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STATEMENT OF INTENT

This is a modernization and housekeeping bill for Fish and Game laws. It modernizes the current
law by extending the calibers allowed, to include newer and the more common calibers for the taking
of deer. It also increases the rounds to six for the number of rounds allowed in a pistol. Having five
rounds here, in pistols like revolvers, created an enforcement issue for Fish and Game and was
making accidental criminals out of some hunters. You see, you can have six rounds in a revolver for
personal protection while hunting, however only five rounds in the same revolver if used for hunting.
Fish and Game Enforcement division agreed with the change, and also the change in HB 342, which
brought all firearms to the same level, six rounds. This bill makes for more uniformity in law.

Vote 17-3.

Rep. David Love
FOR THE COMMITTEE
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CONSENT CALENDAR

Fish and Game and Marine Resources
HB 192, relative to pistols permitted for the taking of deer. OUGHT TO PASS.
Rep. David Love for Fish and Game and Marine Resources. This is a modernization and
housekeeping bill for Fish and Game laws. It modernizes the current law by extending the calibers
allowed, to include newer and the more common calibers for the taking of deer. It also increases the
rounds to six for the number of rounds allowed in a pistol. Having five rounds here, in pistols like
revolvers, created an enforcement issue for Fish and Game and was making accidental criminals out
of some hunters. You see, you can have six rounds in a revolver for personal protection while
hunting, however only five rounds in the same revolver if used for hunting. Fish and Game
Enforcement division agreed with the change, and also the change in HB 342, which brought all
firearms to the same level, six rounds. This bill makes for more uniformity in law. Vote 17-3.
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON FISH AND GAME AND MARINE RESOURCES

SUBCOMMITTEE WORK SESSION on

BILL TITLE: H B 129

DATE: April 28, 2021

Subcommittee Members: Reps. Lang, Khan, Read, Klose, Spillane, Howard, Craig,
Love, Wolf McConkey, Kittredge, Dostie, J.S m ith, Harvey, Laflamme, Dontonville, M. King,
Egan, Ruprecht, Shurtleff, Ellis and O xaal

Comments and Recommendations:

S hurleff:If w e rem ov e appreciable Iw ill supportit

H ow ard:Ihav e issues butw ill supportit

S pillan e:This g iv es FG flexibility todefin e w hatthatw ordm ean s

H arv ey:Isupportcon ceptof bill in thatitis supportin g decision s in tim ely fashion butthe back log is
bein g w ork edthroug h sow e n eedtotak e ourtim e w ith this an dappreciable is toow ishy w ashy butI
w ill supportbill w ith rem ov al of appreciably. A lsohav e a problem w ith section s of FG reim bursed
forun av oidable harm butitis en tirely v olun tary. W e are FG com m ittee n otrealtors an ddev elopers
com m ittee,an dharm tofish an dg am e is harm

C raig :Iun derstan dappreciable is subjectiv e butm ostlan g uag e is subjectiv e,ev erythin g aboutthis
requires g oodfaith an dIhav e g oodfaith

E g an :Icon curw ith H arv ey an dS hurtleff aboutappreciable,an dcon cern aboutdem an ditputs on
FG w hich is un derfun dedan dv olun tary don ation s botherm e. N H FG does som uch forus butw e
un derfun dthem ,an dn ow they w ouldbe w ork in g on behalf of realtors an dcon tractors,an dthey
aren ’tfun dedfor. This bill is supportedby in dustry,sow e shouldlook atw hatthey shouldpay,just
lik e FG com es outtopeople’s hom es

C hair:E itherw ay FG is doin g this,already orderedtorev iew ev ery A O T perm it,reg ardless of bill.
Took a look atrev en ue,an dthose projects are happen in g butw e hav en ’tg iv en FG a w ay tom an ag e
it,as they are curren tly courtorderedtodoit

Khan :Iam con v in cedn othin g w ill chan g e on the local lev el,an dthatn othin g w ill chan g e in m y
districtw here w e preserv e pipin g plov ers an dpristin g 16 m ile seacoastsoIsupportthis

L ov e:C on curw ith H ow ard,ev erythin g has a price,the w ordappreciable stops friv olous litig ation .
W hatif som eon e saida projectw as affectin g deertick s. A g ree w ith E g an ’s con cern aboutFG
m an pow erbutw ithoutthis basically they hav e an un fun dedm an date

C hair:Un fun dedm an date on ly applies totow n s an dcities

M cC on k ey:S peak in g as a practition er,the talk on back log ,butstartedw ith D E S rule chan g e that
causedall application s tog otoN H FG,problem startedw ith D E S . P eople didn otthin k im pact
w ouldbe sosev ere butitturn edouttobe. This w ill allow thin g s tom ov e forw ard,supportw ithout
am en dm en t.

Kin g :Ihav e trouble w ith appreciable,n otexact

Kittredg e:W hataboutov erloadin g courts? A n alysis paralysis is a problem ,this allow s people to
m ak e decision s



S pillan e:W ill the chairallow S an derson tocom e back on totalk aboutthe term v olun tary,as I
believ e itis v olun tary on the partof the perm ittin g ag en cy. This is alson otin creasin g the w ork load
sin ce they hav e todoev ery perm itn ow ,butthis allow s them ton ottoev ery on e

S an derson :N H FG m ak es recom m en dation s tootherperm ittin g ag en cies an dw e hav e n oauthority
tostopa perm it. The perm ittin g ag en cy m ay hav e an ability tooppose fee oraction accordin g to
theirrules. A pplican ts m ay v olun tarily don ate basedon theirow n determ in ation .

C hair:S oun ds lik e you are sayin g D E S can create a paym en tstructure,butcon tractors can alw ays
don ate.

S an derson :C orrect

L aflam m e:A tthe curren ttim e aftercourtcase,all application s g oin g throug h N H FG. Un derthis
bill the E D can decide if a projectappreciably harm s habitat,an dhis recom m en dation w ouldbe
N H FG recom m en dation thatg oes toperm ittin g ag en cy.

S an derson : Y es,butthe factthatall application s g otoN H FG is on ly because of n ew rule from D E S
reg ardin g A O T.

L aflam m e: H ow w ouldthis bill reduce the back log ?

S an derson :W hatis happen in g in ourag en cies,g oin g back ton atural heritag e database,itw ould
allow us toreduce the rev iew s by allow in g N H D . The econ om iccon dition is in creasin g the projects
an dapplication s forperm its an dthe n um berthatcom e tous forrev iew . The curren tefforts are
tem porary,n otlon g term solution

H arv ey: The E D w ouldhav e sole authority todecide w hich perm its are recom m en dedtoperm ittin g
ag en cy,his decision is con sideredthe deptdecision

S an derson :W e w ork w ith m an y ag en cies w ith m an y prog ram s,lik e M O U w ith D O T,son otsoley
un derE D . This is w ork in g cooperativ ely w ith D E S on A O T. W e adv an ces requestforcom m en ton
rulem ak in g join tly. Tw odepartm en ts w ork in g tog ethersoboth sets of rules g otoJA L C A R tog ether

C hair: hav in g serv edon JA L C A R,rulem ak in g is an en tire process w ith hearin g s an din put,an d
afterthatprocess the rule g oes toJA L C A R. Itis a sig n ifican tprocess.

H arv ey:W hoatN H FG w hen there is a request,rev iew s itan ddecides itis harm ful orn otan dm ov es
itforw ard

C hair: Is ita biolog istorsom eon e an dhow is thatdeterm in ation m ade

S an derson : Itcom es tow ildlife div ision an dn on g am e prog ram w hohas 1 fulltim e w ildlife biolog ist
an don e biolog istw ork in g half tim e on this prog ram ,sothese three people.

H arv ey:S oE D has n othin g todow ith it?

S an derson :W e all w ork forE D

S pillan e:W here the E D com es in is k ick in g off rulem ak in g process,w hich w ill then defin e the
bar… biolog ists determ in e w hetherthatbaris m et

S an derson :C orrect,all authorities flow throug h E D

C hair:M y position is this is a bill of trust,w ildlife g roup,dev elopm en tof rules,orif w e w an t
leg islativ e authority. N ota fan of absolutes,rem ov in g appreciably m ak es itabsolute,leav in g it
allow s w ig g le room . Trustag en cy,chick en an deg g problem … can ’tcreate rule un til there is a law
butw e hav en ’tm ade law because of n orule,soItrustthem an dthe JA L C A R process.



