt . 
dootalftt blfn, ff llld, , · .· 

1:e:- 1 cetn~~~ lciQ,-)03 
a,tt1tor11 t1Mtur• i1t1 , , 
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITrEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. z_:;g / t-, 

Senate Agriculture 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 8 CJ 6 ~d, ... L> /CJ/ 

ActlonTaken 'j1 ~ss dtr·Aw.eJ 4- rJ2.e ~cb ~~ 
Motion Made By ~ }Jit/4.,/4 Seconded By ~ {:;y.Ja,~ . 

Sen1ton Ye1 No Sen1ton Yet No 
Senator Tirn Flakoll. Chair ✓ Senator Ronald Nichols ,_/ 

Senator Robert S. Erbele, V. Chair v Senator Tom Sevmour .......... 
Senator Jmv Klein 1/' 

Senator Herb Urlachet t/ 

' 

._ 

Total 

Absent 

(Yes) ----t~r!Y------No ----=0 _________ _ 

0 

Floor Assignment 

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

Tht 1hrw••· ..... Oft ttlil ft LI .,.. lffltt'ltl r~tfonl of rteONM dlt fYtNd to MOdtrn lnfMNtfon tvtt• for ■te .. ~,t lllnt MIi .J 
Wirt f tlMd tn tht r111,1l1r oour11 of utnt11. Th• phototraphtc procu1 .. t, 1tll'ldlrdl of tht AMtrtoen Nettnl ltandll'dl INtftl.ttt . , 
(AUi) fo, 1rohfY1l 1tcroftl1. NO'UCII If tht fHied , .... lbo'lt 11 lHI lttfblt then thf• Notte•, ft 1• U to tht ~llty of tht ·. 
~t btfl'II ft,..... . . 
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RIPORT Ofl STANDING COIIIHTTII (410) 
l'ebrulry 7, 2003 4:00 p.m. 

Module No: IR-24-IOII 
canter: Nichole 

1nNrt LC: aoat.0101 TIiie: .0200 

REPORT Of STANDING COMMlffl! 
811 2111: AalioultuN CommllN (lln. Flakoll, Chairman) recommends AMINDMINTS 

Al l'OU.OWS and when 10 amended, recommends DO PAIS and II! 
RIRIPIRRID to the ApproprlaUona CommltlN (8 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND 
NOT VOTING). SB 2319 waa placed on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 1, nne 2, remove •and• and after •appropriation• Insert •; and to provide an effective date• 

Page 1, ltne 8, remove the overstrike over 1fltfNllwae IIINMlh ~MM ae,•, after•-• Insert 
•.2005•, and remove the overstrike over ••• 

Page 2, Hne 18, remove the overstrtke over •tMNII_.,.11"11,•, after •1111• 1naert •.2005•, and 
remove the overstrike over •t Flell■llatlM P111, hty 191,een laefe,e eellln1 er ........... 

Page 2, remove the overstrike over lines 17 through 31 

Page 3, remove the overstrike over Hnes 1 through 14 

Page 3, Hne 19, after the period Insert •every person that receives money from the agriculture 
commlsaloner under this Act shall report to the senate agrtoulture committee of the 
fifty-ninth legislative assembly regarding the dollars received, the efforts undertaken by 
the recipient to control and eradicate sattcedar, and the effectiveness of those efforts. 11 

Renumber aooordlngly 

(2) DE&ki (3) COMM Page No. 1 
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2003 SENATE ST ANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

BILL'RESOLUTION NO. SB 2319 

Senate Appropriations Committee 

C Conference Committee 

Hearing Date Feb. 14, 2003 

T Number Side A SideB 
2 X 

Committee Clerk Si 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
100-1932 

Senator Holmberg opened the hearing on SB2319. This relates to a pesticide registration fee. 

Senator Ron Nichols (mtr #106)- Introduced the bill and explained its intent. The bill has been 

amended to delay a sunset clause. Urges the support of the committee. 

Senator Christmann (mtr #359) .. Any other bill similar to this? 

Senator Nichols (mtr #385) .. The continuation of the fee would provide additional money. Went 

over how the funds are used. 

Senator Bowman (mtr #SOS) .. Had a question and statement on how these funds could be 

appropriated for use. 

Senator Nichols (mtr #533) • No problem with pooling money in noxious weed fund, 

Senator Bowman (mtr #558) .. Talked to Ag Department regarding noxious weed problem. 

Senator Kilzer (mtr #602) • How is saltcedar contro1led? 
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Senate Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Reaolution Number SB23 l 9 
Hearing Date February 14, 2003 

Senator Nichols (mtr #644) • The spread of Leafy Spurge has slowed. Saltcedar is serious and to 

stop to now. 

Senator Kilzer (mtr #72S) - What is being used to oontrol saltcedar? 

Senator Nichols (mtr #737) .. At this time using primarily spraying. 

Senator Stan Lyson (mtr #790) .. Testified in support of S92319. His county is being invaded by 

this saltcedar weed. This weed dries up the wetlands. 

Jeff Olson, Program M.anager at the Department of Agriculture (mtr #906) .. Testified in support 

of SB2319. Written testimony is attached (exhibit 1). Also handed out written testimony for the 

record from Merlin Leithold (exhibit 2), 

Senator Thane (mtr #1464) .. Is this weed native to North America? 

Mr. Olson (mtr #1482) • Weed came from Eastern Europe. 

Senator Andrist (mtr #1557) .. How does it produce salt? 

Mr. Olson (mtr #1592)-The plant absorbs ground water and brings minerals up as well. The 

minerals are transported through the leaves and deposited on the ground. 

Senator Kilzer (mtr #1622) .. Is this a single species with no sub species. 

Mr. Olson (mtr #1644) .. There are four different sub species with similar characteristics. Gave 

infonnation on where the weed is found an.d the amount of water it uses each day, 

Senator Christmann (mtr #1750) - Has legal action be oontemplated against the soil 

conservationist people because they bring h'l plants like this, 

Mr. Olson (mtr #1798) .. Does not have the infonnation to answer that question. 

Senator Robinson motioned for a Do Pass. Second by Senator Bowman. Roll call vote 14 yea, 

0 nay, 0 absent. This bill goes baok to the Ag Committee. 
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RoJI CaJI Vote #: 

2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOT~ 
BILIJRESOLUTION NO. 

Senate ApPropriations 

0 Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Couucil Amendment Number 

Action Taken 

Motion Made By -R-()_b_l _r.. ~-~--- Seconded By ~~¥'\ 

Senators Yes No Senators 
Senator Holmbera, Chairman ✓ 

Senator Bowman, V lee Chair I/ 

Senator Grindberg, Vice Chair v 
Senator Andrist ✓ , 

Senator Christmann ✓ 

Senator Kilzer Vj 
Senator Krauter ✓ 

Senator Krln2stad ✓ 

Senator Lindaas ✓ . 
Senator Mathern ✓ 

Senator Robinson ✓ 

Senator Schobinger ✓ - , 

Senator Tallackson ✓/ 

Senator Thane o/ 

Total Yes I "J ( ) _____ , __ No 

Absent 

Committee 

Yes No 

Floor Assignment , ftG fl. ~---~---n-4rll-.l cia-~--
If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 

Tht MfOl'ot,.le f ..... on tht1 ffll 1rt 1ecur1t1 l'•oductfone of rffOl'dl dtltYtred to Modern lnfort11tton Sytt• fol' 1torofft1fnt W J 
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REPORT OP STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
February 14, 2003 12:33 p.m. 

