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MWf, allieS SoUndly defeat 
PUBliC land taKeoVeR
by Mark Dostal
MWF Outreach Assistant

On February 16th, 2015, 500 Montanans 
filled the Capitol Rotunda to voice support 
for Montana’s public lands and urge state 
representatives to block attempts to transfer 
federal lands to the state. The rally, organized 
by the Montana Wildlife Federation, Montana 
Wilderness Association, Backcountry Hunters 
& Anglers, and the Nature Conservancy, 
brought together hunters, anglers, hikers, 
bikers, birders, and many more outdoor 
enthusiasts. Spurred by rhetoric resonating 
through the Capitol and a slew of bills aimed 
at securing a state takeover of federal lands, 
the crowd made its opposition known.

“I don’t want Montana to be recognized 
nationally for a war on yoga pants. And I don’t 
want Montana to be recognized nationally 
for a half-baked scheme that would endanger 
our public lands and our economy,” Governor 
Bullock bellowed into the microphone. His 
passionate speech pointed to the land transfer 

movement as a thinly veiled attempt at a public 
lands sell-off.  “I have no interest at all in being 
forced to sell off our heritage in order to manage 
what’s left over.”

Mary Sexton, former director of the Department 
of Natural Resources and 
Conservation, agreed 
with Bullock, citing the 
upwards of $100 million 
firefighting costs, loss of 
federal payments, and a 
litany of incidental land 
management related costs 
that would necessitate selling off lands from 
a transfer. Their sentiments were echoed by 
speakers David Allen, president of the Rocky 
Mountain Elk Foundation, Randy Newberg, host 
of Fresh Tracks, Seeley Lake business-owner 
Adrienne Marks, and Montana State University 
student and Conrad native Rebecca Brown.

The event demonstrated the overwhelming 
support Montanan’s have for our public lands. 
And it’s no wonder we do. Outdoor recreation 
contributes $5.8 billion in consumer spending, 

64,000 jobs, $1.5 billion in wages, and $403 
million in state and local revenues, according to 
a recent report from the Small Business Majority, 
a national advocacy organization. It is downright 
reckless to risk a massive upheaval of a major 
economic sector. 

In a recent Conservation in the West Poll 
done by Colorado College, a full two-thirds of 
Montanans say the ability to recreate on public 
lands was a significant factor in their decision to 
live where they do. 

What’s more, nearly three-quarters of Montana 
business owners believe we can protect land and 
water and have a strong economy with good 
jobs, and nearly nine in 10 say national parks, 
forests, and wildlife areas are an essential part of 
Montana’s economy.

So where is the call for radical change coming 
from? The American Lands Council, based in 
Utah, has breathed new life into rhetoric last 
heard from the so-called “Sagebrush Rebellion” 
three decades ago. Thanks to ALC’s well-funded 
lobbying effort, multiple states in the West have 
paid for land transfer study bills at great taxpayer 
expense. The overwhelming conclusions of 
these studies has been to confirm what most of 
us already know: even with massive increases in 
extractive leases, it is almost certain the states 
would have to sell off land to balance their 
budgets.

Yet, this last session, ALC prompted Montana 
legislators to bring several bills aimed at 
facilitating a federal lands transfer. Some of the 
bills directly sought to claim over 27 million 
acres of Forest Service and BLM lands for the 
state, while others were crafted to muck up the 

ability of state and 
federal agencies to 
function efficiently. 
MWF Conservation 
Director Nick Gevock 
and Lobbyist George 
Golie met these bills 
in hearing after hearing 

with the cold hard facts of the economic, 
constitutional, and social shortcomings of the 
bills. Together, with conservation partners 
Montana Wilderness Association, The Nature 
Conservancy, and Backcountry Hunters and 
Anglers, we were at the forefront of defending 
Montana’s heritage against transfer efforts. 

And our elected representatives listened. Of 
the dozen land transfer bills that made it into 
committee almost none were passed into law. 

continued on page 6

“I don’t want Montana to be 
recognized nationally for a half-
baked scheme that would endanger 
our public lands and our economy,” 
                  - Governor Steve Bullock
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By Kathy Hadley
MWF president

Winter chills are finally fading away as 
we all welcome spring. For many of us, that 
means getting to spend time outside to fish, 
hike or in my case, spring turkey hunt.  A 
couple weeks ago I was fortunate to spend 
a few wonderful days in eastern Montana 
looking for and calling spring gobblers. One 
thing I love about spring turkey hunting is the 
morning symphony of bird sounds.  You get 
up in the dark, dress in layers and take your 
coffee outside to listen for gobblers.  If you’re 
lucky, you’ll hear some gobbles but you’ll also 
hear pheasants, ducks, geese and sand hill 
crane music too.

We were lucky to be hunting on both private 
and public lands. It’s no surprise that most of us in 
Montana use public lands for outdoor recreation. 
It’s why so many of us live in Montana. 
According to a survey recently completed by 

Colorado College (https://www.coloradocollege.
edu/stateoftherockies/conservationinthewest/) 
“even more than other Westerners, Montanans 
rate the environment and outdoor lifestyle as top 
reasons they live in Big Sky Country. Residents 
visit public lands regularly and want to see 
them managed to ensure recreation access and 
preservation for future generations.” 

That’s why it’s so discouraging when we have 
had to once again, fight a bunch of bills in our 
legislature that focus on transferring public lands 
to the state.  We have all been here before. In 
the 1980’s the movement to take public lands 
out of public hands was called the Sagebrush 
Rebellion organized and funded primarily by 
resource extraction industries. The conservation 
community fought this and stopped it. In the 
1990’s we had the Wise Use Movement and once 
again, hunters, anglers and conservationist across 
the West worked hard to stop the grab for our 
public lands.  Now we have another movement 
threatening our public lands.

Many of you participated in the public land 
rally at the MT legislature on Feb. 16, 2015 when 
more than 500 citizens from across the state 
showed up to tell our legislators how important 
public lands are to Montana. Governor Bullock 
was there and said “These lands are our heritage. 
These lands are our birthright. These lands are 
a big part of what makes us Montanans, define 
who and what we are...While these public lands 
define who we are and are central to our quality 
of life, these lands also belong to the entirety of 
our country.’ 

Transferring federal lands to the states 
makes no economic sense. In Montana, outdoor 
recreation generates $5.8 billion in consumer 
spending, produces 64,000 direct Montana 
jobs, and produces $1.5 billion in wages and 
$403 million in state and local tax revenue 
(http://outdoorindustry.org/advocacy/recreation/

economy.html).  Then there are the costs for 
forest fires. In 2012, the US Forest Service 
spent $103 million in MT on firefighting 
costs (http://westernpriorities.org/wp-content/
uploads/2014/08/The-Wildfire-Burden1.
pdf).  How would the state ever afford just the 
firefighting costs in even one bad year?