MOTIONS: O TP ,O TP /A ,ITL ,Retain ed(1stY r),In terim S tudy (2n dY r)
(P lease circle on e)

M ov edby Rep.____________________ S econ dedby Rep._________________ A M V ote: ______

A doption of A m en dm en t# __________________________

M ov edby Rep.______________________ S econ dedby Rep.____________________ V ote: ______

_______ A m en dm en tA dopted _______ A m en dm en tFailed

MOTIONS: O TP ,O TP /A ,ITL ,Retain ed(1stY r),In terim S tudy (2n dY r)
(P lease circle on e)

M ov edby Rep.___________________ S econ dedby Rep._____________________ A M V ote: ______

A doption of A m en dm en t# __________________________

M ov edby Rep.______________________ S econ dedby Rep.____________________ V ote: ______

_______ A m en dm en tA dopted _______ A m en dm en tFailed

Respectfully subm itted,

Rep.____Ellen Delana Read_______

S ubcom m ittee C hairm an /C lerk
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON FISH AND GAME AND MARINE RESOURCES

PUBLIC HEARING ON

BILL TITLE: SB129

DATE: April 28, 2021

ROOM: LOB 201-203/remote hybrid Time Public Hearing Called to Order: _9:02__

Time Adjourned: ____10:22____

(please circle if presen t)

Committee Members: Reps. Lang, Khan, Read, Klose, Spillane, Howard, Craig, Love, Wolf
McConkey, Kittredge, Dostie, J.S m ith, Harvey, Laflamme, Dontonville, M. King, Egan,
Ruprecht, Shurtleff, Ellis and O xaal

Bill Sponsors: Sen. Bradley

TESTIMONY

* Use asterisk if w ritten testim on y an d/oram en dm en ts are subm itted.

S en B radley – 21-3 passedsen ate,courtcase thatchan g edalteration of terrain perm its judg edby
D E S an dFG,an da rig idreadin g of statute createdback log of alteration of terrain perm its for
1000sqftan dlarg erprojects,n eg ativ e im pacton projects.A pproachedby con tractors an ddev elopers
tospon soran dw ork edw ith N H FG an dD E S . “A ppreciable”is im portan ttobill,lin e 7. C urren t
lan g uag e is “don otjeopardize”,this adds “appreciably jeopardize”tom ak e itthe w ay these perm its
already hav e been judg ed. A lsocalls tom in im ize harm an dFG toim plem en tstatute throug h
rulem ak in g . B alan cedapproached. C on tractoran dbuilderin dustries ag ree w ith bill,an dN ature
C on serv an cy an dothercon serv ation g roups hav e m ade itsothata m itig ation fun dw ouldbe setup,
basedon species thatare threaten edan den dan g eredv ersus n ot. C on tractoran dbuildin g in dustry
sig n edoff. L eg islativ e ov ersig htov erfun ds. A pproach has g otten broadsupportan dis essen tial to
protectjobs thatare threaten edby log jam createdby court.

Q S hurtleff:“A ppreciably”cam e from en dan g eredspecies actof 1973,w as itin orig in al actor
am en dm en tfrom lastC on g ress?

A :Idon ’tk n ow ,w as toldthatthatw ordw as usedin the E S A ,butdon otk n ow w hen

Q S hurtleff: This bill g iv es sole authority toE D of N H FG todeterm in e w hich projects cause
un acceptable harm ?

A :The departm en tw ouldhav e tocreate rules butthe departm en tw ouldhav e todeterm in e,
participation w ith D E S

Q S hurtleff:Ireadcourtcase,theircon cern w as the defin ition of habitatan dcritical habitat,dow e
in N H hav e a defin ition in law betw een habitatan dcritical habitat



A :Thatquestion is bestforFG D eptbutIw ouldstress how im portan titis forcon tractors w how ill
testifyin g aboutthe balan cedapproach,w hatis happen in g rig htn ow is g oin g toupen dharw ork in g
m en an dw om en an dtheirem ployers

Q D on ton v ille:Ican n othearpeople in the com m ittee room
C hair:ask s M s.Foortoaddress

Q E ag an :rejoin edthroug h telephon e
C hair:n eedv ideoforexec

Q H arv ey:S om e of the defin ition s w ouldbe han dledthroug h rules,butis there an ythin g in bill that
m an dates rulem ak in g ?
A :L in es 10,11,an d12 says “shall be in rules adoptedby E D ”
Q H arv ey:S hall is w hatyou’re poin tin g too
A :Thatis stron g in in ten t
Q H arv ey:D oes thatapply to“appreciable”
A :L in es 9-12 clarifies thatis the in ten t,thatthe E D tak e them throug h the n orm al rule process in
JA L C A R

Q :M cC on k ey:Than k you,log jam is a k in dw ordforw hatis happen in g .. M y con cern is about
rulem ak in g ,because Iw oulduse the w ork cripplin g ,
A :RepM cC on k ey is v ery fam iliarw ith the situation an dis rig ht,itis m y hope thatthis is a top
priority forJA L C A R

Q L aflam m e:Iun derstan dthatitw ouldbe uptothe FG E D todecide w hich habitatw ouldbe
critical,an dIam question in g D E S ’s role fordecidin g w hatis appreciable
A :M y un derstan din g is thatalteration of terrain is a D E S process butthey con sultw ith FG about
critical w ildlife an dhabitat,butthe w ay the statue is con structedthe E D of FG m ustbrin g the
habitatrules before JA L C A R

C H A IR:The n um berof perm its pen din g is 85 an dFG has tak en action on half of those an dshouldbe
don e in a m on th,thatis the log jam ,90 perm its requirin g aA O T. Q :If Iun derstan dthis itis tak in g
this process thatdidn othav e g oodboun daries an dthis is creatin g thatan dcreatin g a fun dto
rehabilitate habitat
A :C orrect,an dthe courtcase m ade the process cripplin g forperm its an djobs are atstak e,the
process outlin edin bill is a balan ce of protectin g an dm itig ate w ith prom ptadjudication of perm its to
g etw ork throug h the system . The perm its usedtobe m ore tim ely before courtcase,n ow these
projects are bein g fin an cedan dputtin g jobs atstak e an dis un acceptable w hen som uch is depen den t
on con struction

Q H ow ard:D oyou k n ow w hatyearthis perm ittin g process w en tin toeffect
A :2019 w as the courtcase Ithin k
Q H ow ard:Irem em beritfrom 20 years ag o,this bill in creases fees forapplican ts?
A :If there are un av oidable im pacts yes form itig ation ? This is a costof doin g busin ess forthem ,so
m uch m ore costly forw aitforprocess curren tly sothis is acceptable
Q H ow ard: M y question is w hetherthere a slidin g scale oris itset
A :B etterask edof D epts

Q L ov e:Than k you,Iam con cern edaboutcosts toFG tohav e som eon e in spectan ddopaperw ork
A :C ouldn othear
C H A IR RE P E A TS
A :Thatw ouldbe a question forD irectorM ason



*P aul S an derson N H FG – L eg al C oordin ator,than k S en B radley. Idon ’thav e m uch toaddother
than an sw erin g prev ious question s. S hurtleffs question ,Federal E n dan g eredS pecies A ctis Federal,
this affects the state statue thatis the coun terpart,don othav e tobe iden tical buttryin g tom ov e
closersothatfederal law can be usedas supportin courtcases in cludin g the m ean in g of habitatan d
critical habitat,sothatis w hy these w ords are im portan t. H arv eys question reg ardin g rules,these
are the hig hestpriority,there is a w ork in g g roupw ith D E S thatm eets an dw e hav e already drafted
som e pre-rulem ak in g proposals an dw e are m ov in g on ton extdraftafterin putfrom the reg ulated
com m un ity an dcon serv ation com m un ity. Reg ardin g resources atFG,there are n ofees that
curren tly com e toFG forassessm en ts sow e hav e been doin g w ork usin g existin g staff,w e don ot
receiv e an ythin g from an otherdepartm en t. Resources are an issue an dthe process toaddress that
con tin ues. L aflam m e’s issue aboutappreciably bein g determ in edby D E S ,the an sw eris n o,w ould
be in N H FG because the defin ition w ouldim pactotherdepartm en ts. H appy toan sw eran y other
question s