Module No: SR-29-2742 
c.rrter: Nlchola 

lnaert LC: • mt.: . 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2311, a engro11ed: ~na Committee (Sen. Holmbera, Chllnnan) 

recommends DO PASS (14 YEAS, 0 NAYS, 0 ABSENT AND N'"OT VOTING). 
Engrosaed SB 2319 was placed on the Eleventh order on the calendar. 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMmBB MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. SB 2319 

House Agriculture Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 3--13-03 

------------------------------T Number Side A Side B Meter# 
TWO A 30 TO 4S S 

Committee Clerk Si 

Minutes: 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: Jeff, do you want to start on SB 2319? 

JEFF OLSON: I am Jeff Olson, Program Manager for North Dakota Department of Agriculture. 

I know Senator Nichol is going to come and speak on this bill. [JEFF ONSON PASSED OUT 

TESTIMONY AND RBAD FROM IT. PLEASE READ TESTIMONY.ALSO SEE MAP ON 

BACK OF TESTIMONY] 

CHAIRMAN RENNERFBLDT: Thank you, The reason I signed on to the bill is because south 

of Williston we have a lake. We have a lot of meadows. It is showing up along the shore line, 

The river tends to fluctuate, A lot of the federal land in Montana is just loaded with Saltc:edar. 

Know the area we should get on board real quick and get rid of it. 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: We will take the testimony and then the questions. 
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House Agriculture Committee 
Bill/R.e901ution Number SB 2319 
Hearin& Date 3-l3--03 

MERLIN LBITHOLD: I am the south-central area director with the ND Weed Control 

Asaociation. I am also the weed officer in Grant County. {PL:B'ASB READ PRINTBD 

TESTIMONY FURNISHED BY MBRLIN: THERE IS ALSO ATIACHBD A LBTI'ER TO 

AGRICULTURE COMMISSIONER. JOHNSON FROM BRENT A NELSON. PRBSIDBNT 

OF NDWCA.] PLBASB DO .A DO PASS 

WAYNE CARTER: Weed Officer ftom Morton County ND , I am here before you in 

support of SB 2319. We have some saltcedar north of Mandan and west of the refinery in a 

dried up area. Close to the river. I have yet to find saltcedar on the river. 

Please do a do pass on SB 2319. 

REP. FROELICH : What is Montana doing about it. 

JEFF OLSON: Montana has a program presently. They are trying to get a handle on it. 'They 

are working with Federal Agencies, They have very little of it in Montana until it get down 

stream and close to ND. It is very expensive to get hold of it. The plant can be controlled if the 

lake level comes up. If it is submerged for 60 days it will die out. 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: Any other questions committee tnembers. 

REPRESENTATIVE BOEHNING: How dose this weed react to burning of it. Wilt it come 

back again? 

JEFF OLSON: The growing point of saltcedar stays below the surface of the ground. So if you 

burn it and the fire dose not get hot enough and get down to it is will rejuvenate, When they are 

small enough you can pull it out but the root system in bigger plants. it is hard to get down far 

enough. One acre ofsaltcedar will use ~\1.t ~ million gallons of water a year, One acre. 

Tht 1fo~t• , .... on thf• ffl■ 1rt 1COur1tt ,..,_.tfone of reoordl dtlfwrtd to Modem lftforNtton t)lltw for ■torofh1,,,. Mid J 
Mitt fflllld 1n th• l'ttUl•r COUl'H of bulfnt11. Th• phototra.,hf c proctH MNtt 1tlndlrdl of th• AMtrfolft N1tfonel tttndtrdl lnetftutt 
(ANll) for ll'chfvel Mfcroffhi. NOTICII lf tht ff llild , ... ftbovt fl lt11 lttfblt than thf• Notfct, ft fl M to tht .. Utv of tflt , ' 
doulnt btf"I fflMld, , 

llo 1tfi m1,$J:S)A~M~ /ci,Qa)o3 ', 
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HoUIO Aariculture Committee 
Bill/Reeolution Number SB 2319 
Hoarina Date 3-13-03 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: Jeff, one question. The fee, what bill was the fee in the fifty dollar 

increue. 

JEFF OLSON: Mr. Chairman, that is part of 2319. We took out the sunset and initially on the 

Senate Aariculture they extended that sunset to 2005. 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: Are there any more questions committee members. Are we ready 

We want to re-ref« this to Appropriations. The Chair will entertain a motion on this bill, 

REPRESENTATIVE BELTER MOVED FOR A DO PASS AND RE-REFERRAL TO 

APPROPRIA noNS. 

REPRESENTATIVE FROELICH SECONDED THE MOTION. 

THE ROLL WAS TAKEN. THERE WERE 12 YES O NO AND 1 ABSENT 

REPRESENTATIVE BELTER CARRIED THE BILL. 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS CLOSED ON SB 2319 
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Date: 
Roll Call Vot, #: 

2003 BOUSE ST ANDING COMMITl'EE ROLL CALL VOTIS 
BILL'RISOLUTION NO. 

House AGRICULTURE COMMITrEE 

D Check hete for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Ammdment Number 

Action Taken W»sK Jhr.&t;Tf,eee, 12' r&£" UL~wd>? t' ' 

Motion Made By /ff::-,. & ..,-,FR.. Seconded By~ Md er~ ~ 7 7n i.- . 
ReDNlelltadv• Y• No D ~-~ .-tadvtl Y• -No 

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS L-
VICE CHAIRMAN POLLER.T 

L,.I 

R.EPRESENTATIVB BELTER. {,J 

REPRESENTATIVE BOEHNING 
L 

RBPRBSENTATIVB KELSCH L,, 

REPRBSENTATIVB (._. 
KINGSBURY 

REPRESENTATIVE KREIDT l,, 

RBPRBSBNT A TIVE UGLEM l,., 

R.EPRBSENTATIVE 
WRANOHAM 

REPRESENTATIVE BOB """"' ..... 
REPRESENT ATIVB FR.OEUCH '--""" 
REPRESENTATIVE MELLER &,,' 

R.EPRBSENTAT AJVB ONSTAD I--/ 

Total (Yes) /;;2, No 
0 

Absent I 
Floor Assignment _£_£?, Ri,~~7 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
March 13, 2003 1 :11 p.m. Module No: HR-46-4877 

Carrier: Pollart 
lnaert LC: • Tltle: • 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2319, u enaroaaed: Agrlcutture Committee (Rep. Nlcholu, Chairman) recommends 

DO PASS and BE Rl!REPl!RRED to the Approl'rfatlon• Committee (12 YEAS, 
0 NAYS, 1 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING), Engrossed SB 2319 was rereferred to the Appropriation, Committee, 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. SB 2319 

House Appropriations Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 03-20-03 

Ta Number Side A 

2 

Committee Clerk Si nature 

Minutes: 

SideB 
X 

Chairman Svedjan Opened SB 2319, A quorum was present. 

Meter# 
27.2 

3 

Jeff Olsont Program Manager for the Department or Agriculture Went over the fiscal note. 

Chairman Svedjan What is the fee now? 

Olson $350 for a 2 year registration. This bill keeps it at $350 for a 2 year re-registration. 

Rep. Skarphol The re-authorization of the bill calculated in the Agriculture Department is not a 

new fiscal note. 

Chairman Svedjan The purpose of this bill ls to reconcile the Department of Agriculture's 

budget. 

Olson This came from the House Agriculture Committee and then was re-referred to 

Appropriations, The Department of Agriculture has an extra $50 to get back up to the $350. 