 The movement to take our public lands from 
the public is being fought in all the western 
states and in Washington, D.C. too.  Senator Lisa 
Mikowski (AK) recently offered a successful 
amendment to a budget resolution that supported 
selling or turning over federal lands to the states. 
Thank goodness Senator Tester voted against 
the amendment. In the U.S. House, there was a 
similar amendment and Congressman Zinke also 
voted against it.  You can rest assured, there is 
more bad legislation coming from Washington 
D.C. 

This legislative session the MWF and our 
members, along with other conservation groups 
fought long and hard to kill a bunch of bills on 
this issue.  We were fortunate to have so many 
sportsmen and women across the state call and 
write their legislators on this issue. They listened; 
they learned how important public lands are to 
all of us and voted the right way. One study bill 
did make it through the legislature and just last 
week, thankfully, Governor Bullock vetoed it.   

This would be a great time to let these elected 
officials know how much we appreciate their 
actions to keep public lands in public hands. 
If you have a minute call or write Governor 
Bullock, Senator Tester and Congressman 
Zinke and thank them. Do it, because we are 
going to need them again and again to stop this 
foolishness. 

Kathy Hadley is MWF’s President.  A lifelong 
hunter, angler, and conservationist, Kathy has 
been a member of MWF for 27 years.  Contact 
her at kathyh@ncat.org.

PReSident’S MeSSaGe 
StandinG tall at tHe CaPitol

tHe Montana Wildlife fedeRation ContinUeS to GRoW!  tHe folloWinG PeoPle HaVe joined 
MWf aS aSSoCiate MeMBeRS SinCe oUR laSt neWSletteR:

WelCoMe neW MWf MeMBeRS

Thomas Best – Arden, NC 
Mike Bleile – Anaconda, MT 
Chris Bryant – Missoula, MT 
Terri Burgess – Helena, MT 
Doug Byrne – Tijeras, NM 
Gary Chiate – Woodland Hills, CA
Patrick Cross – Billings, MT 
Victoria and Paul Edwards – Mis-
soula, MT
Harley Fox – Hickory, NC 

Gil Gigstead – Detroit Lakes, MN
Craig Gross – Bremerton, WA 
John Hansen – Hamilton, MT 
Ted Hawn – Helena, MT  
James Hutchins – Sandpoint, ID 
Robert Hutchins – Anderson, CA  
Jonathan King – Helena, MT 
Rick Lewis – Ennis, MT 
Leonard Livingston – Ekalaka, MT 
Thomas Maclean – Belt, MT 
Bradley Malone – Corvallis, MT 

PleaSe alSo WelCoMe tHe folloWinG neW MeMBeRS of oUR Wildlife leGaCy CoUnCil:

Kevin Maki – Helena, MT
Rebecca Snider – Helena, MT

Ruby Martin – Hamilton, MT 
William Nelson – Chico, CA 
John Oross – Riverside, CA 
Timothy Pasegrau – Bismarck, ND 
Chad Ramsey – Tampa, FL 
Larry Robson – Huntley, MT 
Charley Shipley – Helena, MT 
Jeff Sturm – Helena, MT 
Monty Wenger – Maple Valley, WA
Allen Zimmerman – Simi Valley, CA
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by Nick Gevock
MWF conservation Director

The 2015 Montana Legislature wrapped 
up at the end of April, and once again the 
Montana Wildlife Federation and our strong 
group of volunteer activists have a lot of 
success to look back on. No other conservation 
organization is present at the state capitol like 
MWF is, and none go to the lengths to ensure 
that hunters, anglers and conservationists are 
as informed about key issues that affect our 
wildlife, habitat and public hunting heritage. 

 MWF’s agenda this session included a package 
of bills to improve access. That included access 
to public land, with a pair of bills to address the 
issue of gated public roads through private land 
that lead to national forests, Bureau of Land 
Management, state school trust and other public 
lands. Both of those bills, HB 286, sponsored 
by Rep. Tom Jacobson, D-Great Falls, and HB 
304, sponsored by Rep. Mitch Tropila, D-Great 
Falls, were tabled in the House Transportation 
committee. HB 286 would have required that 
roads remain open while a landowner contests 
whether they’re public roads, and HB 304 would 
have upped the penalties for gating a county 
road. They met opposition from several groups, 
including agriculture groups, the Montana 
Association of Counties and the United Property 
Owners of Montana. MWF will work in the 
interim to refine these bills and bring them back 
in the next Legislature to continue to improve 
access to public lands.  

FISh, WIlDlIFE, AND PArkS FUNDING

Among our highest priorities this session was 
to secure the funding for Montana Fish, Wildlife 
and Parks to operate. This affects wildlife 
management in every way, including funding for 
game survey flights, biological data collection 
and for fisheries management. 

FWP sent through a 14 month process with 
the Licensing and Funding Advisory Council. It 
took a comprehensive look at all of the hunting 
and fishing licenses offered and looked for 
ways to simplify and streamline licenses. The 
group included a broad range of people, such as 
sportsmen and sportswomen, state lawmakers, 
outfitters, a business owner and more. It was 
given a charge and came up with a proposal that 
would sharply decrease the number of different 
licenses while still offering half priced licenses 
for people who qualify, including seniors. 

At the end of the day, the package did not call 
for an increase in single species tags, including 
deer and elk tags. It did establish a new base 
hunting license, bump up the fee for fishing 
licenses and increase the price for non-residents 
of special tags including moose, bighorn sheep, 
mountain goats and bison. All of this was done 
with consideration of what other states with 
similar hunting opportunity charge, and Montana 
remains slightly lower than those states. 

For the vast majority of Montana hunters and 
anglers, the package comes to $8 more per year 
to hunt and $3 to fish. Non-residents will see 
a larger increase in fishing licenses, but again 

2015 leGiSlatiVe ReVieW
MWf SCoReS ViCtoRieS at tHe CaPitol

Montana remains below other states with cold-
water fisheries like ours. 

The package came forward as HB 140, 
sponsored by Rep. Jeff Welborn, R-Dillon. In 
addition to the licensing changes, the bill moves 
the agency to a four year funding cycle, from 
the current 10 year cycle. This allows for more 
frequent, but smaller, license increases.

The bill as originally written would have 
generated $5.7 million in annual revenue for 
FWP. It was amended in the Senate Finance and 
Claims committee to reduce the funding to only 
$4.7 million in new funds per year. 

PUblIc lAND DEFENSE

As detailed in our lead story (page 1), MWF 
along with our conservation partners the 
Montana Wilderness Association, The Nature 
Conservancy, and Backcountry Hunters and 
Anglers, were at the forefront of fighting efforts 
to lay claim to more than 27 million acres of 
federal land in Montana. The transfer of federal 
land effort has been growing in states throughout 
the West, with numerous states studying the issue 
at taxpayer expense. 