Q Khan :Than k you,is there a big differen ce betw een federal an dstate lists of species.
A :They are already con tain edin rules,they are differen tspecies an dthe prog ram s are n ot
adm in isteredin lock step,W e w ork w ith federal aboutan ythin g on theirlist

Q S hurtleff:D idn otg etan an sw er,reg ardin g “applicability”,w as itin rev ision s lastyear
A :N otin the orig in al,partof chan g es lastyear

Q E g an :A bsen tthe w ord“appreciable”w ouldD eptsupport?
A :The lan g uag e chose by leg islature is w hatw e w ill im plem en t,an dw e w ill acceptin put

Q E g an ”D oes thatw ordm ak e the rulem ak in g process m ore difficult?
A :The w ordis im portan tbecause if you w an ta projectthe w ordhelps you un derstan dw hatm ay be
acceptable,an dw ithoutitan y chan g e m ay be a problem . There is a balan ce betw een im pacton
threaten edspecies an dim pacton priv ate property rig hts

Q H arv ey:C hairsaidthatthe cases w ere 85 back log g ed,butaction has been tak en on ov erhalf an d
restw ill be shortly… w hatcausedthe back log . Y es a courtcase,butw ouldhirin g m ore staff
prev en tedit,in steadof S B 129
A :D E S en actedrule aftercourtcase w hich m ade a chan g e,soin steadof pastpractice that
dem on stratedim pacttoFG,n ow all cases cam e toFG,sothe in crease in w ork loadcausedthe
problem because w e g otn on ew resources,son ow w e hav e return edtopastpractice by n otrev iew in g
ev ery projectsothatreducedtim e
Q :S ow ith those chan g es you are usin g ,w hy doyou foresee an otherback log in the future
A :B ecause there is m ore dev elopm en tin ourstate,there are m an y m ore opportun ities for
dev elopm en tbecause there is a housin g shortag e in the state,soas dev elopm en tin creases there are
m ore requests forrev iew s

*Jim O B rian – N ature C on serv an cy,N H A udobon ,N H Forests,N H Riv ers C oun cil,A ppalachian
C lub – Than k D E S an dN H FG w ork in g w ith forpastyear,an dthan k S en B radley. W e are in
support,an dsupportcon ceptof bill an dv ery supportiv e of m itig ation fun d. Reg ardin g “appreciably”
butw e oppose the in clusion of thatw ord,an dbeliev e thatcon fuses the issue an dleads toin creased
litig ation . D eptis un derg oin g rulem ak in g ,an dthese term s are bein g defin edan dw e feel thatis a
betterplace tom ak e qualifiers w ith in putfrom biolog ists. P leasedthatFG is m ov in g forw ardw ith
rules an den forcem en ton E S A ,curren tly has n orules on defin in g term s,sothe rulem ak in g in the
bill is im portan t. E xpectation is w ithin a yearthis w ill be m ov in g forw ardan dthe rulem ak in g
process has been in place foryears w ith n oclarification .

Q S hurtleff:than k you,“appreciable”if rem ov ed,w ouldyou all support? “A ppreciable”is lik e
beauty,in eye of beholder.



A :Y es,thatw ordis a qualifieran ditis hardqualify itw hen you are talk in g aboutthreaten in g the
con tin uin g existen ce of a species. The federal defin ition uses the w ordw ithoutqualifyin g the
protection . Y es w e w ouldsupportit,an dhope rule m ak in g w ouldm ak e itclear.

Ralph V alen tin e – C hairof P ublicP olicy com m ittee of N H B oardof realtors,testifyin g on behalf of
ov er7000 realtors in support. The curren tperm itrequires applican ttoreporton an y im pacton
en dan g eredspecies. P riortocourtcase,process 6-10 w eek s,n ow double. The bill prov ides balan ce,
w ithoutitn ew jobs w ill be delayed,an dm ore im portan tthere is a costtodelay thatw ould
exasperate housin g shortag e.

*S uzan n e Fourn ier– M ilford,C oordin atorof B rox E n v iron m en tal C itizen s,ask you tooppose.
W eak en s protection s foren dan g eredspecies already in jeopardy. S tatue says all departm en ts m ust
cooperate w ith N H FG forthe protection of species,butthis bill allow s harm tospecies already in
jeopardy. “M in im ized”harm justm ean s reg ulatedharm ,butdoes n otm ean harm less. N H FG
recen tly defin edharm thatis experien cedby en dan g eredspecies,lik e the perm its prov idedby D E S ,
an y actthatk ills orharm s in div iduals oracts toadv ersely m odify the habitatan daffects n orm al
lifecycle an dessen tial tosurv iv al. Thatis exactly the k in dof harm thatis allow edin bill. N H FG
C om m ission ers v otedtosupportthis bill,butthatis the Fish an dGam e com m ission ,they are n ot
k n ow n as the n on g am e com m ission oren dan g eredan im al com m ission . P lease supportthe actas it
is an drejectthis bill.

*KurtE hren burg – D irectorof H S US – O urW ildlife L an dTrustin H S US protects m an y acres in
N H . W e supportthe con ceptof the bill,butv ital chan g es are n eeded. If passeditw ouldallow
departm en ts toauthorize projects thatw ouldharm w ildlife. D eptshouldhire m ore staff ratherthan
leg alize harm tospecies curren tly prohibited. N ocurren trules orprocess forN H FG D irectorto
create rules an ddoes n otm an date rule m ak in g process. This w ouldallow harm toen dan g ered
w ildlife

*Gary A bbott– V P of A ssocof C on tractors on N H ,in supportof bill. Represen tlarg e dev elopers. In
2019 you w ouldg othroug h D E S an dg etreferredtoN H FG if you g ota hitin H eritag e D atabase w ho
w ouldlook ov erit,sm all percen tag e of projects g otheldup. The lan g uag e in this m irrors the process
then . C ourtcase hig hlig htedstatute n eededaddressin g . “A ppreciably”,if you rem ov e the w ord
there w ouldbe m ore courtcases,does n otg iv e N H FG len ien cy. Thatis w hy the bill fits w ith
departm en ts updatin g rules. W e supportedtem porary rules in D E S an drules in Jun e,ask ed
dev elopertohire w ildlife biolog ist,butIn ev erthoug htitw ouldbe ev ery project,on ly those
threaten in g en dan g eredspecies. M ostperm its thatw ere 90 day turn aroun dlen g then edby m on ths.
C on tractors hopin g tostartthis sprin g are delayed. A ppreciate D E S an dN H FG pre rule m ak in g
process. This statute is soFG directorcan dojudg em en tcalls. S hurtleff ask edg oodquestion about
defin ition of habitat. C urren tly g rey area,shouldbe clarifiedthroug h rule m ak in g process. W ork ed
on by m an y g roups. W e hav e been w ork in g for6 m on ths on this,w ouldn otrem ov e lan g uag e.

Q H arv ey:Y ou saidn otev erythin g in leg islation ,can be in rules,w hy shouldn ’tthis be in rules
A :D epts hav e tocom ply w ith leg islation ,this g iv es clearleg islativ e in ten t. A lotof thin g s n eedtobe
rules butthis is a g uidelin e,if you say don otjeopardize ev erythin g w ill be in court. S tatute g uides
ag en cies



A riP ollack – A ttorn ey,reg isteredlobbyistw ith H om ebuilders A ssociation ,in supportof bill.
A ddresses critical back log . 20 plus yearN H lan duse attorn ey,appreciate the n eedforbalan ce.
W hen itg oes toofartoprotection ,econ om y suffers,w hen lean s toofaraw ay,habitatsuffers.
Q uestion aboutrem ov in g appreciably,thatw ouldbe a trem en dous m istak e,thatlan g uag e ledto
critical back log . This prov ides im portan tleg islativ e resetof pen dulum son exttim e courtin terprets
law itw ill be m ore balan ced. N atural heritag e database prov idedthis forus,lik e a triag e system for
w hetherFG n eededtodiscuss project. “A ppreciably”in stalls thattriag e in tostatute,w here fallout
from litig ation m ade itsoev ery application n eededtobe rev iew ed. C on tractors can ’tdeliv erprojects
ourecon om y n eeds an dcan ’thire. This return s us tobalan ce. P olicy is setatstate house,rules
m ustfitw ithin statute. A lready on e case an dlik ely m ore thatthatw ordw ill be im portan tfor,
please supportas this is urg en tas w e are in m idstof con struction season .