Rep. Timm Did the House Agriculture committee talk about that'/ 

Rep. Pollert No. 

Yht 111tcrotrit,hio luttt on thf1 f fl111 art 1ccuratt reprocbltfont of recordt dtlfvered to Modern Jnfor1111tton SYtt• for Mlcrofi lMlt'II Ind J 
were ff L!Nd fn the re1ul1r coura& of bulfntH, The pt,otographf c proce11 llltttl standard& of the AMerfcan National ltardardt lnetitutt 
(ANSI) for archival intcrofflm. NOTICE• 11 the filmed lmer,e above h le11 ltalblt than thfa Notice, ft 11 due to the qu,ilfty of th• ·.. ' 
docunent bef nr, f 1 lmed, \" 
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House Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2319 
Hearing Date 03-20-03 

Rep. Rennerfcldt Would the counties weed board use this? 

Olson I'm not sure . 

. Rep. Carlisle Doesn't the Agriculture Department have money for this? 

Rep. Olson This would be additional money. 

Rep. Timm The Agriculture Department dispatches this money, shouldn't they ten us who gets 

what money? 

Rep. Wald How much money is in the Extension and Research budget? 

Olson $250,000 were taken out of the Minor Use Pesticides Fund and given to NDSU for minor 

research. 

0 

Rep. Warner I move to amend and delete the word "Senate Ag. CommJssioner" and 

replace with "Ag. Commissioner." 

Repo Glassheim I move.to amend and delete everything In line 20 after June 25th, and 

insert the roil owing; "The Agriculture CommJssloner shall report to the 59th legtslatlvc 

assembly• the persons receiving f'unds under this act, the dollars received, the efforts 

undertaken by the recipients to control and eradicate salt cedar and the effectiveness of 

those efforts." 2nd. 

I . 

Rep. Delier Is it the committee's idea to have the recipients or Agriculture Commissioner's 

view of the effectiveness? 

Chairman Svedjan I read ft as the recipients'. 

Rep. Delzer That's not how it reads. 

Rep. Monson The Agriculture Commissioner won't know what to report without talking to the 

recipient. 

The 111f crottlP.tlfo flllltft on thfl ff t11 art 1ccurat• rfP('O<Mtfone of rtcordl dtl fvertd to Modtrn tnfoNNttM sv,t..,.. for 111tcrofi lMll'ICI and J 
wer• fflMtd fn tht rtOUl•r courae of bulfntH, The photosir1phlc proctH 111tttl ttandardl of the Affltrtcen Netfonel aundardl lnetltutt 
(ANSI) for 1rchlv1l 111tcrof1l111. NOTICS1 If the filmed hnea• above ta le11 ltafble than thfa Notfce, ft I• dut to the quelfty of tht _· ' 
docllMnt btfnt ff lffltd, \-.., 

ti,~ ~SlS)p,)l.\tvi~ 1d«alo3 
0ptr1tor 11 iiniturt Date 

I 

., 

.J 



,-1' ' 
'j ,, 

'.I, 

r 

0 

Page3 
House Appropriations Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number SB 2319 
Hearlng Date 03-20-03 

Motion Carries. 

Rep. Brusegaard I move a Do Pass As Amended. 2nd by Rep. Ktmpenlch. Mo1fon 

Carries 19-2-2. Rep. Warner wJII carry this bill on the flnClr. 

I 0 

Tht Mf crotr•fo flMIH on thfa ffl• ire 1ccur1te rep,ocbttfont of 1•ecordt dtlfverfd to Modlrn 1n,or1111tion tytt• for Mfcr~ftlMlncl IN.f 
wert ft lllltd fn the regular courae of bullllntH, The photograph le proceaa tnetta ,tandardt of the A1Mrf c1n National ttenderde lnetttutt 
(ANSI) for 1rchfv1l Mlnrofllm, NOTICE1 Jf the filmed lmeoe above t, leea tealble than thf• Notfce, ft fa due to the qualfty of tht 
docllMnt btfng ft lmtd, 
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Date: 1-:J-e:, 
Roll Call Vote #:.!:L_ 

House 

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. ;;) 3 l i 

_____ -...;A.p~pr~o~pr~ia~ti~o_n~s ____________ _ 

D Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number 

Committee 

Action Taken _1..!o,,,!.___~-:4;....'4~---------------­
Motion Made By ef'\l,.~,v-A __ Seconded By __k.~...:.,'_c:_l,~------

. 
Representatives Yes No Representatives Yes · No 

Rep. Svedian (Chainnan) 1,,/ Re2, Glassheim ✓ 
Ren. Timm (Vice .. chairman) -✓ Rep. Kroeber v 
Reo. Martinson v Ree, Warner v7 
Ret>, Bruse2aard ✓ Rep, Delzer v 
Rep, Monson v Rep, Warnke v 
Rep, Rennerfeldt v Rep. BeHew ✓ 

Rep. Wald v Rep. Kemuenich v - v Reo. Aarsvold ✓ Rep, Kerzman 
Reo. Gulleson ✓ ~ Rep, Metcalf ~,.,.. 
Reo, Carlisle v 
Reo, Carlson 
Reo. Koooleman 
Reo. Skamhol v 

., 

Reo. Thoreson ✓ 

Total (Yes) No __ d:~----
Absent 

Floor Assignment 

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (41 0) 
March 21, 2003 10:49 a.m. 

Module No: HR-51-5400 
Carrier: Warner 

Insert LC: 30626.0201 TIiie: .0300 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
SB 2319, as engrossed: Appropriations Committee (Rep. SvedJon, Chairman) 

recommends AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends 
DO PASS (19 YEAS. 2 NAYS, 2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). Engrossed SB 2319 
was placed on the Sixth order on the calendar. 

Page 3, llne 20, replace "Every person that receives money from the" with "The" 

Page 3, tine 21, remove "under this Act" and remove ffsenate agriculture committee of the" 

Page 3, line 22, replace "regarding" with "the persons receiving funds under this Act," 

Renumber accordingly 

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE or: AMENDMENT: 

HOUSE - This amendment provides for the Agriculture Commissioner to report to the 
Fifty-ninth Legislative Assembly on the persons receiving funds for control and eradication of 
saltcedar. 

(2) DE=.SK, (3) COMM Page No. 1 HR•51-6400 
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600 E Boulevard Ave., Dept. 602 
Bismarck, ND 58505-0020 

Phone 
Toll Free 
Fax 

NORTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
LEGISLATIVE TESTIMONY 

Testimony of Kett Eraas, Noxious Weeds Specialist 
Plant Industries Division 

North Dakota Department of Agriculture 
Senate Bill 2319 
February 6, 2003 

9:45 a.m. 
Senate Agriculture Committee 

Roosevelt Park Room 

(701) 328-2231 
(800) 242-7635 
(701) 328-4667 

0 Chairman Flakoll and members of the Agriculture Committee, my name is Ken Eraas. I am a 

Noxious Weeds Specialist in the Department of Agriculture. I am here to testify in support of 

Senate BiH 2319. 

Saltcedar is a nonnative, large shrub or smalJ tree which was imported into the U.S. in the mid 

1800's as a horticultural plant and as a stream bank stabilizer. It has proven to be very invasive and 

damaging in many Western and Southern states. Saltcedar prefers moist areas to get established. 