More than a dozen bills came forward this 
session to work toward a state takeover. MWF 
was there every time and defeated every single 
one of these terrible bills. There will be no 
interim studies, no waste of taxpayer dollars and 
no further discussion of this radical plan.

bAD bIllS PrEVENTED

MWF was consistently there to fight bad bills 
that would have affected our public wildlife, 
habitat, fair chase hunting culture and public 
access to public resources. We helped defeat a 
host of measures that were bad policy. Some of 
the highlights include: 

HB 281, sponsored by Rep. Dale Mortenson, 
R-Billings would have gutted the ability for 
game wardens to protect our public fish and 
wildlife resources. Among other things, it would 
have forced a game warden to get a warrant to 
check a boat, game bag or creel. It would have 

allowed ignorance of the law as a defense against 
game violations. And it would have barred 
game wardens from confiscating game animals 
in cases suspecting violations. The bill in its 
entirety would have made it nearly impossible 
for game wardens to protect our public fish and 
wildlife resources. 

SB 247, sponsored by Sen. John Brendan, 
R-Scobey would have barred any sage-grouse 
hunting.  While sage-grouse are in need of 
conservation, hunting has never been the cause 
of their decline.  Hunters last year gave up 80 
percent of their sage-grouse hunting opportunity 
through area closures and the season being cut 
in half. 

HB 176, sponsored by Rep. Forest Mandeville, 
R-Columbus  would have allowed crossbows 
during the archery-only hunting season. 

SB 120, sponsored by Sen. Doug Kary, 
R-Billings would have removed the requirement 
for landowners to allow some reasonable public 
hunting access to qualify for game damage hunts.
 
GOOD bIllS PASSED

It wasn’t all defense this session. A host of 
bills that strengthened public access, toughened 
laws for game violations and helped FWP better 
manage fish and wildlife passed this session. 
Here are some of the highlights: 

SB 232, sponsored by Sen. Eric Moore, 
R-Miles City, bill strengthens our state’s landmark 
stream access law. The law was grounded on a 
1987 state Supreme Court decision, Galt v. State 
of Montana. That case law has stood the test of 
time and been upheld to guarantee the right of 
the public to access our public waters within the 
ordinary high water mark of navigable streams. 
This bill now codifies that into state law. 

SB 21, sponsored by Sen. Jill Cohenour, 
D-Helena, strengthened the penalties for people 
who get caught misusing replacement hunting 
licenses. It gradually steps up the penalties to 
include loss of hunting privileges as a deterrent 
for people who claim to have lost a hunting 
license and then kill multiple animals. 

                                       continued on page 5
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eXeCUtiVe diReCtoR’S MeSSaGe
StRonG GRaSSRootS Mean Good PoliCy

By Dave chadwick
Executive Director

As noted throughout this issue, the 2015 
Legislature was another very successful ses-
sion for the Montana Wildlife Federation.  
We led the charge to defeat efforts to take 
over Montana’s national forests and other 
public lands.  We helped pass several bills to 
shore up Fish, Wildlife, and Parks’ finances 
and enhance the agency’s management tool-
box.  We defeated dozens of bills that tried to 
replace scientific wildlife management with 
politics.

We didn’t win every fight at the Capitol, but 
we did pretty well.  How were we so effective?

MWF always focused on the public good.  
The Capitol is full of lobbyists who represent 
trade associations, private companies, or other 
specific economic interests.  These folks are 
paid to show up and advocate for legislation 
that directly benefits their clients’ bottom line.  
In contrast, the Montana Wildlife Federation 
is a public interest organization. We do what 

we do because it is good for wildlife and good 
for Montana.  Of course, many of the policies 
we support do have long-term benefits for our 
state’s sustainable, outdoor economy - but we 
do not ever advocate for anything that enriches 
any specific company or individual.  Our only 
interest is doing what’s right for Montana’s 
wildlife, natural lands and waters, and citizens.

MWF used good facts and supported 
sound science.  Our 
positions and statements 
on bills were always 
based on real data and 
an unwavering support 
for sound science.  Some 
bills are just plain bad 
policy, and plenty of 
others are “feel-good” 
measures that aren’t 
backed up by good data.  
During the session, MWF never sacrificed prin-
ciples, swapped votes, or supported bills that 
were bad policy.  Our Legislative Committee 
and staff carefully reviewed every bill, debated 
and set our positions, and delivered testimony 
based on hard data and our core principles.  

MWF built coalitions and forged alliances.  
During the session, MWF worked with a di-
verse array of partners, from the Montana Wil-
derness Association to The Nature Conservancy 
to Backcountry Hunters and Anglers to the 
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation.  A few times, 
we even found ourselves on the same side of a 
bill as the Montana Stockgrowers Association 
and Montana Petroleum Association.

People like to say that politics makes 
“strange bedfellows,” but success in the legisla-
tive arena isn’t about jumping in the sack with 
anyone or sacrificing your values.  It is about 
finding common ground when you can, and dis-

agreeing respectfully when you must.  Today’s 
ally is tomorrow’s adversary, and vice versa.  
MWF was successful this session because we 
worked hard to maintain constructive relation-
ships with everyone.

MWF turned out our grassroots.  Finally, 
MWF’s success was a result of turning out 
hundreds of dedicated volunteers for public 
rallies, committee hearings, and other events.  

These days, it is easy to 
manufacture a fake grassroots 
effort.  Anyone with enough 
money can put up a website 
and claim to speak for Mon-
tanans.  For 80 years, MWF’s 
strength has come from hav-
ing thousands of members 
who live all over Montana 
– and the nation – who hunt, 
fish, and enjoy the outdoors, 

and are passionate about conservation.  This au-
thentic membership base is what helps us defeat 
the well-financed out-of-state special interests 
that show up with an agenda to sell.

None of this is cheap or easy.  Our ability to 
build coalitions depends on having a rock solid 
commitment to our core values and a flexibil-
ity to work around disagreements.  Having a 
strong membership means we have to invest 
time and energy in outreach and membership 
recruitment.  We also have to balance a lot of 
different viewpoints within our Federation.  
Disagreements are the price we pay for being a 
democratic organization. This sometimes means 
we have to face turmoil and criticism, but in the 
long run it helps us advance good wildlife man-
agement, habitat protection, and public access.

Dave Chadwick is MWF’s Executive Director.  
Contact him at dchadwick@mtwf.org.

 For 80 years, MWF’s strength 
has come from having thousands 
of members who live all over 
Montana – and the nation – 
who hunt, fish, and enjoy the 
outdoors, and are passionate 
about conservation. 
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SPoRtSMen and otHeR ConSeRVationiStS taKe aCtion aCRoSS tHe WeSt
WeSteRn SPoRtMen Rally foR PUBliC landS 
By Judith Kohler
National Wildlife Federation

Across the West, sportsmen and women 
have joined with hikers, mountain bikers, 
horseback riders, paddlers, wildlife watchers 
and others to take their fight for American 
public lands to the steps or lobbies of state-
houses from Santa Fe to Carson City. They 
are meeting one-on-one with legislators, writ-
ing letters to the editor and talking to the 
media.  Wildlife Federations are leading the 
charge in organizing this grassroots effort.