A m y C harbon n eau – W e are con tractors. E v eryon e k eeps talk in g aboutback log -this is w hatit
m ean s tous. W e lay off 25% forw in ter,butw hathappen edthis yearsow e couldn otk eeppeople
w ork in g ,4 shov el ready projects thatallow edfor20-80 jobs,butn ow Ican n otshuffle them tothose
jobs,delay of upto9 m on ths. B ack log isn ’tjustpapers,itis un em ploym en t.

L in da D ion n e – P residen tof V oices of W ildlife,ask in g you tooppose. This cam e because of back log .
P artof back log w as because of cov id,this bill w eak en s N H en dan g eredspecies act. W e n eedn ature,
an dw e see the im portan ce of n ature because of the pan dem ic. D ev elopers coulddon ate ton on g am e
fun dsoFG couldhire m ore staff totak e care of back log .

C H A IR calls on P aul S an derson foran otherquestion :
The n on lapsin g fun din the bill createdin bill allow s form itig ation of dam ag e toen dan g eredspecies,
correct?

A :P aul S an derson :W e don otperm itbutthis w ouldallow us toreceiv e fun ds from perm ittin g
process

Q C H A IR:“A ppreciably”,w e are ask in g N H FG todow hatthe n orm ally dofordeerherds,w e ask you
tom an ag e by rules w hatyou un derstan dn eeds tohappen ,correct?
A :Y es,an dthis im poses a stan dardacross all departm en ts an dapplican ts

Q H arv ey:S ection 2 an d3 there are w ays forfun ds tog otoN H FG,how the fees are determ in ed,
w ouldthatalsobe in rules? H ow dow e k n ow w hog ets charg edw hat?
A :The defin ition s of m itig ation prog ram w ouldn otbe in FG rulem ak in g ,because thatis adoptedby
the ag en cies adm in isterin g otherdepartm en tprog ram s. D eterm in in g w hich departm en tis the job of
JA L C A R

Q H arv ey:These fun ds w ouldbe v olun tary… w ouldthatleadtodev elopers v olun teerin g m ore tobuy
approv al?
A :JA L C A R has already dealtw ith these k in ds of issues an dhas m ade determ in ation s lik e this

Q Khan : Is an ythin g g oin g tochan g e reg ardin g local plan n in g process orcon trol?
A :N othin g in bill thatdoes that,local con serv ation com m ission s,plan n in g board,zon in g m ak es their
approv als afterperm its issued,this does n otim pactthatorchan g e m un icipality costs

Respectfully subm itted: ________________E llenD elanaR ead____________________

RepE llen Read,C lerk
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City, State Non- 
Name Email Address Title Representing Position Testifying Germane Sjg1U1 

Abbott, Gary Bow, NH 
gabbott@agcnh.org  

A Lobbyist Associated General Contractors of 
NH 

Support 	Yes (6m) 	No 4/25/2021 7:10 PM 

Pollack, Ari Concord, NH 
pollack@gcglaw.com  

A Lobbyist NH Homebuilders Support 	Yes (5m) No 4/21/2021 1:54 PM 

Sanderson, Paul Concord, NH 
paul.sanderson@wildlife.nh.gov  

State Agency Staff NH Fish and Game Department Support 	Yes (5m) No 4/27/2021 3:50 PM 

Ehrenberg, Kurt Rye, NH 
kurtehrenberg@humanesociety.org  

A Lobbyist Humane Society of the United States Oppose 	Yes (5m) No 4/27/2021 8:55 PM 

OBrien, Jim Hopkinton, NH 
jim_obrien@tnc.org  

A Lobbyist The Nature Conservancy + 5 
conservation organizations 

Support 	Yes (3m) No 4/28/2021 6:41 AM 

O'Brien, Joan Amherst, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose 	Yes (0m) No 4/23/2021 5:56 PM 

Joanlobrien@yahoo.com  Public 

Valentine, Ralph Windham, NH 
bob@nhar.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

NH Association of REALTORS Support 	Yes (0m) No 4/27/2021 5:18 PM 

Fournier, Suzanne Milford, NH 
BroxEnvironCitizens2@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Brox Environmental Citizens, 
Milford NH 

Oppose 	Yes (0m) No 4/22/2021 7:04 AM 

McManus, Wendy ATKINSON, NH 
wendyzez@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose 	No No 4/22/2021 10:58 AM 

McManus, Jacob Atkinson, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose 	No No 4/22/2021 10:59 AM 

Jakemcmanus@icloud.com  Public 

McFadden, Karen Atkinson, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose 	No No 4/22/2021 11:07 AM 

MCFADKAREN@GMAIL.COM  Public 

Andrews, Denise Atkinson, NH 
d.nmn.andrews@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose 	No No 4/22/2021 3:59 PM 

Nenart, Carolyn Atkinson, NH 
calsedu34@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose 	No No 4/22/2021 4:33 PM 



Cunningham, Paul Milford, NH 
pfcunning@comcast.net  Public  

A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 8:51 AM 

Blais, Daniel Bedford, NH 
drblais@comcast.net  Public  

A Member of the Myself Support No No 4/23/2021 11:12 AM 

Rose, Art Manchester, NH 
art@awroseconstruction.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

A. W. Rose Construction Support No No 4/23/2021 11:34 AM 

Erika, Payne Winchester, NH 
erika@surconstructionwest.com  

A Member of the 
Public  

S.U.R. Construction West, Inc. Support No No 4/23/2021 11:37 AM 

McDowell, Susan Nashua, NH 
weebitoblamey@myfairpoint.net  

A Member of the 
Public  

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:34 PM 

Wahl, BJ Sullivan, NH 
bjwahl@gmail.com  Public  

A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:35 PM 

Switzer, Bob Sullivan, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:36 PM 

Macswitz@gmail.com  Public  

Dionne, Denis Laconia, NH 
dens57belair@yahoo.com  Public  

A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:50 PM 

Dempsey, Ellyn Atkinson, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/22/2021 2:26 PM 

Edempsey46@gmail.com  Public  

Della Selva, Deb Hampstead, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/22/2021 2:40 PM 

Debinnh@hotmail.com  Public  

Shields, Nancy Atkinson, NH 
nmenasian@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/22/2021 2:41 PM 

Chevalier, David Atkinson, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 7:32 AM 

Default_32@yahoo.com  Public  

Doyle, Kathryn Concord, NH 
kathryn.doyle@nh.gov  Public  

A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:03 PM 

Dionne, Linda Raymond, NH 
lindld@comcast.net  Public  

A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 3:24 PM 

Major Jr, Lany Loudon, NH 
lmajor@pikeindustries.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Pike Industries Support No No 4/23/2021 4:07 PM 

Francis, Deborah Atkinson, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/22/2021 1:19 PM 

Dpfrancis1030@comcast.net  Public 

Cole, Ellen Bradford, NH 
ecole@orr-reno.com  Public  

A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:56 PM 

doyle, maralyn Newbury, NH 
maralynruth@hotmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:56 PM 



DUNLAVEY, Paula Deny, NH 
celtic234@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/25/2021 10:30 AM 

Fransen-Conroy, 
Michelle 

Concord, NH 
mshellfc@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/25/2021 3:08 PM 

Gardner, Tom Milford, NH 
td503@juno.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 8:05 PM 

Seligman, Leaf Hancock, NH 
leaf1231@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 8:10 PM 

Quilici, Michael Concord, NH 
mquilici@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:47 PM 

Eber, Jennifer Deering, NH 
jeber@orr-reno.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:48 PM 

Michelson, 
NATASHA 

FITZWILLIAM, NH 
natasha@hutterconstruction.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Hutter Construction Corp. Support No No 4/23/2021 12:15 PM 

Hummel, michael springfield, NH 
fatdog79@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:25 PM 

Hummel, Laura springfield, NH 
fatdog79@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:27 PM 

Isaks, Ruth tanner Salem, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/25/2021 1:23 PM 