But once established, it will root down as far as 40 feet to reach groundwater sources. In doing so, 

the plant talces up soluble salts and transfers them to their leaves where the salt is transpired out and 

deposited at the soil surface. This creates a saline condition where no other vegetatior1 wm grow, It 

rapidly becomes a dense monoculture, Not only does it present serious problems for water 

competition but also lowers water quality by increac;ed salts and solids in the water. The plant is 

not eaten or utilized as cover by wildlife or domestic livestock. Saltcedar is a very high 

The 111fero,raphfo flllltff Of'1 thfe fflM ere 1ccur1te rtt)f'o6Jctfont of records delivered to Modern Jnfor1111tlon Syat11111 for MfcrofflMlng and 
were fflmed fn the regular course o, buafn.u. The photographto prootH mHta 1tarlderdt of the AMertcan Natf ~l Shndardt lnetttutt 
(ANSI) for archtval microfilm, NOTJCEi If the filmed hna;• above fe leeu Ltafble than thia Notice, ft le due to the quality of tht 
doc1111ent betna ff lmtd, 
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water user, An average plant in our region 0f~e U.S. uses about 200 gallons per day or a solid 

acre requiring t1bout 8 million gallons per year, The plant produc~s approximately one-half million 

seeds per year which are the size of ground black pepper, Dispersal of the seeds can be wide spread 

by wind and movoment of wildlife, livestock and man, 

Saltcedar was first discovered growiug in the wild in North Dakota in 2001 along the Yellowstone 

Riveir in McKenzie County, Since that timet other populations have been found in all of the 

counties bordering Lake Sakakawea, as welt as in Slope, Billings, Morton, Ransom, and Sargent 

Counties. Horticultural plantings have also been reported in a nwnber of counties (Figure 1 ). A 

survey for Saltcedar was initiated in 2001, but limited fundh1g and staff allowed for only small 

amounts of area to be completed, Initially it was thought that Saltcedar hadn't spread far into the 

state. In 2002 federal, state, and local agencies worked to survey and eradicate Saltcedar 

infestations in various locations. Agencies that participated included: ND Dept. of Agriculture, 

ND Grune & Fish Dept., ND State Land Dept., ND State Water Commission, ND Parks & Rec, 

Dept., USDA-APHIS, USDA~Forest Service, US Fish and Wild Service, Bureau of Land 

Management, US Anny Corps of Engineers, Three Affiliated Tribes, McKenzie County Grazing 

Association, along with county weed boards from Williams, Mountrail, Ward, Dunn, Slope, 

Golden Valley, Billings Bowman, Morton, Burleigh and McKenzie Counties. Jn all, nearly 

$120,000 was spent surveying and controJling Saltcedar on approximately 250 miles of shoreline 

in 2001 and 2002, 

Experience with Spotted Knapweed in North Dakota demonstrates that an extensiv~ system of 

public infonnation/education combined with an aggressive control campaign can yield results. 

Tht Mtcroo,epnto 1Mlftl on thf1 ftlM lrt accurate reprocbltfont of recordt dtttvertd to Modern lnfort111tfon IY,ttMt for MfcroftlMfnt arid 
W4irt tllnted fn the regular course of buainH1, The photographfo proceH meet• atal'ldlrdt of the AMertcen Natfcnal Sttndardl lnttttut• 
(AMSI) for archival MfcrofflM, MOTtCE1 If the fflmed trneae above fa l••• les,fblt than thfa Notfce, ft ft due to the qualttv of th• 
doc~t bfl(ng fftffl6d. ~~ 
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Spotted K.napweed was first reported in North Dakota in the mid 1980's. While Montana reports 

over 4.S million acres of Spotted Knapweed, North Dakota's aggressive prog...-am has limited the 

acreage to less than 2,000 acres statewide. 

It is the desire of the county weed boards, the Department of Agriculture and other state and federal 

agencies to use a similar education program combined with an extensive survey and control 

program against Saltcedar. The problem is st.ill at the stage where an aggressive program can hold 

the population in check and minimize the negative effects. If allowed to grow for even a year 

uncontrolled, it may attain a population which will be too extensive to be effectively and 

economically control. 

North Dakota has the advantage of learning from the experiences of other ~trites such as Wyoming, 

Montana, New Mexico, Texas and Arizona in dealing with Saltcedar. By allocating $250,000 for 

Saltcedar survey, control and public awareness now~ North Dakota can work to prevent the 

situations other states have experienced. Texas Extension staff calculates that to effectively 

control Saltcedar on only the Pecos and Colorado rivers, and not on any tributaries, along their full 

length would cost 8 billion dollars. North Dakota has an opportunity to avoid a similar 

environmental dis&Ster. 

Chainnan Flakoll and committee, members, 1 would urge you to pass SB 2319. 

I would be happy to answer any questions you might have. 

The 1111croor.-to hwttt on tht• ffl• •r• 1ccur1tt reproductfont of recordl dtltv•r~ .. !O !*nh•n1:tt1::::l::l f::.~~•::rt't~ 
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Mountrail County Weed Control 
Jim Hennessy, Weed Officer 

P.O. Box 40 
Stanley, N.D. 58784 

(701 )628-2835 

Testi1t1ony of Jim Hennessy - Weed Officer 
Mountrail County Weed Control 

Senate Bill 2319 
Feb 6'", 2003 - 9.·45AM 

Senate Committee Hearing 

Mr Chairman and members of the committee, My name is Jim Hennessy. 1 am the 
Weed Control Ofjlcer for Mountrail County Weed Control. I am here to testify in 
support of SB 2319 

New and Invasive Species of Weeds are a threat to all citizens of North Dakota, 
where they may cause disasters that affect the ·well being of Agricultural 
Communities as well as the recreational areas of the state. This past year Salt 
Cedar or Tamarlx was located in several counties throughout the state. In 
Mountrail County we were fortunate to be able to locate, flag & GPS and spray 
some 4500-5000 plants, Fortunately these plants were of the 1-3 yrs of age and 
were sprayed with Arsenal for $90/ acre, Mountrail County is also home to the 
fishing capital of N.D., Van Hook Arm area which was heavily infested. As you 
will notice in the attached map the number ofGPS locations was well over JOO, 
with locations havingfrom 1-500 plants per site. 

Under my present county budget I was unable to stay with in the budget restraints 
while controlling this outbreak. County Commissioners were informed and agreed 
upon control/Ing the spread Other neighboring counties were unable to support 
the cost for scouting and control of this invasion of Salt cedar, so nothing was 

(>: done. 
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In other states that didn't combat the problem prior to plants getting 10-20 Ji tall, 
county budgets went through the roof spending $750J)00 thejlrst 3 years and 
$50,000 dollars eac·h year there qfier ( Attached Article), Now Is the time/or a 
Joint ef}hrt in the State to combat the problem and take care of It before It reaches 
these proportions. In our county we were able to keep a hare bones budget, due to 
donated help, equipment and timing from other agencies such as the Army Core, 
USDA APHIS, N.D, Dept of Ag, US Fish & Wildlife, Three Affiliated Tribes, BIA, 
NDSV Extension Service, landowners and other neighboring weed control boards. 

As weed officer in our county, I feel the need to combat this problem quickly and 
aggressively to minimize cost of control from reach levels in other state. As 
Mountrail County Weed Officer I strongly urge you to support SB 2319 to help 
stop the spread of Salt Cedar in N.D. 

Thanks/or your time and consideration! 

Jim Hennessy 
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http://www.montana.edu/wwwpb/ag/saltcedr,html / 

Montana State University Iii Communications Services 

Water-Hungry Saltcedar: One of the "10 Worst" in the U.S. 