 
IN NEW MEXICO, hundreds of people poured 

into the Capitol, also known as the Roundhouse, 
on January 29 to say loudly “Keep your hands 
off my public lands!” The New Mexico Wildlife 
Federation and other sportsmen’s organizations 
organized the rally that drew hundreds. NMWF 
Executive Director Garrett VeneKlasen warned:

“The end game is simple. If enough Western 
states support this absurd initiative, Congress 
could support a public lands sell-off. It’s that 
simple. In a single generation, this precious 
American birthright we call public lands could 
become a thing of the past.”

 
WYOMING sportsmen and women hosted a 

legislative reception February 5 that highlighted 
the importance of public lands to the state’s 
economy, tourism and maintaining the state’s 
world-class fish and wildlife populations. More 
than 100 people were on hand as Gov. Matt 
Mead praised the work by hunters and anglers.

“We consider the wildlife and open spaces and 
quality of life we have in Wyoming unique and a 
treasure. Thank you for keeping all of that for us 
and future generations,” Mead said.

One bill aimed at transferring national public 
lands to the state failed but another authorizing 
a report on state management of national public 
lands passed. The Wyoming Wildlife Federation 
and other organizations are urging the governor 
to veto it.  WWF Executive Director Steve 
Kilpatrick says the Wyoming Sportsmen 
Alliance, which opposes the bill, represents 
about 50,000 hunters and anglers across the state.

IDAHO SPORTSMEN/WOMEN and other 
outdoor enthusiasts set up an elk camp on the 
grounds of the state Capitol in Boise and lined 
the statehouse steps Feb. 12 to speak against 
legislation that would form a committee to look 
into the state taking control of federally managed 
lands, including national forests where people 
hunt, fish, hike and camp. The fear is the public 
will lose access to areas they have enjoyed for 
generations and the fiscal burden of assuming 
control of millions of acres will force the state to 
get rid of much of the land.

“What we’re afraid of is that strain on the 
state budget is going to force the state to sell 
off our public lands,” said Michael Gibson, 
Idaho Wildlife Federation 
executive director.

IN COLORADO, 
hikers, wildlife advocates 
and rafters joined 
sportsmen and women in 
the cold and snow Feb. 25 
on the west steps of the 
state Capitol to make clear 
that they have no intention 
of allowing the state to 
lay claim to national 
public lands. Several 
organizations, including hunting and angling 
groups, oppose a bill that would attempt to give 
the state concurrent jurisdiction over federally 
managed lands. Business owners, veterans 
and state Sen. Kerry Donovan were among the 
speakers at the rally.

“The economy depends on small businesses 
like mine and my small business depends on 
people being out in the backcountry hunting and 
fishing. Our public lands are not for sale because 
6.1 million jobs, three of which are created by 
my Colorado apparel business, rely on the public 
having access to their land,” said Corrine Doctor, 
a seventh-generation Coloradan, school teacher 
business owner and fly fisher.

Kent Ingram, Colorado Wildlife Federation 
president, said he does all his hunting and fishing 

on public lands.
“Public lands are 100 percent essential to 

Colorado recreation of all kinds and should 
never be surrendered to the political whims of 
state politics and special interests,” Ingram said.

  
IN NEVADA, where federal agencies manage 

roughly 82 percent of the land, a coalition of 
sportsmen’s and wildlife groups representing 
thousands of hunters and anglers, oppose 
a legislative resolution that asks Congress 
to transfer the title to land overseen by the 
U.S. Forest Service and the Bureau of Land 
management to the state. Protesters gathered 
outside a legislative building in Carson City 
March 2 before a hearing on the resolution.

Sportsmen, women 
and outdoor enthusiasts 
believe much of the 
public land used 
by generations of 
Nevadans would end up 
in private hands because 
the state wouldn’t have 
the resources to manage 
the land. They say a 
state economic analysis 
showing otherwise is 
flawed and note that 

Nevada has only 3,000 acres of state trust lands. 
Nevada received 4 million acres upon statehood, 
swapped those lands for a little more than 2 
million acres of what it saw as choicer real estate 
– and then sold most of that.

“Nevada hunters, anglers and trappers depend 
heavily on our public lands. They’re important 
to many people’s livelihoods and to our way 
of life,” said Larry Johnson, the Coalition for 
Nevada’s Wildlife president.

“The state couldn’t afford to manage all the 
land now managed by federal agencies. The 
upshot would be that some of our best fishing and 
hunting areas would be sold into private hands, 
cutting off sporting opportunities and hampering 
wildlife management,” Johnson added.

Public lands supporters packed New Mexico’s `roundhouse’ to say `keep 
your hands off our public lands’ Image: lew carpenter

colorado Wildlife Federation President kent Ingram speaks to more than 
100 people who braved snow and cold at the colorado capitol. 
Image: Judith kohler

“The state couldn’t afford to manage 
all the land now managed by federal 
agencies. The upshot would be 
that some of our best fishing and 
hunting areas would be sold into 
private hands, cutting off sporting 
opportunities and hampering wildlife 
management.” 



by MWF Staff

The Land and Water Conservation Fund 
(LWCF) has been one of our nation’s most 
successful conservation programs.  The pro-
gram puts aside a portion of federal revenue 
from offshore oil and gas drilling to fund land 
conservation.  Over the last 50 years, LWCF 
has played a crucial role in protecting habitat 
and opening up public access.

Since 1964, LWCF has still resulted in about 
$16 billion in spending nationwide,  protecting 
everything from backcountry national forest 
lands to urban parks.  Montana has received over 
$400 million in funding from LWCF.  These 
funds have protected important lands in the 
Blackfoot Valley, on the Rocky Mountain Front, 
in the Greater Yellowstone region, and all over 
the state.  LWCF funds have also been used to 
acquire key parcels that open up large areas of 
“land-locked” public land for hunting and fish-
ing.

In the 2016 fiscal year, LWCF funding could 
go a long way in continuing the legacy of Mon-
tana conservation. Projects that would benefit 
from funding include improvements to the High 
Divide Landscape of the continental divide - en-
suring crucial wildlife corridors are kept open, 
waterhseds are healthy and full of native fish, 
and access is maintained. Montana Refuges are 
also slated to recieve funding keeping some of 
our most important wildife habitat areas healthy 
and accessible for hunters, anglers, and other 
reccreationists. In all, over $30 million from 
LWCF could go towards improvements and in-
vestments in Montana. 

However, the federal law that created the 
LWCF is slated to expire this year.  If Congress 
does not take action, the program will cease to 

operate.  The pressure is on to reauthorize the 
program.

Senator Jon Tester has co-sponsored two bills 
to prevent an LWCF shutdown.  The first bill, 
S. 338, would permanently authorize the LWCF.  
The bill has a dozen cosponsors, evenly split 
between Republicans and Democrats.  Tester is 
also a cosponsor of S. 890, which would both 
permanently authorize the program and provide 
$900 million a year in funding for the program.

Neither Senator Steve Daines nor Representa-
tive Ryan Zinke have introduced or cosponsored 
any LWCF bills yet.  They have both indicated 
their strong support for the program.  Montanans 
are eagerly watching to see this support translate 
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into legislative action.
In addition to the need for a permanent au-

thorization, funding for LWCF projects needs to 
be included in each year’s federal budget.  We 
are fortunate to enjoy the unanimous support 
of our congressional delegation in this process.  
All three of our congressional leaders have also 
signed formal letters of support for increased 
funding for LWCF in the 2016 federal budget. 