Ruthtanner@umLedu Public 

GLOVER, JAMES RAYMOND, NH 
glover31188@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 11:55 AM 

Glenn, Cynthia Merrimack, NH 
cglenn410@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 11:56 AM 

Churchman, Linda Atkinson, NH 
lindamchurchman@outlook.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 12:05 PM 

Finos, Patricia Meredith, NH 
pattifinos@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:35 PM 

Fritts, David Meredith, NH 
davefritts68@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 1:36 PM 

Quinlan, Debra Mont Vernon, NH 
dquinlan8@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 3:57 PM 

Greiner, Nancylee Harrisville, NH 
agreiner@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 4:01 PM 

Rauter, Linda Chichester, NH 
lcr80@tds.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/24/2021 9:01 PM 



Burns, Robert Keene, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/23/2021 5:07 PM 

lnheb55@yahoo.com  Public 

Stave, Cynthia New Boston, NH 
cindy@weberstave.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 4:21 PM 

Akerley, Paula Newington, NH 
j aker54047@comcastnet 

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 4:30 PM 

Leary, Lisa Holderness, NH 
vtleary@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 4:45 PM 

Ourusoff, Nicholas New London, NH 
nourusoffl@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 4:50 PM 

Tam-Semmens, Helen Stoddard, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 2:44 AM 

HTAMSEMMENS@GMAIL.COM  Public 

Tam, Mimi Brookline, NH 
mimiktam@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 2:46 AM 

Contois, James Claremont, NH 
jcontois48@gmail.com  

An Elected Official Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 6:55 PM 

Zeller, Anne Dunbarton, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 8:36 PM 

Memastreehome@gmail.com  Public 

Zeller, William Dunbarton, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 8:38 PM 

Anbzeller@gmail.com  Public 

Shaw, ANN MILFORD, NH 
nhhomell@aol.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 8:59 PM 

Couchman, Edith 
Pucci 

HOLLIS, NH 
epcouchman@aol.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 9:43 PM 

Rubarsky, Mary Lyndeborough, NH 
rubarbiz@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 4:38 PM 

Cummings, Nicole Atkinson, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 10:41 PM 

Nikkirey510@yahoo.com  Public 

Ray, Joyce Dunbarton, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 7:42 AM 

Joyceray@gsinet.net  Public 

Bracy, Sue Dunbarton, NH 
marysuebracy@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 7:04 AM 

Shofner, Melinda Barrington, NH 
mdshofner@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 8:08 AM 

Muccioli, Denise Nashua, NH 
naughtyrotty42@msn.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/24/2021 12:13 AM 



O'Brien, Tom Nashua, NH 
obrientm24@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/24/2021 12:14 AM 

Thompson, Susan Manchester, NH 
ginsu@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/24/2021 10:14 AM 

Smith, Ginny Manchester, Nil 
ginsul@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/24/2021 10:18 AM 

Caplan, Elise Grantham, NH 
elisegrila@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/24/2021 10:19 AM 

FURNESS, 
PATRICIA 

bradford, NH 
pfumess@tds.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/28/2021 9:58 AM 

Bartnicki, Marilyn Derry, Nil 
mjbartnicki@icloud.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/25/2021 8:18 PM 

Freilich, Pam Dunbarton, NH 
pam@gmavt.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/25/2021 2:26 PM 

Moore, Trois Goffstown, NH 
mooretrois@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 8:52 AM 

Charbonneau, Amy Litchfield, NH 	 A Member of the Continental Paving Support No No 4/26/2021 9:19 AM 

acharbonneau@continentalpaving.com  Public 

Cloutier, Jeff BELMONT, NH 
jcloutier®pikeindustries.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Pike Industries Support No No 4/26/2021 9:46 AM 

Cranage, Amy Grantham, NH 
cranhan@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:54 PM 

Cranage, David Grantham, NH 
david.cranage@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:55 PM 

Hurley, John Claremont, NH 
jrhurjd@aol.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:59 PM 

McPhillips, Lorraine Bethlehem, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:04 PM 

1white303@gmail.com  Public 

Joly, Cathy NH, NH 
cathyjoly@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:10 PM 

Aaron, Mona Londonderry, NH 
monaeaaron@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:05 PM 

Miller, Virginia Lee Peterborough, NH 
smsharps@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:08 PM 

Pendlebury, Pamela New Boston, NH 
pamela.pendlebury@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:11 PM 



Denis, Frances West Chesterfield, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:13 PM 

fmdenis67@gmail.com  Public 

Corkery, Catherine CONCORD, NH 
catherine.corkery@sierraclub.org  

A Lobbyist NH Sierra Club Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:17 PM 

Fife, Kathie Canterbury, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:17 PM 

Kathie@kathiefife.com  Public 

Morin, Emma Dover, NH 
emma.a.morin@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:18 PM 

Kouyoumjan, Kim Goffstown, NH 
can.am@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:20 PM 

clarke, douglas Raymond, NH 
squeeks13@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:21 PM 

Kapala, Cleve Contoocook, NH 
cleve.kapala@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:22 PM 

White, Cynthia Sandwich, NH 
cc.alchemy@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:35 PM 

Lukiewski, David Moultonborough, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 1:38 PM 

Daveluke2@me.com  Public 

henneke, judy NEW BOSTON, NH 
judyhenneke@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 7:13 PM 

Greiner, Noel Harrisville, NH 
ngreiner@myfairpoint.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

MyselfNoel Greiner Oppose No No 4/26/2021 7:30 PM 

Campbell, Kay Epsom, NH 
kkcampbe1143@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:18 PM 

Courchesne, Robert NH, NH 
chezcour@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:29 PM 

Kent, Johanna Marlow, NH 
j ohannakent@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:32 PM 

Vogt, Eleanor NH, NH 
cleco@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:38 PM 

Sypher, Tracy New Hampton, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No Yes 4/26/2021 2:41 PM 

Firetracy@aol.com  Public 

Sharples, Phil Barrington, NH 
pesharples@msn.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 2:54 PM 

Pendlebury, Graham New Boston, NH 
pendleburymasonry@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:04 PM 



Kouyoumjian, Mark Goffstown, NH 
mkcsco@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:06 PM 

Halsted, Michele Bradford, NH 
michelehalsted@ymail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:11 PM 

Pinard, Virginia Penacook, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:16 PM 

Ecoute@comcast.net  Public 

David, Halsted Bradford, NH 
zorilla 1 @earthlink.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:17 PM 

Kehas, Stephanie Manchester, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:25 PM 

Smkehas@aol.com  Public 

mckee, shelley Pataskala, OH 
shelleymmc@aol.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 3:28 PM 

Schwartz, Nancy Washington, NH 
nan@jedschwartz.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 4:18 PM 

Stamatelos, Kara Belmont, NH 
kara.ocon@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 4:52 PM 

Fournier, Jeanette Littleton, NH 
jfoumier16@myfairpoint.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 4:59 PM 

MacKay, Kathleen Thornton, NH 
kmackaypt@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 5:40 PM 

Van de Poll, Rick Center Sandwich, NH 
rickvdp@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 6:16 PM 

Bezanson, Sherry Chester, NH 
sherry.bezanson@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 6:25 PM 

Bogard, Chris Fremont, NH 
denuchi@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 6:25 PM 

Krikorian, Linnell Manchester, NH 
linnkrik@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No Yes 4/26/2021 6:35 PM 

Patti, Peggy Rochester, NH 
lovelllaker@verizon.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 6:48 PM 

Patti, DICK rochester, NH 
lovelllaker@verizon.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 6:51 PM 

Cherry, Don LITTLETON, NH 
thruhiker83@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 8:16 PM 

Eldridge, Judith A. Bradford, NH 
ann@jaeldridge.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

bradford conservation commission Oppose No No 4/26/2021 8:35 PM 



Collopy, Elizabeth Barrington, NH 
eehlert33@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 8:39 PM 

Buder, Rebecca Carroll, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 8:41 PM 

Thunderstormsldes@gmail.com  Public 

Briggs, Doris Wolfeboro, NH 
caramia101@mac.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Support No No 4/26/2021 8:45 PM 

Meise, Carol Bradford, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 9:37 PM 