By Roger Sheley and Kim Goodwin 

BOZEMAN .. Saltcedar, which occurs in 16 Montana counties, has been designated one of the 10 worst 
noxious weeds in the United States by numerous weed scientists and conservation organizations. 

Big Hom, Carbon, Choteau, Custer, Dawson, Garfield, Lake, Mccone, Missoula, Musselshell, Powder 
River, Prairie, Rosebud, Sweet Grass, Treasure and Yellowstone counties have saltcedar invading along 
river systems. 

Saltcedar is also known as tamarisk. It was introduced to North America from the Middle East in the l 800s, 
and byt 850 had escaped from cultivation and launched its invasion of U.S. river systems. Today, saltcedar 
occurs throughout the United States and has been recorded from 16 Montana counties. 

Saltcedar is a large shrub or small tree. Because it grows so aggressively, it was originally planted for 
erosion control and windbreaks as well as for ornamental purposes. But this water-hungry weed uses far 
more water than the displaced native vegetation. 

~ense stands of saltcedar have the potential to use over 9 acre-feet of water for every acre of infestation per 
\~ear. An acre .. foot of water is about 326,000 gallons, With this level of water uptake, water flow is greatly 

reduced or, in some cases, eliminated. In heavily infested areas, saltcedar creates flooding hazards by 
congesting river channels. 

Saltcedar has slender brtmches covered with small scale-like leaves, producing small white or pink flowers 
throughout the spring and summer. 
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• Saltcedar Control Photo Essay 

Inyo County Saltcedar Control Program 

Brian Cashore, Program Manager 
Rick Puskar, Assistant Manager 
Seasonal Crew ~ Six employees 

from October to March 

Saltcedar (Tamarix ramoslssima) is a non-native invasive shrub that is 
established in the Owens Valley. Why do these shrubby plants need to be 
controlled? Though intentionally introduced from Europe and Asia into the U.S. in 
the late l 800's, saltcedar has been expanding its range in the Owens Valley since 
the late l 960's. In the valley, as elsewhere in the western U.S., this species does 
not thrive without human assistance. It benefits from disturbance in the fonn of 
dams, diversions, floods, fires, and water table fluctuations which stress native 
species and provide conditions that favor saltcedar. 

Once established, saltcedar can outbcompete ,stressed native plants and cover large 
areas of formerly native habitat. Though plants have pioneered new areas for eons, 
the pace of human assisted migrations can surpass the abilities of native plants, 
animals and insects to adapt or coexist competitively. The result is a less 
productive and less diverse environment. In riparian areas in the Southwest where 
this has occurred, entire ecosystems have been displaced or eliminated, flood and 
fire frequencies have risen, and species biodiversity has declined. To stem this 
spread, our goal is to gradually restore disturbed, weedy areas to a more stable 
natural state. 

In 1997, the ICWD initiated a saltcedar control program. The program was made 
possible by funding provided by LADWP under the long-tenn water agreement. 
This funding provides $750,000 over the first three years of the program and 
$50,000 per year thereafter for maintenance. 

PROGRAM AREA 

The Saltcedar Program is responsible for controlling all saltcedar on LADWP 
lands within the Owens Valley. There are approximately 20,000 act'es of saltc~dar 
in the valley. The cUn'ent level of funding available to the program does not allow 
for saltcedar control everywhere it occurs on Owens Valley LADWP land. 
Thereforet priority areas for saltcedar control in the Owens Valley include: 

• The lower Owens River channel, 
• Outlying springs and seeps, 
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Figure 1. Saltcedar. 

Figure 2. Saltcedar leaves and flowers. 
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North Dakota State University 
Fargo, North Dakota 58105 

FEBRUARY 2002 

Saltcedar 
(Tamarix spp.) 
Identification and Control 

Rodney G. Lym 
NDSU Department of Plant Sciences 

Saltcedar Is the common name for several Introduced species 
of shrubs or small trees Including Tamarlx chlnensls, T. 
parvlflora, and T. ramoslsslma. Saltcedar Invades riparian 
habitats and displaces native flora and fauna. Saltcedar was 
first Introduced In the U.S. to reclaim eroded at'eas and prevent 
further loss of stream banks, prlmarlly In the southwest. 
Saltcedar Is still sold In the hortlcultural Industry, prlmarlly for 
Its wide adaptablllty and pink flowers. 

How do I ldentlfy this plant? Saltcedar, or tamarlsk, 
Is a shrubby bush or tree that can range In size from 5 to 20 
feet tall (Figure 1 ), The bark Is a reddish brown, especially on 
younger branches. The leaves are small and flat and resemble 
evergreen shrubs such as arborvitae (Figure 2). Flowers are 
pink to white In color, five-petaled, and appear from mid to late 
summer. The seed are extremely tiny and similar In size and 
color to pepper, Each seed has a pappus which allows It to 
float long distances In water or move In the wind. Seeds are 
short-lived and usually germinate within a few months after 
dispersal. 

What Is ■alteedar•• arowth eyele'l Once saltcedar 
seed germinates It oan grow rapidly to a small flowering shrub 
In one to two years. The plant Is very hardy and horticultural 
varieties are advertised to grow "In sun or shade, and In wet or 
dry areas" from USDA hardiness zones 2 to 7. The plant 
quickly establlshes a long, woody, taproot (Figure 3) to support 
a voracious thirst for water, The root system Is capable of 
producing many new shoots If the top growth Is removed by 
mechanical control methods or fire. 

Why I• thl• plant a eoneern? Saltcedar oan quickly 
become a monoculture along lakes and waterways. A single 
plant has been reported to transpire over 200 gallons of water 
per day. In the early morning and evening moisture with high 
salt content Is exuded from the foliage, causing the soll to · 
become saline, Saltoedar can choke waterways and has even 
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Figure 3. Long, woody, taproot of snltceclar. 
(Dean Cline. N.D. Dept. of All,) 

Figure 4. Saltcedar displaces native plants 
and wildlife. (Kt1llh l)uncan, New Mexico Slute U11!v.) 

dried up entire l~kes (Figure 4). Native riparian species 
are quickly displaced by saltcedar, which In turn causes 
displacement of native birds and animals that generally do 
not feed on the leaves or eat the saltcedar seeds. Saltcedar, 
even In the seedling stage, will tolerate shol't-lerm flooding 
and can establish away from waterways when seeds are 
washed In during flooding. Once established the plants can 
become so thick cattle will not graze the area. 

Where In the state Is this plant found? 
Saltcedar has been sold In North Dakota for many years as 
various tamarlsk species, also called tamrlx. To date, no known 
homeowner plantings have escaped to waterways In the state. 
However, a vigorous wild type of saltcedar Is spreading Into 
western North Dakota along the Yellowstone River from 
Montana In McKenzie County. These plants have been found 
along the river and several hundred yards away from the river, 
likely established during spring flooding. Saltcedar has also 
been collected In Benson County In 1968 and In Belfield In 
BIiiings County In 1970. Both sources were Hkely from orna­
mental plantings. Saltcedar Is also likely to occur In Slope and 
Bowman Counties In the southwestern corner of North Dakota. 

How do I control this plant? Prevention Is the 
best method to keep saltcedar from Invading North Dakota 
wetlands and wlldlands, Arsenal Is the most widely used 
herbicide to control sallcedat and should be applied alone at a 
1 % solution to the foll age or at 12 ounces per gallon of water 
as a cut-stump treatment. Arsenal can also be applied with a 
glyphosate formulation labeled for use In water such as 
Rodeo or Glypro. Consult the label for recommended use 
rates and locations. Cultural control methods such as burning 
or bulldozing have not been successful. Blologlcal control ls 
In the beginning research stage3 and Is not recommended In 
North Dakota because of the limited saltcedar acreage. 