 With the clock ticking, Montana’s hunt-
ers, anglers, hikers, and other outsdoorspeople 
are watching to see if Congress can get the job 
done on reauthorizing LWCF.  Our state’s un-
matched recreational access – and our $6 billion 
outdoor economy – depend on it.

CRitiCal tool foR oUtdooR aCCeSS, eConoMiC deVeloPMent
CRUCial land PRoteCtion fUndinG at RiSK

One exception was HB 496. Originally written 
as a $35,000 feasibility study of federal lands 
transfers, the bill’s final form struck the word 
“transfer” from its language and was pitched as 
a federal lands management study, eerily similar 
to the one Rep. Fielder sponsored in 2013. That 
study bill, like HB 496, claimed not to have 
land transfer as its main objective. Yet, the 
2013 interim study was continually pushed that 
direction, with American Lands Council founder 
Ken Ivory and other out-of-state political 
activists showing up to dictate their preferences 
for land management in Montana.  Fortunately,  
Governor Bullock recognized the problems with 
HB 496 and vetoed the bill.

Many of the land transfer bills followed this 
pattern. The intent claimed by the bill sponsors 
and their out-of-state political backers didn’t 
match the realities of the bill’s language. Bills 
that were touted as increasing local control and 
coordination over public lands management 
decisions were shown to do the opposite. Giving 
authority to counties and conservation districts 
to impede state and federal management plans, 
or to the state to intervene in federal projects on 
federal lands is not coordination, it is a dubious 

tactic meant to impede and circumvent state and 
federal management plans and environmental 
standards. 

Another example of intent and reality not 
conforming was SB 215. This bill was brought 
to allay the fear that a public land transfer would 
precipitate a sell off to private interests. The 
bill claimed to prohibit the state from selling 
any public lands transferred from the federal 
government. However, the bill was a meaningless 
gesture designed to distract from the real threat.  
The current legislature has no authority over the 
decisions of future legislatures, who could easily 
change their mind when they inevitably faced 
the reality of paying to manage millions of acres 
of land.  

Or SB 274, which would have gone a step 
further and prevented the federal government 
from selling any of its land within Montana’s 
boundaries. Again, proponents claimed this was 
to prevent improper divestment of public lands. 
But, the state has no authority over what the federal 
government does with its land. Furthermore, 
there are a number of reasonable conservation 
efforts that are be furthered by federal land 
sales that go through the appropriate federal due 

The land and Water conservation Fund has contributed greatly to the aqcuisition and development of 
some of Montananas most cherished river access. Photo by Mark Dostal

diligence and decision-making process.  A total 
ban would subvert legitimate land management 
in order to promote a wholesale transfer agenda.

The land transfer bills before the Montana 
legislature this last session ranged from ill-
conceived to blatantly unconstitutional. They 
covered a myriad of disjointed topics. There 
was one thread connecting them all, however, 
staunch opposition by MWF and our allies. We 
made sure that not one of these bills was heard 
in committee without facing the scrutiny of 
fact-based opposition. Between our lobbyists, 
our members, and our network of allies and 
affiliates,  the problems with each and every one 
of these bills were laid out before our legislators. 
Through careful planning and coordination 
the land transfer movement was shut down in 
Montana. This extreme political agenda, made 
up of reheated “Sagebrush Regbellion” rhetoric 
was quickly and throroughly abandoned when 
faced with the stuanch opposition of sprotsmen 
and sportswomen.

Mark Dostal is MWF’s Outreach Assistant.  
Reach him at mdostal@mtwf.org.
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by MWF Staff

   “An ounce of prevention is worth a pound 
of cure.”  That old saying is also true when 
it comes to fish and wildlife conservation.  
Spending a little bit of money before a species 
reaches the brink of extinction can help keep 
them abundant and avoid the need for much 
larger expenditures down the road.  By sup-
porting the State Wildlife Grants program, 
Senator Jon Tester, Senator Steve Daines, and 
Representative Ryan Zinke are helping save 
taxpayer money and avoid the problems that 
can result from federal endangered species 
regulations.

   Congress created the State Wildlife Grants fif-
teen years ago to fund preventive investments in 
wildlife conservation.  The program fills a gap 
between federal programs that fund the conser-
vation of abundant game and sportfish species 
and programs that fund the recovery of feder-
ally-listed endangered species.  State Wildlife 
Grants are targeted at species that are in need of 
conservation but haven’t yet reached the critical 
point.  

   The State Wildlife Grants program provides 
funding to Fish, Wildlife, and Parks to imple-
ment conservation actions aimed at preventing 
species from becoming endangered.  This helps 
avoid the need for the federal government to 
list species under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA).  This helps prevent the regulatory prob-
lems  while also saving taxpayer money in the 
long run.  Conserving species when they are still 
relatively abundant is much cheaper than wait-
ing until they are on the brink of extinction.
   Over the last fifteen years, State Wildlife Grants 
funds have made a big difference in Montana:

• In 2011, the northern leopard frog was de-
termined to not need a ESA listing because 
of SWG-funded research that confirmed the 
species had more habitat available than ini-
tially thought.

• Habitat research on the black-tailed prairie 
dog contributed to avoiding an ESA listing 
for that species in 2011.  

• Just last year, the Arctic grayling avoided an 
ESA listing due in part to the use of State 
Wildlife Grant funds to support cooperative 
conservation projects with private landown-
ers in the Big Hole Valley.

   Reflecting the importance of the State Wildlife 
Grants program to Montana, our entire congres-
sional delegation has already weighed in with 
strong support for funding in the 2016 federal 
budget.  In March, Representative Ryan Zinke 
joined 101 other members of Congress in sign-
ing a letter calling for increased funding for State 
Wildlife Grants in the 2016 budget.  Senator Jon 
Tester signed a similar letter in the Senate, and 
Senator Steve Daines included the program in 
his list of priority funding requests to the Appro-
priations Committee.
   Preventive investments in wildlife conserva-
tion make sense and save cents.  We’re fortunate 
to have congressional leaders who see the value 
of spending a little money up front to prevent a 
much bigger cost down the road.

teSteR, daineS, ZinKe SUPPoRt fUndinG to PReVent endanGeRed SPeCieS
WORKING TOGETHER FOR AT-RISK WILDLIFE

fRaGMentinG HaBitat and aCCeSS to eXPoRt Coal to CHina
RailRoad tHReatenS BloCK ManaGeMent
by Alexis bonogofsky
MWF Member

It’s time to act for wildlife and block man-
agement landowners in southeastern Mon-
tana. On April 17, 2015, the Surface Trans-
portation Board (STB) released the draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for 
the proposed Tongue River Railroad that, if 
built, would industrialize a region of our state 
that is home to some of our most important 
and valued wildlife habitat. 

