
11/2 Notes - Capitol Meeting regarding draft #3 

 

 

From Chris Barkey  

 November 2, 2009 - sub-committee met and there were drastic changes. Please note changes 

below. 

o Jeff and I met with BRFAC at 10 this morning  - commitment of 20K and a TU match of 2K 

to apply strictly to this stream access issue ; Ladders, stiles, signage, maintenance, etc.  

 

FEE Increase 

The DWR survey showed what was expected; not enough support from anglers to warrant an increase. 

The loss of license sales creates a bigger loss in revenue than gain because of the increase and potential 

losses of matching federal funds.  I will wait until we get a full report from their outsourced analysis to 

go into DWR numbers in detail. Southwick is the group doing the analytics and when they get them back 

we are supposed to get the full report so I won't bore you with #'s. 

 The language in paragraphs 

23-19-17, 23-19-21, 23-19-21.1 is no longer in the language. 

 

THOSE ABOVE PARTS OF THE DRAFT WILL BE REPLACED WITH A PROVISION FOR A USER PERMIT.  

This entails education, printing and carrying on your person when recreating. It is not just for anglers, 

kayakers, birders, waterfowl hunters, etc will all be required to take it or risk an infraction. There is no 

cost other than time spent. Bryan and I brought this idea straight to Ben Ferry last year and got blown 

off like the Prairie wind. He had no interest in it. Today Marty Bushman brought it up and everyone liked 

the idea - none that spoke against it. 

 



Definitions were next for of discussion 

 

 Page 4 

o 1 - "Bed” - means an area within the ordinary high water mark of public water. (replaced 

beneath)  

 Farm Bureau really wants wet boot and is threatening to fight the bill over this 

but Representative Fowlke delivered a clear message…that we shouldn't waste 

any more time over this, I'm sure the anglers will live with Conatser.  

 She also said, "I will not do the dog and pony show up there this year like what 

happened last year." "I want to take this bill to the Natural Resource Committee 

with a consensus or I won't do it."  

 Sterling committed to going to Farm Bur. delegates at their meeting next week 

and seeing where they stand but as of now he says it is a deal breaker. 

o 3 - loitering- gone. 

  Line (f) on page 8 is also gone. Landowners didn't like it even though they 

wanted it 2 months ago.  

 

o 6 - Private beds- will have some pronoun changes and some re-arrangement, but they 

didn't say what. 

o 7 - Private water – gone 

 Page 5 

o 8  - added private before property at the beginning 

o 9  - (a)public water  

 ii changed to flowing or collecting on the surface of land 

 B ponded removed and replaced with or in a .... 

o b Public water does not include canals, irrigation ditches, 

 Page 6 

o ii ingress/egress- gone including A/B below 

 73-6a-201 - will have various clean up on making language consistent with definition changes. 

 73-6a-202 -  will be about the permit not penalty 

 

The two main hot topics were  

 OHWM  

 portage over manmade obstructions,  

o Farm Bur again decided to not agree with ladders outside the OHWM, with a lot of 

dialogue the topic became redundant. 

Updated draft by next Friday and we are not meeting again until Dec. 4th. 

-Chris Barkey 