If you find this weed, 
report It to your local 

weed officer. 

HELP STOP 
·THE s·PREAD t. 

For more lnfcnmatlon on this and other topic&, see: www.ag.ndau.nodak.edu (. 
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DEPARTMENT OF' THE ARMY 
CORPS 0111' IENGINEl£R8, OMAHA DlaTRICT 

CIAIUll•ON "IIOJSC1' O,,,,ICS 
IIIVIUIDALK, NORTH DAKOTA l•HS-011'7 

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
LEGISLA 1'IVE TESTIMONY 

Testimony of Joseph E. Hall, Lake Manager 
Lake Sakakawea, Garrison Project 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Senate Bill 2319 
February 6, 2003 

9:45 a.m. 
Senate Agriculture Committee 

Roosevelt Park Room 

Chainnan Flakoll and members of the Agriculture Committee, my name is Joseph 

Hall. I am the Lake Manager for Lake Sakakawea , Garrison Project. I am here to testify 

in support of Senate Bill 2319. 

Saltcedar was first discovered in North Dakota in 2001 along the Yellowstone River in 

McKenzie County. Limited surveys were completed in 2001. Initially, we thought 

that Saltcedar had not spread far into the state. But last swnmer, Snltcedar 

infestations were discovered in all of the counties bordering Lake Sakakawea. 

These include McLean, Mercer, Dunn, McKenzie, Williams and Mountrail counties. 

Along with the large population of Saltcedar plants on Lake Sakakwea, other populations 

have been found throughout the state. In 2002 federal, tribal, state and local agencies 

worked together to survey and eradicate Saltcedar infestations along the shores of Lake 

Sakakawea. More than $100,000 was spent by these agencies to survey and control 

Saltcedar on approximately 250 miles of shoreline. 

To date, the efforts and cooperation of all of our partners have been outstanding, 

But with more than 1,300 miles of shoreline along Lake Sakakawea, there are many miles 

of shoreline that need to surveyed. In addition, many thousands of Saltcedar plants need 
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to be controlled. 

An action team involving all concerned partners throughout the 

region has been fonned to address the Saltcedar problem at Lake Sakakawea and 

surrounding areas, This team realizes that the Saltcedar population on Lake Sakakawea 

is not just 1. Corps of Engineers problem, but a concern of the entire state of North 

Dakota. 

A cooperative effort is needed to address and control this highly invasive 

noxious weed. 

The current population of Saltcedar on Lake Sakakawea is at a controllable level. 

However if Saltcedar is allowed to grow and expand for even a year uncontrolled, 

the results could be disastrous, Many miles of critical Threatened and Endangered 

species habitat for the Interior Least Tern and Piping Pllwer would be lost. Without 

imn1ediate action, the current infestation of Saltcedar could expand throughout the state, 

reaching a level far too extensive to be effectively and economically controlled. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers takes this threat seriously and has allocated 

additional funding to assist with the education, survey, and control of Saltcedar. 

The Bad News: our funding is limited and the infestation has spread beyond our district 

boundary and area of authority. As stated ea1'1ier, Saltcedar is a concern of the entire 

State of North Dakota. 

By allocating funds for survey, control, and public awartiness of this invasive species, 

North Dakota can work cooperatively to prevent this problem from expanding. 

Chainnan Flakoll and committee members, I would urge you to pass SB 2319. 

I would be happy to answer any questions you might have. 
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"YARtlTY IN HUNTING AND f11HtHG" 

100 HORTH 8ISMAACK EXPAEstN/AY BISMAACI<, N0A'rn DAKOTA 58501·5095 PHONe 701-32H300 FAX 701-32M352 

TESTIMONY RELATED TO SB 2319: 

PESTICIDE REGISTRATION FEES AND APPROPRIATION FOR 
SAL TCEDAR ERADICATION 

Senate Natural Resource Committee 

February 6, 2003 

Sa!tcedar is an aggressive invasive, exotic woody plant, which invades riparian habitat 

suc'h as floodplains, stre&-nbanks, backwater channels, wetlru,.ds, springs and Jake 

mt.trgins. Where saltcedar has been allowed to proliferate unchecked, it has: 

• crowded out native riparian and wetland vegetation, 

• increased the salinity of surface soil surrounding saltcedar stands, rendering the 

areas inhospitable to native plants, and 

• contributed to the draw down of the local surface and ground water. 

These changes, over time, eventually affect the animal life associated with these areas, as 

well, by: 

• changing natural vegetat,on used for nesting, forage, or concealment 

• reducing natural browse 

• reducing available surface water 

Infestations of sa1tcedar were first noted in North Dakota in 2001 along the YeUowstone 

River ~md Missouri River confluence and upper Lake Sakakawea. Having witnesseJ the 

deleterious affects saltcedar has had on natural resources in other states. the North Dakota 

Game and Fish Department was quick to contribute its resources of dollars. manpower. 

Q and equipment Into a multi-agency task force to survey, Inventory, and treat saltcedar 
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infestations in 2002, As a result of this survey work, it was determined the infestations 

and threats were more wide spread than earlier expected. Saltcedar had fowtd and taken 

its hold along the entire reach of Lake Sakakawea. This was particularly disconcerting to 

the Department because the reservoir: 

• provides a 181 mHe long seed bank through very rugged and inaccessible terrain 

• provides 1,500 miles of shoreline - moist and disturbed by fl.uotuating water 

levels 

• Lies directly adjacent to approximately 121,500 acres of public land of which 

over 46,000 acres is managed by the Grune and Fish Department as Wildlife 

Management Areas. 

Although this is alannJng, noxious weed infestation~ are like wild fires. The quicker the 

response is, the greater the chance for succeS:J to control the spreading threat and 

minimizing the loss of valuable property, After the 2002 survey, the alann has been 

sounded and now time is of the essence. The saltcedar problem must be dealt with in a 

quick, methodi~, and integrated team approach. With the biennial appropriation 

provided in this bill, the public awareness, monitoring, and treatment necessary to 

address the saltcedar challenge can be accomplished. 

Therefore, Chainnan Flakoll and Committee Members, as a concerned natural resowce 

management agency and a land manager, itself, the North Dakota Game and Pish 

Department supports and recommends a DO PASS on S823 l 9. 
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NORTH DAKOTA WEED CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
724 5111 STREET 

LANGDON, ND 58249 

TESTIMONY ON SB 2319 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2003 

BY MERLIN LEITHOLD 
1,0RBVIST # 3R4 

Good Morning Mr. Chairman. members or the Senate Agriculture Committee. 

My name is Merlin Leithold; I am a director with the ND Weed Control Association. J 

am also the weed officer In Grant County. 

SB 2319, which is before you this morning, is a result frotn a letter sent to Ag. 

Commissioner Roger Johnson, by the boArd of the Weed Assoc. 1 have enclosed a copy 

of that letter for you to read at your convenience 

You might ask, what is a noxious weed? 

Weeds are plants that interfere with the management objections ofa given area of land. 

Noxious weeds are those weeds that society has declared as our legal responsibility to 

manage because of their negativity in parts. Noxious weeds out compete most native 

plants for soil nutrients and water. In most cases, noxious weeds came to the U.S. from 

foreign countries, many as ornamental plauts. 