The proposed railroad is needed by Arch Coal, 
a company in deep financial trouble, to haul mil-
lions of tons of coal per year to ship to Asia from 
a proposed and un-permitted mine in the Otter 
Creek valley. The railroad would cut across the 
largest and oldest block management areas in the 
state that boast over 1,000 hunter days per sea-
son. 

The issue is simple. Arch Coal, a nearly bank-
rupt company with almost half a billion dollars 
in current coal mine reclamation liabilities, is 
threatening Montana landowners, who support 
public access and hunting, with condemnation 
so they can ship Montana coal overseas. The 
only way the company can gain that power is if 
the STB grants them a permit to construct and 
operate the railroad. To get that permit they have 
to prove to the STB that this railroad is in the 
“public interest and necessity.” We all know that 
this railroad is the opposite of that.

You can access the entire DEIS online at: 
http://www.tonguerivereis.com/draft_eis.html

Public comments are due by June 23, 2015.   
There will also be ten public meetings in south-
eastern Montana where you can comment:  

June 8, 2015, 2:00-4:00 pm and 6:00-8:00 pm St. 
Labre Indian School, 1000 Tongue River Road, 
Ashland, MT

June 9, 2015, 2:00-4:00 pm and 6:00-8:00 pm 
at Miles Community College, Room 316, 2715 
Dickinson Street, Miles City, MT

June 10, 2015, 2:00-4:00 pm and 6:00-8:00 pm 
at Colstrip High School, 5000 Pinebutte Drive, 
Colstrip, MT

June 10, 2015, 2:00-4:00 pm and 6:00-8:00 pm 
Northern Cheyenne Tribal Building, 600 South 
Cheyenne Ave, Lame Deer, MT

June 12, 2015, 2:00-4:00 pm and 6:00-8:00 pm 
Forsyth High School, 917 Park St, Forsyth, MT

There will also be two online public meetings 
on June 17, 2015, 12:00-3:00 pm and 6:00-9:00 
pm (EST) that you must register for in advance by 
going to https://www.eventbrite.com/e/tongue-
river-railroad-environmental-impact-statement-
online-public-meeting-tickets-16223507949

Written comments may be mailed to:
Ken Blodgett
Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20423
ATTN: Office of Environmental Analysis
Docket No. 30186

Comments may also be submitted electroni-
cally at https://public.commentworks.com/STB/
TongueRiverRailroad/

Photo by colin ruggiero
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by Skip kowalski
MWF  Past-President

We continue to hear a great deal about 
transferring federal lands in Montana from 
the federal government to the state. This idea 
is highly speculative, long on rhetoric and 
short on facts. It’s an idea that was conceived 
by special interests outside of Montana.  The 
Montana Wildlife Federation has been at the 
forefront in defeating this idea, but it will be 
back again soon.

Good public lands policy should be grounded 
in a solid understanding of legislative history and  
how statutes are applied in real world situations, 
neither of which are discussed by the proponents 
of public land transfer. However, we can use the 
U.S. Forest Service (FS), the National Forests 
of western Montana and several key pieces of 
federal legislation as examples to help us bet-
ter understand some of the important aspects of 
federal land management that are not mentioned 
by advocates for the takeover of federal lands.

The federal government and FS have served 
Montanans and the nation well. They supplied 
timber for building homes for post-World War 
II families and provided well-paying jobs for 
woods and mill workers in many Montana com-
munities. During the last century, there was big 
timber to be had and times were good.

A lot of things have changed since WW II and 
there has been a slow and steady evolution in 
FS policy and procedures. These changes were 
based on legislation brought about by better sci-
ence about forest management and changes in 
American’s attitudes toward public lands.

First, there was the Multiple-Use Sustained 
Yield Act of 1960. This legislation ended the era 
of “dominant use” – when timber was king and 
non-commodity resources had little stature. It 
defined multiple-use as: the management of all 
renewable resources to “best meet the needs of 
the American people... not necessarily the com-
bination of uses that will give the greatest dollar 
return or the greatest unit output.”

The National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) followed in 1969 recognizing that hu-
man activities can adversely impact the environ-
ment and public health. It “requires federal agen-
cies to integrate environmental values into their 
decision making processes,” develop and evalu-
ate alternatives to proposed actions and conduct 
cumulative effects analyses for such actions.  
The Endangered Species Act (ESA) was passed 
in 1973 to prevent species from going extinct. It 
provided for “the conservation of ecosystems” 
upon which listed species depend and “requires 
Federal agencies to insure that any action autho-
rized, funded, or carried out by them” does not 
“jeopardize” a listed species or its habitat.

Lastly, the National Forest Management Act 
(NFMA) of 1976 governs the administration of 
the National Forests and requires every National 
Forest to develop and implement resource man-
agement plans using public participation and a 
systematic and interdisciplinary approach to re-
source management. 

These laws each serve a purpose and help ad-
dress resource supply and demand issues, envi-
ronmental and ecological concerns and satisfy 

the need to involve the public in National For-
est decision making. They changed the way the 
National Forests are managed - often reducing 
commodity production. Collectively, they pro-
vide a comprehensive policy from which public 
lands are managed to meet the social, economic 
and environmental needs of all Americans.

While these laws were being enacted, things 
did not remain static. Our population increased 
significantly. Mechanized equipment replaced 
high paying logging jobs and much of the best 
timber was harvested. More people are recreating 
on the National Forests. Homes are being built 
in fire-prone locations. Science is providing new 
evidence regarding impacts of past and present 
forest management and the habitat requirements 
for fish and wildlife. Data are revealing the po-
tentially perilous implications of climate change. 
Trees are dying and wildfires are getting larger 
and burning hotter. Complicating matters, we 
have learned that past fire suppression policies 
often did more harm than good. While forest us-
ers increasingly expect more from public lands, 
forest management is getting more complicated. 

In response to these many trends, the FS has 
taken dramatic steps to expand local collabora-
tion over the last several decades. It is not ab-
dicating its management responsibilities. It is 
responding to changing times, increased com-
plexities and new and better information.

The FS gives significant consideration to the 
needs of local citizens. Through time and out 
of necessity, the FS has developed structured 
public involvement processes and very recently 
identified collaboration as a cornerstone of its 
planning regulations. This will not curtail con-
troversy, but will place more responsibility on 
local stakeholders to recommend workable solu-
tions. How effectively competing interests work 
together will determines the success or failure 
of National Forest management. This may dis-
please those who long for “the good old days”, 
but like it or not, there is no turning back. 

Public land management in Montana would 
not get easier, cheaper or less contentious if state 
agencies were in control. Public expectations 

PRaCtiCal PRoGReSS in ManaGinG PUBliC landS
eVolVinG national foReSt ManaGeMent

will remain high, increasing the management 
costs and placing heavy demands on Montana 
taxpayers. Instead of this contentious land trans-
fer idea, practical stakeholders need to promote 
collaborative efforts that gain consensus on for-
est management issues. There are many exam-
ples of effective collaboration throughout Mon-
tana and we need to capitalize on their work. 