Carol.meise@gmail.com  Public 

Linnane, David salisbury, NH 
dlinnane@tds.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 9:44 PM 

Kauhl, Lisa Windham, NH 
lbck16@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/26/2021 10:30 PM 

Murphy, Joanna Sutton, NH 
shepmurphy@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 5:28 AM 

Pynes, Caroline Concord, NH 
cepynes@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No Yes 4/27/2021 8:34 AM 

Faulkner, Anne Keene, NH 
annefaulkner62@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 8:48 AM 

Martin, Nancy Warner, NH 
nancyrobinettemartin@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 8:54 AM 

Hawkes, Lydia Goshen, NH 
lydiahawkes@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 6:35 AM 

Blanchard, Sandra Loudon, NH 
sandyblanchard3@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 6:36 AM 

Sinclair-Pappas, 
Barbara 

Chichester, NH 
bespappas@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 1:19 AM 

Francis, Karen Manchester, NH 
karenfrancis99@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 7:10 AM 

Williamson, Jane Sutton, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 7:36 AM 

Jwilliamson@conknet.com  Public 

Slitt, Laura Bartlett, NH 
lslitt@roadrunner.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 7:39 AM 

beaton, george bradford, NH 
beaton102@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 8:05 AM 

Robidoux, Barbara Candia, NH 
barbidoux@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 10:05 AM 



Lindsey, Judith Candia, NH 
judilindsey@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 9:26 AM 

Coffey, Gail Wilton, NH 
gcoffeywriter@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 9:47 AM 

Coffey, Gerry Wilton, NH 
gerrycoffey123@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 9:49 AM 

Snyder, Kristina Chester, NH 
khsnyder22@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 9:52 AM 

Doane, Mary Dover, NH 
marydoane62@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 10:34 AM 

Kornhauser, Eve Durham, NH 
evekornhauser@hotmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 10:44 AM 

Shields, Melanie Exeter, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 10:53 AM 

Bigleaph@yahoo.com  Public 

Amaral, Michael Warner, NH 
tdsmichael@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 11:50 AM 

Richter, Barbara Concord, NH A Lobbyist NH Assoc of Conservation Oppose No No 4/27/2021 11:55 AM 

Barbara@NHACC.org  Commissions 

Destrempes, 
Christine 

Harrisville, NH 
cdestrempes@myfairpoint.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 12:01 PM 

Kouyoumjian, Kyle Goffstown, NH 
the.turtle@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 1:27 PM 

Shearin, Patricia Dunbarton, NH 
pshearin@gsinet.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 1:32 PM 

Marino, Elizabeth Goffstown, NH 
bethmarino@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 1:36 PM 

Miller, Robert Lebanon, NH 
deibob@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 1:59 PM 

Mower, Robin Durham, NH 
melodyotharpists@gmail.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 11:01 AM 

Hughes, Heather Dover, NH 
scottheatherhughes@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 11:03 AM 

Reeder Moss, Susan Bradford, NH 
srmossl@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 11:17 AM 

Clark, Lisa Candia, NH A Member of the Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 11:23 AM 

PodunkgirlLisa@comcast.net  Public 



Merriam, Karen Epping, NH 
yokaren@comcast.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 12:37 PM 

Lovett, Barbara Somersworth, NH 
barb124_124@yahoo.com  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 12:47 PM 

Sherrill, Mike Bradford, NH 
msherrill@tds.net  

A Member of the 
Public 

Myself Oppose No No 4/27/2021 3:15 PM 



Testimony



The Associated General Contractors
of New Hampshire, Inc.
48 Grandview Road  Bow, New Hampshire 03304
603/225-2701  Fax 603/226-3859

In su pportof S enate B ill129
Relative to minimizingenvironmentalimpacts

on the habitats of endangered orthreatened species.
A pril28 ,2021

The A ssociated GeneralC ontractors of N ew H ampshire (A GC of N H )strongly su pports
Senate B ill129,whichclarifies the statu te regard ingN H Fish& Game’s review of
impactto end angered species.W e believe this langu age willgive Fish& Game more
flexibility in avoid ingand minimizingharm.C u rrently,an increasingnu mberof projects
are beingreferred to N H Fish& Game forwild life impactreviews,cau singextensive
d elays.This billwou ld allow forthe necessary clarification thatwou ld helpkeepprojects
on sched u le.W e lookforward to workingwithD ES and Fish& Game fu rtheron this
issu e.

The A GC of N H requ ests thatthe H ou se Fish& Game C ommittee vote in favorof
S enate B ill129 as amended bythe S enate.

Respectfu lly su bmitted ,

Gary A bbott
Execu tive V ice P resid ent



Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:14:21 PM
From: Helen Tam-Semmens
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 3:00:46 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Oppose SB129 which threatens Threatened & Endangered wildlife species
Importance: Normal

As a member of my town's Conservation Commission, I see this SB129 which
weakens the protection of threatened and endangered species as costly and
irresponsible. All my neighbors I spoke to are opposed to it as strongly as I. We urge
you to oppose this bill.

This bill favors developers and the like, but costly to the environment and hence very
costly to NH residents and homeowners. It is well-documented that the protection of
one endangered or threatened species means the protection of countless other species,
and is touted as one of the most important ways in protecting our degrading
environment in our present era of climate crisis and 6th Mass Extinction.

The lake I live on has unprecedented toxic cyanobacteria bloom the past few years.
This is an increasing problem in many lakes in NH. Many big hemlock trees in my
neighborhood are dying/dead and costing us a fortune to remove. I noticed insects and
birds and other wildlife are disappearing. All these are related to the degradation of the
environment, with the web of life further broken everyday.

At this crucial juncture we NEED to strengthen our ecosystems, to make it more
resilient. The last thing we want is to weaken it further through this bill.

SB 129 may save developers a few bucks, but the cost to every NH homeowner and
resident down the road is tremendous. For instance, cutting trees alone will cost me a
few thousand dollars or more. Continued cyanobacteria bloom will decrease my lake
property value by about 25%, and hence increase everybody else's tax bill by a painful
amount. These and many other environmental costs are not counted in your
evaluations. I am asking that you must. Moreover, we have the responsibility to leave
NH a livable place to our kids and grandkids.

Please work to protect, not destroy, our most important resources. Endangered and
threatened species are important links in the web of life that constitutes our natural
resources. When enough strands on the web are cut, one day it will all of a sudden
collapse. Such is systems theory. Scientists know it will happen. We just don't know
when. So we must slow down this runaway train as much as possible. Please vote no
on this bill.

Sincerely,
Helen Tam-Semmens
Stoddard, NH

mailto:htamsemmens@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:14:21 PM
From: Cathy Joly
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 2:18:51 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: NH House Remote Testify: 9:00 am - SB129 in House Fish and Game and Marine
Resources
Importance: Normal

Greetings,

I am writing in opposition of this SB129 bill.

I hope a realization is dawning on everyone that humans have made a disgusting mess of our
home - air, water, land - nothing has been spared, and some damage is irreversible. Once a species
is extinct, that's it.

So from this day forward, we need to be making decisions that heal, protect, and conserve all of
our natural resources.

My children, who are young adults, do not want to plan their future because they don't know
whether the earth will be inhabitable much longer. That makes me incredibly sad. It should make
you sad, too.

Kind regards,
Cathy Joly
Temple, NH

~~~~~
I reside on N’dakinna, which is the traditional ancestral homeland of the Abenaki, Pennacook
and Wabanaki Peoples past and present. I acknowledge and honor with gratitude the
land and waterways and the alnobak (people) who have stewarded N’dakinna throughout
the generations.
~~~~~

mailto:cathyjoly@icloud.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


N ew H ampshire Fishand Game D epartment
Testimonyon S B 129

H ou se Fishand Game and M arine Resou rces C ommittee
A pril28 ,2021

We write on behalf of the NH Fish and Game Department and the NH Fish and Game
Commission to support the bill, as amended by the Senate, and urge that it receive a report of “Ought to
Pass”.