Saltcedar is one such plant, an ornamental gone wild. Saltcedar invades wetlands and 

areas along streams, creeks, and ponds. Salt cedar uses large quantities of water and traps 

more sediments than native species, Salf cedar lowers underground water tables, and in 

some cases, even elimlna1es surface water and native vegetation, SaUcedar, left 

uncontrolled~ can even change the t-1hape1 habitat, carrying capacity and flooding cycles 

along waterways, 
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In 200 I, t 736 acres were reported in ND, The Ag Dept. probably can give you 2002 

figures, Those will not be accurate, As education reaches the general public, more areas 

wnt be found. As a weed officer in another state indicatedt Saltcedar is far worse than 

leafy spurge will ever be, 

I have ahm handed out an NDSU Ext. bulletin on Saltcedar. for you to review at your 

convenience 

SB 2319 adds $50. to the registration fees in EARP. Those fees sunsetced this biennium. 

Those fees would generate enough money to provide the appropriation to fund Saltcedrnt 

as provided in this bitl, 

Without the additional monies, most weed boards could not afford to maintain their 

present cost ,;haring to landowners and nght Saltcedar at the same time. 

I urge you to consider a do pass on this bill, and help us fight a very t'erlous new invader, 

Thank-you. 
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January 16, 2003 

Commissioner Roger Johnson 
ND Department of Agriculture 
600 East Boulevard Ave,, Dept. 602 
Bismarck, ND 58501 

Dear Commissioner Johnson: 

As you welt know, Sa1tcedar (Tamarax spp.) is a ferocious weed. Saltcedar can negatively 
fmpact tourism, recreation, agriculture, threatened and endangered species, water and soil 
qualit1•, and natural ecosystems. The water use potential of this plant is astounding, I SO to 200 
gallonu of water per plant per day and estimates from a similar cUmate, northeast Wyoming, of 8 
mi111on, gallons of water used per year for each acre of infested land. This equates to 24.5 acre­
feet pet· year plus the sallnizatlon of the surrounding soil. A single plant can produce ½to¾ 
mi1tion seeds in one season. It is estimated that to control saltcedar along two rivers, not 
including tributaries, in Texas and New Mexico, would cost approximately $8 billion. 

The NJ) Depar1ment of Agriculture and personnel from the ND Oame & Fish Department first 
detected Saftcedar in North Dakota in 2001, along the Yellowstone River. Initially It was 
though1. that Saltcedar hadn't spread too far into the state. Jn 2002, wild ,nrestatlot1s of Saltctdar 
were located along the Little Missouri River, all around Lake Sakakawea, in a wetland north of 
Mandan, and Jn Sargent County. Jn 2002 many federal, state, and local asencfes worked to 
!lurvey and eradicate Saltcedar infestations in various locations. Agencies that participated 
incJud,ad: ND Dept. of Agriculture, ND Game & Fish Dept., ND State Land Dept., ND State 
Water Commission, ND Parks & Rec. Dept., USDA-APHJS, USDA .. fore11t Service, US Fish snd 
Wild Service, Bur,,au of Land Management, US Army Corps of Engineers, Three Affiliated 
Tribtis, McKenzie County Grazing Association, along with County weed boards from Williams, 
Mountran, Ward, Dunn, Slope, Golden Valley, Billings, Bowman, Morton, Burleigh and 
Mo1i<enzie Counties. In all, nearly $120,000 was spent surveying and controlling Saftcedar on 
approximately 250 miles of shoreline In 2001 and 2002. 

With the early detection and rapid response to control this weed, we have the opportunity to 
drastically slow the spread and negative impaci that Saltcedar wilt have in North Dakota, The 
lesson we teamed from spotted knapweed can be applied here. When spotted knapweed was 
round early, the weed managers in the state realized how important it was to stop the spread as . 
soon as possible. As oft he 2001 fleld season, It is estimated that ND only has J, 736 acres 
Infested with spotted knapweed compared to millions of acres in Montana, 
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1t ls estimated that Sa11cedar will double in acreage every 3 - 5 years. With the correct tools and 
early action, we can be successful in stopping the spread of this noxious weed. The major 
obstacle for completing a statewide survey and eradication program Is the availablllty of funding. 
The ND Department of Agriculture coordinated an interagency program to work in a coordinated 
effort to begin this task. Many federal, state, and local agencies have joined forces and funding 
to ht,1i, in this effort. The North Dakota Weed Control Association (NDWCA) ls asking for your 
support of a bill for additional funding of $250,000 to help stop the spread of Saft cedar. These 
funds should be allocated through the North Dakota Department of Agriculture Noxious Weed 
budget for the 2003. 2005 biennium. Jfthe funds can be secured, the NDWCA wlll work with 
the Department of Agriculture to develop a method fot distributing the funds emphasizing the 
need for mappln& treatment, atnd education. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (701) 352-231 I. 

Sincerely. 

9~,t.,..\_ ll. ~\J"-­

Brent A, Nelson 
President NDWCA 
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TESTIMONY 

BY 
CALVIN N. ROLFSON 

ON BEHALF OF 
CROPLIFE AMERICA 

REGARDING 
SENATE BILL NO. 2319 

My name is Cal Rolfson. I am an attorney here is Bismarck. I am also the 

]egis]ative counsel for CropLife America and I appear here on their behalf. We are 

neither for nor against this BilJ and wish to mere1y provide some explanatory· 

concerns about this Bill. 

Senate BHJ 2319 essentially removes the sunset on fee increases of $300 and 

makes it permeant. It then takes $2sq:g;this amount and appropriates it to the 

Department of Agriculture to eradicate saltcedar. 

CropLif e America is the national trade association representing the 

manufacturers, f onnu)ators and distributors of virtua1ly all of the crop protection 

and crop biotechnology products used in agriculture in North America. These 

manufacturers also are the same companies that register crop protection products 

in the state, referenced by Senate BiJl 2319. 

While the industry applauds the State of North Dakota and the Department of 
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Agricu]ture in utilizing fees to insure a strong enforcement of the pesticide Jaw, a 

clean environment and the safety of farmers and their families, we have serious 

concerns whh how Senate Bill 2319 wouJd direct the use of some of the fees. 

The $300 increase in pesticide registration fees (from the original $50 per 

product) was enacted two sessions ago and the ]aw speciflca1ly placed a sunset 

cJause as of June of this year. The Bi]) would make this increase penneant, and we 

would have serious concerns with that. For example, what would the money go 

toward after the completion of the saJtcedar program. Where is the accountability 

for the use of the money for the saJtcedar program? Why does our entire industry 

0 have to pay so much to the Department of Agriculture for the control of one weed? 

We wou)d like to work with the sponsors to amend the BilJ to add a sunset 

date for any increase over and above the $50 ordinarily required for the Department 

to enforce the entire pesticide Jaw. 

Our other concern is that a large amount of money, paid for by our 

companies and others, are going towards a very specific type of weed control. 

Much of the pesticide registration fees are paid by manufacturers who make 

househoJdst structural or backyard products. Why shou]d those companies 

making back yard products for househo]cls have to pay for weed eradication on 

........ ··~ ..... fann1ands? For that matter, why should so many crop protection fees be used for 
~-) 
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the sahcedar program? Once again, we are neither for nor against this Bi]], It has 

Jaudable purposes. Our concerns are merely for the making of this "temporary" 

$250 fee increase permeant and the fact that the fees for a sing]e weed eradication 

program are coming principally from household pesticide fees. 

I sincerely appreciate the opportunity to testify before this committee. 