Certainly the FS could do better in manag-
ing our public lands, but they continue to make 
strides in the right direction. They have pro-
gressed well beyond thinking of individual 
projects and individual timber sales. They now 
look at entire landscapes and plan management 
actions to better simulate natural processes and 
meet the long term needs of multiple resources, 
including fish and wildlife. They are trying to 
live up to their rhetoric of looking more at “out-
comes” and less at “outputs”. All of these things 
spell a more optimistic future for fish and wild-
life and, ultimately, sportsmen.

If done effectively, these efforts will provide 
opportunities and resources for forest users, 
achieve environmental goals, and best meet the 
desires of a highly diverse public.  Ultimately 
they will lead to more stable and diversified 
economies with more jobs and stronger econom-
ic conditions in Montana’s timber dependent 
communities and Montana’s recreation and tour-
ism industries. These are all good things and are 
in direct conflict with what proponents of federal 
land transfer consider failed federal forest policy. 

Managing the National Forests in Montana is 
a highly complex endeavor. It is guided by leg-
islation developed over many years and reflects 
the collective desires of all Americans – now and 
for the future. It is not a task that our state is 
staffed or funded to handle nor that Montana tax 
payers are willing to finance. We should forget 
about turning our federal lands over to the state 
and get on with working together to find better 
solutions for managing our public lands. 

Skip Kowalski is a past president of MWF and a 
retired FS wildlife biologist and manager. Con-
tact him at skipmwf@bitterroot.com.

Photo from MWF Archives
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by bob ream
MWF Member

     Many Montana sportsmen and sports-
women may remember the “Sagebrush Re-
bellion” in the 1980’s.  Like so many conspir-
acy theory issues it fell by the wayside after 
the extremists got their publicity, pictures and 
“fame” in the press.  Yet their fear of black he-
licopters and ill-found claims to mismanage-
ment of federal lands continues to fester.  

Cliven Bundy got his spot in the sun in Ne-
vada last year with his standoff against the Bu-
reau of Land Management, because he couldn’t 
keep grazing his cattle for free on public lands.  
Now the rebellion has moved into the forests 
of northwestern Montana where Sen. Jennifer 
Fielder, R-Thompson Falls, has been carrying 
the banner for transferring federal lands to the 
state.  Her “pine tree rebellion” has been about 
as popular as the mountain pine 
beetle in western Montana.  Tim-
ber companies, sportsmen, hikers, 
backcountry horse users, bowhunt-
ers, livestock grazers, and county 
commissioners have spoken out 
against this ill-conceived proposal.

The majority of Montanans 
view the transfer of federal public 
lands to the state with a mixture of 
scorn and disdain.  Montanans see 
it for what it is: a colossal waste of 
taxpayer money from the same folks who con-
stantly proselytize against government waste.  
Any objective analysis would show land transfer 
to be ill-conceived and a huge millstone around 
the neck of all Montanans.  Last year, Utah spent 
$450,000 on a study that concluded that a trans-
fer would cost that state $280 million annually.

The pro-takeover agenda in the 2015 ses-
sion failed miserably.  The people have spo-
ken.  Sportsmen, ranchers, county governments, 
chambers of commerce, outdoor industries, wa-
ter users and others have rejected this out-of-
state political agenda.  Montanans don’t want 
to rid our state of the many benefits we receive 

ReCyCled PolitiCal RHetoRiC failS to SolVe Real PRoBleMS 
tHe Pine tRee ReBellion: anotHeR fad

from federal lands.  Montanans oppose the sale 
of public lands as a way to help reduce the bud-
get deficit by more than two to one (66-27 per-
cent).  Republicans oppose it 56-39 percent.  

It’s a new strain of the sagebrush rebellion 
virus.  This FLU (Federal Land Usurpers) vi-
rus started in the Southwest and spread up the 
Rocky Mountains.  It’s funded by outside po-
litical groups.  Like the earlier sagebrush virus, 
these FLU supporters have no idea what they 
would do with the federal lands once they are 
transferred.  It’s far easier to hate the federal 
government and land management agencies than 
to provide a plan on how these lands would be 
managed.  History provides some clues that we 
should not ignore.

Martin Nie, Director of the Bolle Center for 
People and Forests at The University of Mon-
tana has pointed out that most federal lands 
transferred to states during the 19th century were 

ultimately sold 
off.

P r i v a t i -
zation also 
played a cen-
tral role in the 
Sagebrush Re-
bellion. Sage-
brush rebels 
in the 1980s 
struggled to 
decide what to 
do with trans-

ferred federal lands. Would federal lands be auc-
tioned off to the highest bidder? Or rather would 
they be sold with preference being given to par-
ticular interests, such as ranchers with existing 
federal grazing leases?

There is another pattern worth noting.  Ex-
treme members of Congress have cut the budgets 
of Forest Service and other land management 
agencies to bare bones and then complain that 
the agencies aren’t managing their lands prop-
erly.  The same would happen with state agen-
cies managing those lands.  Without funding, the 
obvious next step would be to sell them off to 

pay for management.  This would lead to a vi-
cious downward spiral through repeated claims 
of mismanagement followed by sell off.  Public 
access to those lands would quickly disappear.

Proponents of the land transfer should have 
joined Montana’s sportsmen, conservationists, 
timber industry in pursuing practical solutions to 
federal lands issues.  Instead of out-of-state ide-
ology, we need to work together to reach consen-
sus. Montanans, organized by MWF and other 
conservation groups, made an excellent showing 
at the Legislature and this ill-conceived proposal 
has been soundly rejected.  Hopefully this FLU 
virus won’t come back in another 30 years.

Bob Ream is a lifelong conservationist who has 
worked to protect Montana’s outdoor heritage in 
the Legislature, on the Wildlife Commission, and  
as a professor of wildlife biology.  Contact him 
at bobream@mt.net.

Montana Shares is a federation of 40 
Montana-based non-profit organiza-
tions working to promote our state’s 
human, animal, cultural and natural 
resources.

Montana Shares provides a way for 
people to support their favorite chari-
ties through workplace giving.

For more information, please visit the 
Montana Shares website: 

www.montanashares.org

MWf iS a PRoUd MeMBeR 
of Montana SHaReS

Proponents of the land transfer 
should have joined Montana’s 
sportsmen, conservationists, timber 
industry in pursuing practical 
solutions to federal lands issues.  
Instead of out-of-state ideology, 
we need to work together to reach 
consensus. 
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2015 leGiSlatiVe ReVieW 
MWf SCoReS ViCtoRieS at tHe CaPitol (cONTINuED)

leaVinG a leGaCy foR Montana’S Wildlife
Why PlANNED GIVING?

Planned giving means leaving a portion 
of your estate to a nonprofit organization to 
help ensure their long-term stability.  Your 
donation would allow a nonprofit organiza-
tion such as the Montana Wildlife Federation 
to continue to serve outdoorsmen and women 
across the Treasure State. As a donor, there 
are many benefits such as tax incentives, 
income, and the feeling of satisfaction your 
donation offers. 