Section 1 of the bill amends the standard of review used by all state agencies as they determine
whether their actions could result in negative impacts to threatened and endangered species as required by
RSA 212-A:9. The proposed new language is designed to move state law closer to the standards used by
federal agencies as they implement the federal Endangered Species Act of 1973, as well as the
implementing regulations of this law found at 50 C.F.R. Part 17, as revised December 18, 2020 at 85 F.R.
244, Page 82376 and 50 C.F.R. Part 424, as revised December 16, 2020 at 85 F.R. 242 Page 81411. These
regulations were revised to implement Weyerhauser Co. v. U.S. F.W.S, 139 S.Ct. 361 (2018). This would
allow our New Hampshire Courts to use the considerable body of jurisprudence that has arisen around
this language to assist in adjudication of the difficult questions of fact and law arising under state law
applicable to state listed threatened and endangered species.

Section 2 of the bill provides authority to the executive director to accept funds paid as mitigation
for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state, and directs how such funds will be
held and used by the department. It does not authorize the department to require the payment of such
funds as a condition of any permit sought from any agency of state government, and is merely enabling
legislation that assures that any such funds that are so offered shall be restricted as to their future use.
Whether such funds will be offered is a decision to be made by applicants and other state agencies as they
review requests for issuance of permits or other approvals administered by those agencies.

Section 3 of the bill creates a new dedicated fund to be known as “The Threatened and
Endangered Species Compensatory Mitigation Fund” to accept payments offered to the department as
mitigation for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state. The purpose of the funds
is set forth in section 3 of the bill, and requires a net conservation benefit to threatened and endangered
species. We support the creation of this new dedicated fund, and the purposes set forth in the proposed
new section.

Sincerely,

Paul G. Sanderson
Legal Coordinator
NH Fish and Game Department



 

 

               

               

April 28, 2021 

Hon. Timothy Lang 

Chair, Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee 

State House 

Concord, NH  03301 

 

RE: SB 129, AN ACT relative to minimizing environmental impacts on the habitats of endangered or 

threatened species. 

Dear Representative Lang and Members of the Committee, 

Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony in support of SB 129.   We support the concept of the 
bill and believe that the rulemaking requirements in the legislation will provide needed transparency into 
the Fish and Game Department’s decision-making process concerning project impacts to threatened and 
endangered species, and how a mitigation fund would advance the protection of these species. 
 
We do oppose inclusion of the word “appreciably” on page 1 line 9 of the legislation.  The Department is 

required to determine whether an action will or will not jeopardize the continued existence of a species. 

Inclusion of the term “appreciably” only confuses the issue and may lead to increased litigation of 

Department decisions. 

The Fish and Game Department needs to define clearly how it determines if an action will “jeopardize the 

continued existence of” a species.  We believe that the professional wildlife staff at the Department are 

the most qualified to determine the degree of impact to a species.  This should be articulated in the 

Department’s administrative rules.  We don’t believe that the Legislature is best positioned to add 

qualifiers to a determination of whether or not a species existence is jeopardized. 

Currently, there are no administrative rules or other publicly available documents that establish a clear 

process, guidelines, criteria, or other replicable method for the Director of Fish and Game to use to reach 

conclusions under RSA 212-A. Without such criteria, applicants, the public, and the Department have no 

clear and consistent understanding of how these decisions are made.  Department staff are using a 

process and guidelines, but without a clear, publicly articulated process and guidelines there is no 

assurance of consistent practice over time, adding to the potential for litigation of a decision.  

We are pleased that the Department of Fish and Game recently took a first step to develop rules on this 

topic.  We strongly support the requirement in SB 129 for the Department to undertake a rulemaking 



 

 

process to define the terms and decision-making process in RSA 212-A. We believe that this rulemaking 

should be completed within the first year following passage of the bill.   

It is critical that the Department develop rules to clearly explain how it interprets “critical habitat” for 

threatened and endangered species, and how the Department will decide whether or not projects have 

sufficiently avoided or minimized impacts to these habitats.  We believe this level of transparency is 

essential if the legislature chooses to create policy that allows project developers to mitigate impacts 

through a cash payment.  The public needs assurances that the mitigation hierarchy – avoid, minimize, 

mitigate – is being applied consistently and in a way that prioritizes protection of these imperiled species 

held in the public trust. 

Mitigation payments are a last resort when discussions with an applicant fail to identify project 

modifications that could fully avoid or minimize impacts to a threatened or endangered species.  We 

believe that avoidance is the best option for the protection of these species. Mitigation payments should 

only be considered for applicants after all other avoidance and minimization measures have been 

considered and reviewed by the Department. 

Section 2 of the bill authorizes the Department to accept such payments where full avoidance and 

minimization of impacts cannot be achieved.  We appreciate and support the language included that 

segregates mitigation payments from or within the non-game species account.  This will ensure that these 

funds will be used only to advance the protection of threatened and endangered species.   

We also support the language in section 2 that requires the Department to engage in rulemaking to 

establish this mitigation fund so that the public is aware of how decisions will be made directing the use 

of these funds.  Again, we believe that this rulemaking should begin as soon as possible and be completed 

within the first year following passage of the bill. 

The NH Fish and Game Department has successfully managed several large mitigation payments to date, 

including the Karner Blue Butterfly restoration project in Concord and the Granite Reliable wind farm 

mitigation in Coos County.  Articulating clear guidelines for use of mitigation funds will ensure successful 

efforts in the future. 

Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony on SB 129.  We look forward to working with the 

Committee, the Department, and other stakeholders to ensure appropriate protections for T&E species 

and habitat under this bill. 

Sincerely, 

 
Susan Arnold  
Vice President for Conservation  
Appalachian Mountain Club  
 
Carol R. Foss  
Senior Advisor for Science and Policy  
New Hampshire Audubon  
 
Matt Leahy  
Public Policy Manager  
Society for the Protection of NH Forests  

Jim O’Brien 
Director of External Affairs 
The Nature Conservancy  
 
Barbara Richter 
Executive Director 
NH Association of Conservation Commissions 
 
Michele L. Tremblay 
President, Board of Directors 
New Hampshire Rivers Council 



From: SFournier - B.E.C. <broxenvironcitizens2@comcast.net> 
Date: 4/22/2021 7:06:31 PM 
Subject: Please oppose SB 129 that legalizes harm to endangered wildlife 
To: housefishandgamecommittee@leg.state.nh.us 

April 22, 2021 

RE:     Please oppose SB 129 that legalizes harm to endangered wildlife; should not 
become law 

Dear Chairman Lang & Honorable Representatives of the Fish & Game & Marine 
Resources Committee: 

Too many species, unfortunately, qualify for being on NH’s threatened & endangered 
species list. The future of these species in NH is uncertain and would be made more 
uncertain if the protections currently afforded to them under RSA 212-A – our 
Endangered Species Conservation Act – are weakened. 

The purpose of Senate Bill 129 is to make things easier for agencies, like the 
Department of Environmental Services, when permit applications are for areas that 
involve endangered wildlife. But the effect of SB 129 on endangered wildlife is to 
decrease their protection and expose them to activities that would further threaten their 
existence. That is too high a price to pay for convenience of DES. 

Below I provide a more detailed analysis of how SB 129 legalizes harm to NH’s 
endangered wildlife species that I hope you will read. It explains better the reasons why 
I’m asking you to stop SB 129 from becoming the new law. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration. 

Respectfully yours, 

Suzanne L. Fournier 

Suzanne Fournier, Coordinator 

Brox Environmental Citizens 

Working to Protect Wetlands & Wildlife at Special Places  

9 Woodward Dr. 

Milford, NH 

  

mailto:broxenvironcitizens2@comcast.net
mailto:housefishandgamecommittee@leg.state.nh.us


Analysis of what SB 129 does to our Endangered Species Conservation Act 

1 – SB 129 would change RSA 212-A – NH’s Endangered Species Conservation Act by 
allowing harm to endangered species that is currently illegal. The changes are being 
promoted by the NH Department of Environmental Services (DES) because of conflicts 
encountered by DES with respect to issuing permits for development projects. The NH 
Fish & Game Department (F&G) through the F&G Commission has voted to support SB 
129, thereby assisting in the weakening of protections for endangered species that F&G 
is charged with protecting. 

2– Current 212-A requires all state departments and agencies to assist F&G in the 
furtherance of the purposes of 212-A that includes this powerful goal: “Species of 
wildlife normally occurring within this state which may be found to be in jeopardy should 
be accorded such protection as is necessary to maintain and enhance their 
numbers.” Therefore, actions that cause endangered species to lose individuals and the 
ability to grow their populations are counter to 212-A’s purpose, essentially illegal. 