- •' ' ..... ~ -~•·' .. -.. . .. 

\L: .-· 
Calvin N. o son 
Legislative Counsel 
CropLife America 
(Lobbyist No. 144) 
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Roger Johnson 
Agriculture Commissioner 
www.agdepartment.com 
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Toll Free 
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(701) 328-2231 
(800) 242-7536 
(701) 328-4567 
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600 E Boulevard Ave., Dept. 602 
Bismarck, ND 58505-0020 

NORTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
LEGISLATIVE TESTIMONY 

Testimt\ll}' of Jeff Olson, Program Manager 
North Dakota Department of Agriculture 

Senate Bill 2319 
March 13, 2003 

11:15 a.m. 
House Agriculture Committee 

Peacci Garden Room 
)' 

,o Chairman Nicholas and members of the Appropriation Committee, my name is Jeff Olson. I am a 

Program Manager in the Department of Agriculture. I am here to testify in support of 

.. 

Senate Bill 2319. 

Saltcedar was first discovered growing in the wild in North Dakota in 2001 along the Yellowstone 

River in McKenzie Cowity. Since that time, other populations have been found in all of the 

cowitles bordering Lake Sakakawc,a, as well as in Slope, Billings, Morton, Ran.som, and Sargent 

Counties. Horticultural plantings have also been reported in a number of counties (Figure 1 ), A 

survey for Saltcedat was initiated in 2001, but limited funding and staff allowed for only small 

amounts of area to be completed, Initially it was thought that Saltcedar hadn 1t spread far into the 

state, In 2002 federal, state, and local agencies worked to swvey and eradicate Saltcedar 

infestations in various locations. Agencies that participated included: ND Dept. of Agriculture, 

ND Game & Fish Dept .• ND State Land Dept., ND State Water Commission, ND Parks & Rec . 
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n Dept., USDA-APHIS, USDA-Forest Service, US Fish and Wild Service, Bureau of Land 

Management, US Army Corps of Engineers, Three Affiliated Tribes, McKenzie County Grazing 

Association. along with cowity weed boards from Williams, Mountrail, Ward, Dunn, Slope, 

Golden Valley, Billings BoMnan, Morton, Burleigh and McKenzie Counties, In all, nearly 

$120,000 was spent surveying and controlling Saltcedar on approximately 250 miles of shoreline 

in 2001 and 2002, 

~ .. ,. · It is the desire of the county weed boards, the Department of Agriculture and other state and federal 

agencies to use an educational program combined with an extensive survey and control program 

against Saltcedar, Since the discovery of Saltcedar, the Department has worked very closely with 

federal agencies to acq~ additional funds to fight this infestation. For example, the US Forest 

0 Service has stated they are willing to allocate about $125.000 to cost-share with state and local 

funds and the Corps of Engineers was able to increase their weed control budget from $25,000 this 

fiscal year to about $170,000 next fiscal year to help in controlling Saltcedar, 

I • 

The problem is still at the stage where an aggressive program can hold the population in check and 

minimize the negative effects. If allowed to gt-ow for even a year uncontrolled. it may attain a 

population which will be too tixtensive to be effectively aitd economically controlled, 

North Dakota has the advantage of learning from the experiences of other states such as Wyoming, 

Montana, New Mexico, Texas and Arizona in dealing with Saltcedar. By altooating $2S0t000 for 

Saltcedar surveyt control and public awareness now, North Dakota can work to prevent the 

situations other states have experienced, Texas Extension staff calculated that to "ffectively 
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control Saltccdar on only the Pecos and Colorado Rivers, and not on any tributaries, along thelr 

full length, would cost 8 billion dollars, North Dakota has an opportunity to avoid a slmllar 

environmental disaste,:, 

ChaJnnan Nicholas and committee members, I would urgo you to pass SB 2319 as amended. 

I would be happy to BnSWer any questions you might have. 
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NORTH DAKOTA WEED CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
724 5TII STREET 

LANGDON, ND 58249 

TESTIMONY ON SB 2319 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 2003 

BY MERLIN LEITHOLD 

LOBBYIST H 384 

Good Morning, Mr, Chairman, members of the Senate Appropriations Committee. 
My naine is Merlin Leithold. I am a director with the ND Weed Control Association. 

I am also the weed officer in Grant County. 

You might ask, what is Saltcedar? Saltcedar is basically an ornamental gone wild. 

SaJtcedar invades wetlands and areas along streams, creeks, and ponds, Saltcedar uses 

large quantities of water Clnd traps more sediments than native species. Saltcedar lowers 

underground water· tables, and in some cases, even eliminates surface water and native 

vegetation. 

In 2001, 1736 acres were reported in North Dakota. With arsenal being the chemical of 

choice, at $90 per acre, we have a chemi~ cost of $156,240. The 2002 acres, once all 

reported, will definitely be higher than those in 2001. 

A weed officer, in another state indicated, Saltcedar is far worse than leafy spurge. 

Some countiest in states where Saltcedar is out of control, have spent $250,000 in just 

one season, for controlling Saltcedar. 

Without the additional monies, most weed boards, in our state, could not afford to 

maintain their present cost sharing to landowners and fight Saltcedar at the same time, 

I urge you to pass SB 2319, and help us tight a serious new invader. 

,:) Thank-you 
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NORTH DAKOTA WEED CONTROL ASSOCIATION 
724 &th Street 

Langdon, ND 68249 

l. . ', Nelson Wayne Carter Terry Volk 
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NU'WCA President 
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TBSTIMONY ON SB 2319 
Tf IURSDA Y, MARCIi I 31 2003 

LOBBYIST # 384 

Good Morning Mr. Chairman, members of the Senate Agriculture Committee. 

My name is Merlin Leithold~ I am the south-~ntrat area director with the ND Weed 

Control Association. I am also the weed officer in Grant County, 

SB 2319, which is before you this morning, is a result from a fetter sent to Ag. 

Commissioner Roger Johnson. by the, board of the Weed Assoc. I have enclosed a copy 

of that letter for you to read at your convenience 

You might ask, what is a noxious weed? 

Weeds art11 plants that interfere with the management objections of a given area of land, 

Noxious weeds are those weeds that society has declared as our legal responsibility to 

manage because of their negativity in parts. Noxious weeds out compete most native 

plants for soil nutrients and water. In most cases, noxious weeds came to the U.S. from 

foreign countries, many as ornamental plants. 

Saltcedar is one such plant, an ornamental gone wild. Saltcedar invades wetlands and 

areas along streams, creeks, and ponds. Saltcedar uses large quantities of water and traps 

more sediments than native species. Saltcedar lowers underground water tables, and in 

some cases, even eliminates surface water and native vegei~tion. Saltcedar, left 

uncontrolled, can even change the shape, habitat, carrying capacity and flooding ,cycles 

along waterways. 
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In 2001, 1736 acres were reported in ND, In 2002, the AO Dept estimates the acres to be 

more than 6000, Most of these acres are on public lands, As education reaches the 

general pubUo, more areas will be found, As a weed officer in another state Indicated, 

Saltcedar is far worse than leafy spurge will ever be. 

I have also handed out an NDSU Ext. bulletin on Saltcedar, for you to review at your 

convenience 

SB 2319 asks for $250,000, from the EARP fund, for Saltcedar. Without the additional 

monies, most weed boards could not afford to maintain their present cost sharing to 

landowners and fight Saltcedar at the same time. 

I urge you to consider a do pass on this bill, and help us fight a very serious new Invader, 

Thank .. you. 
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