You do not have to be wealthy to par-
ticipate in planned giving. The benefits of 
planned giving are available at any income 
level.  Even a modest donation can contribute 
to MWF’s endowment funds, helping sustain 

 Legislature, continued from pg 1 

HB 279, sponsored by Rep. Jeff Essmann, 
R-Billings, clears up the law on how to properly 
tag harvested game animals. It makes the system 
better for hunters and game wardens. 

HB 525 and HB 553, sponsored by Rep. Mark 
Noland, R-Bigfork, improve funding to address 
aquatic invasive species and strengthen state 
laws to address the issue of aquatic invasive 
species and the problems they cause to native 
fisheries throughout the state. 

SB 100, sponsored by Sen. Cliff Larsen, 
D-Missoula, would address the threat of feral 
hogs in Montana.  Feral hogs are a major issue 
for wildlife habitat as well as the agriculture 
industry throughout the country. Montana 
doesn’t have them yet and this bill is an attempt 
to get ahead of the issue. 

SAGE GrOUSE

MWF participated throughout the process 
to help craft and pass SB 261, sponsored by 

Sen. Brad Hamlett, D-Great Falls, to create a 
habitat protection fund for sage-grouse. This bill 
brought together representatives of agriculture, 
conservation groups, oil, gas, and coal companies 
and others to conserve key sage grouse habitat 
and prevent listing by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service under the federal Endangered Species 
Act. By protecting sage-grouse habitat, this fund 
will be a key part of putting a plan together to 
keep the species from becoming endangered.

APPrENTIcE hUNTEr bIll

The national Families Afield campaign again 
brought a bill that would allow youth as young 
as 10 years old to go hunting before attending 
hunter education. SB 395, sponsored by Sen. 
Mark Blasdel, R-Somers, allowed youth to hunt 
for upland game birds, turkeys and deer with a 
mentor who is at least 21 years old. These bills 
are controversial and MWF opposed it, because 
all youth should attend hunter education before 
hunting. 

The bill passed the Senate but died on the House 
floor. But it was inserted as an amendment on 

HB 140, the licensing bill, and passed in the final 
days of the session. It will now be up to FWP to 
implement the apprentice hunter program, with 
a starting date likely of the 2016 hunting season. 

hAbITAT AND AccESS PrOGrAMS

Once again this session we saw several efforts 
to bar FWP from purchasing key wildlife habitat 
with the Habitat Montana program, which is 
funded by hunters’ dollars. A provision was put 
into the funding bill, HB 403, sponsored by Rep. 
Dave Hagstrom, R-Billings, that barred any land 
purchases. MWF was at the forefront of rallying 
sportsmen and sportswomen to defend Habitat 
Montana, as well as the Upland Game Bird 
Enhancement program, Bighorn Sheep funds 
and Fishing Access Site acquisitions. 

In the end, the spending authority was restored 
for projects that FWP is currently in negotiations 
on for Habitat Montana. That applies to the 
projected $10.6 million that will accrue in the 
account over the next two years. FWP also has 
previous funding in the account that can be used 
for habitat projects. 

the work you care about for years to come. Your 
gift helps ensure your children and your chil-
dren’s children can enjoy the access to wildlife, 
water, and public lands that we value today.

lEAVING A lEGAcy FOr FUTUrE GEN-
ErATIONS

Including MWF in your estate planning is 
one of the most important ways you can sup-
port our work to protect Montana’s abundant 
fish and wildlife, natural lands and waters, and 
public access for future generations.  

lET US ThANk yOU

If you have included MWF in your estate 
plans, please let us know!  We want to thank 

you for your gift and make sure that we under-
stand the purpose of your gift.

FOr MOrE INFOrMATION

To learn more, call MWF at 406-458-0227 
or send an email to giving@mtwf.org. 

We’re coming to a town near you!

Missoula - Kettle House - July 22
Helena - Lewis & Clark - July 28

Great Falls - Mighty Mo - August 24
Missoula - Tamarack - August 25
Bozeman - Bozone - August 30

Helena - Blackfoot - September 21
Billings - YVB Co. - TBA

Enjoy a drink with friends & raise 
money for wildlife conservation.

2015 BReWeRy toUR
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Candy Noose

cnoose@mtwf.org 

The Montana Wildlife Federation is a statewide conservation organization dedicated to promoting 
wildlife, wildlife habitat, and sportsmen’s interests.  Our 5,000 members include Montanans and others 
around the nation.
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Bear Paw Bowmen
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Bitterroot Houndsmen 
Conrad Sportsmen Alliance
Custer Rod & Gun Club
Flathead Wildlife, Inc.
Gallatin Wildlife Association
Great Falls Archery Club
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In March, Flathead Wildlife Inc President chuck hunt (left) received 
the region 1 Supervisor’s Award from region One Parks Manager Dave 
landstrom and region One Supervisor Jim Williams for his personal 
dedication to Montana’s wildlife resources and public access to the out-
doors.     Photo courtesy FWP

In April, MWF members and leaders enjoyed another exciting Annual 
Meeting.  A highlight was the inaugural “beers for Wildlife” happy hour, 
in which nearly 150 people enjoyed free beer, live music, and fun raffles.

In  March, Executive Director Dave chadwick and Past President Skip 
kowalski atteneded the National Wildlife Federation Annual Meeting in 
Shepherdstown, West Virginia.

In May, Jim Posewitz received the National Wildlife Federation’s 2015 
conservationist of the year award for tirelessly advocating on behalf 
of sportsmen and sportswomen for the importance of preserving and 
protecting wildlife and wild places.
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Our public lands are under attack. 
the MOntana Widlife federatiOn is 
fighting back. 

2015 leGiSlatiVe HiGHliGHtS
• MWF lobbyists worked to secure passage of HB 140, a revamp of hunting and fish-
ing licenses that will provide an additional $4.7 million in revenue for Montana Fish, 
Wildlife and Parks. 

• MWF successfully defeated as part of a coalition every bill that aimed to have state 
government take over management or ownership of federal lands. 

• MWF secured passage of several good bills for wildlife, habitat and hunting and 
fishing opportunity. These included bills to improve how we tag game animals (HB 279), 
stricter penalties for people who abuse replacement licenses (SB 21), preventive man-
agement for feral hogs (SB 100), and a bill to improve public participation in FWP land 
purchases (SB 230), among others. 

• MWF defeated several bad bills for wildlife, habitat and access. These included bills 
to allow crossbows during the archery season (HB 176), a bill that would have stripped 
game wardens of any authority to enforce game laws (HB 281), and a bill that would 
have ended all sage grouse hunting in the state (SB 247). 

• MWF worked as part of a broad coalition to pass the Sage Grouse Stewardship Act 
(SB 261). This bill will provide $10 million over two years to protect and enhance sage-
brush habitat to work toward sage grouse conservation. It will also benefit numerous 
other grassland wildlife species. 

• MWF helped pass a bill (SB 232) that codified Montana’s best-in-the-nation stream 
access law. Previously stream access was protected by case law, but it is now in statute 
and stronger than ever. 