3 – Under current 212-A all state departments and agencies must insure that actions 
taken by them do not jeopardize the continued existence of T&E species. In contrast, 
the proposed SB 129 allows the jeopardizing of T&E species if the harm can be 
determined to be less than “appreciable.” Therefore, if harm that jeopardizes T&E 
species goes unnoticed or unmeasured (i.e., def. of appreciable), then the harm would 
be legal under 212-A. In F&G’s companion rulemaking to SB 129 that it is currently 
undertaking along with DES, for an action to be forbidden, it would need 
to appreciably reduce “the likelihood of both the survival and recovery of a threatened or 
endangered species’ population by reducing the reproduction, numbers, or distribution 
of that species.” There is a huge difference between Do Not Jeopardize that forbids 
harm and Do Not Appreciably Jeopardize that allows harm up to the point of being 
noticed and measured. 

4 – SB  129 sets a new, weaker, standard for departments and agencies to follow when 
it comes to T&E. Under current 212-A, there is no legal jeopardizing of species and no 
“take” in any form is legal, including, killing, wounding, disturbing, and harassing. F&G’s 
companion rulemaking goes further to define “harm” as: any act “which acts to destroy, 
degrade, or adversely modify the habitat supporting the species by interfering with 
breeding, hibernation, reproduction, feeding, sheltering, migration or overwintering 
behaviors that are a part of its normal or traditional life cycle and that are essential to its 
survival and perpetuation.” F&G also defines “critical habitat” as follows: “a geographical 
area that currently or historically provide(s) physical or biological features essential to 
the conservation of an endangered or threatened species, and may require specific 
management considerations.” 

Having defined both “harm” and “critical habitat,” F&G’s Nongame & Endangered 
Wildlife Program ironically goes on to support harm to both the animals and their 
habitat: SB 129 allows actions that “minimize harm to such species and habitat 
designated as critical.” [see line 10 of SB 129] Everyone would object to “maximizing” 



harm, but “minimizing” harm sounds like something nice is happening, but in reality it is 
harmful to T&E and is often substantial harm to species that are already struggling to 
remain in New Hampshire. The existing prohibition of harm is what is needed for the 
purpose of 212-A to be met – that is, so that T&E species can have a decent chance to 
maintain and increase their population sizes. 

5 – Lastly, SB 129 along with F&G’s companion rulemaking create a type of incentive-
situation where what is referred to as “unavoidable impacts” (i.e. harm) is allowed. The 
project developer who is doing the harm might be given the choice to pay into a fund to 
compensate F&G for the harm. [see lines 16-24 of SB 129] 

 
 

  

Summary of SB 129’s Changes to RSA 212-A 

Line 7 ---- allows jeopardizing the endangered species if the jeopardizing is less than 
appreciable. 

Line 10 ---- harms endangered species and critical habitat as long as it is harm that has 
been “minimized.” 

Line 16 ---- creates a “mitigation fund” option for developers to pay for their projects that 
cause harm to endangered species. 

Line 19 ---- allows impacts that are called “unavoidable,” without defining “unavoidable” 
for example, as true emergencies or necessities for the public good. 

  

Conclusion: The above analysis of SB 129 all adds up to serious harm to T&E species 
that are by definition already in serious trouble. Therefore, the only reasonable choice is 
to keep 212-A strong and make it stronger, not to weaken its protections. 

As development pressures continue in New Hampshire, SB 129 would put T&E species 
at greater and greater risk after one development project after another impacts them. 

I request that the House Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee reject what DES 
is trying to do to NH’s wonderful, protective Endangered Species Conservation Act. 
Oppose SB 129 please. Thank you. 

 



Archived: Tuesday, May 11, 2021 10:11:39 AM
From: Kathie Fife
Sent: Sunday, May 9, 2021 2:00:53 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

___________________________________
Dear Representatives,

I’m writing today to ask you to vote against SB 129. This bill as amended in the Senate is essentially a
payoff to NH Fish and Game to allow critical habitats to be destroyed. Mitigation is a misnomer — man can
not displace a species and assume it will find a new place, or that man can create a space somewhere
else for the species to go. The species is in that specific location because the unique and rare habitat
serves a ecological niche that supports the species.

Once it is gone - it’s gone forever.

This bill is an embarrassment and needs to be killed.

Please vote no.

Thank you,

Kathie Fife
Canterbury
783-9334
Member NH Lyme Study Commission appointed by Governor Chris Sununu

mailto:kathie@kathiefife.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Tuesday, May 4, 2021 1:07:34 PM
From: Jim OBrien
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 6:34:00 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Testimony on SB 129
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
4-28-21_SB129_TE_joint_testimony-final.pdf ;

Good morning –

Please find attached the written testimony from 6 conservation organizations – Appalachian Mountain Club, NH Association of Conservation Commissions,
NH Audubon, The Nature Conservancy, Society for the Protection of NH Forests, and New Hampshire Rivers Council - regarding SB 129.

Thank you for your service –

Jim

Jim O'Brien
Director of External Affairs
@jim_obrienNH
(603) 224-5853 Ext. 228 (Phone)
(603) 856-5378 (Mobile)
(603) 228-2459 (Fax)

jim_obrien@tnc.org

Find us on facebook!

The Nature Conservancy
New Hampshire
22 Bridge Street
4th Floor
Concord, NH 03301
nature.org

mailto:jim_obrien@tnc.org
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us





 


 


               


               


April 28, 2021 


Hon. Timothy Lang 


Chair, Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee 


State House 


Concord, NH  03301 


 


RE: SB 129, AN ACT relative to minimizing environmental impacts on the habitats of endangered or 


threatened species. 


Dear Representative Lang and Members of the Committee, 


Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony in support of SB 129.   We support the concept of the 
bill and believe that the rulemaking requirements in the legislation will provide needed transparency into 
the Fish and Game Department’s decision-making process concerning project impacts to threatened and 
endangered species, and how a mitigation fund would advance the protection of these species. 
 
We do oppose inclusion of the word “appreciably” on page 1 line 9 of the legislation.  The Department is 


required to determine whether an action will or will not jeopardize the continued existence of a species. 


Inclusion of the term “appreciably” only confuses the issue and may lead to increased litigation of 


Department decisions. 


The Fish and Game Department needs to define clearly how it determines if an action will “jeopardize the 


continued existence of” a species.  We believe that the professional wildlife staff at the Department are 


the most qualified to determine the degree of impact to a species.  This should be articulated in the 


Department’s administrative rules.  We don’t believe that the Legislature is best positioned to add 


qualifiers to a determination of whether or not a species existence is jeopardized. 


Currently, there are no administrative rules or other publicly available documents that establish a clear 


process, guidelines, criteria, or other replicable method for the Director of Fish and Game to use to reach 


conclusions under RSA 212-A. Without such criteria, applicants, the public, and the Department have no 


clear and consistent understanding of how these decisions are made.  Department staff are using a 


process and guidelines, but without a clear, publicly articulated process and guidelines there is no 


assurance of consistent practice over time, adding to the potential for litigation of a decision.  


We are pleased that the Department of Fish and Game recently took a first step to develop rules on this 


topic.  We strongly support the requirement in SB 129 for the Department to undertake a rulemaking 







 


 


process to define the terms and decision-making process in RSA 212-A. We believe that this rulemaking 


should be completed within the first year following passage of the bill.   


It is critical that the Department develop rules to clearly explain how it interprets “critical habitat” for 


threatened and endangered species, and how the Department will decide whether or not projects have 


sufficiently avoided or minimized impacts to these habitats.  We believe this level of transparency is 


essential if the legislature chooses to create policy that allows project developers to mitigate impacts 


through a cash payment.  The public needs assurances that the mitigation hierarchy – avoid, minimize, 


mitigate – is being applied consistently and in a way that prioritizes protection of these imperiled species 


held in the public trust. 


Mitigation payments are a last resort when discussions with an applicant fail to identify project 


modifications that could fully avoid or minimize impacts to a threatened or endangered species.  We 


believe that avoidance is the best option for the protection of these species. Mitigation payments should 


only be considered for applicants after all other avoidance and minimization measures have been 


considered and reviewed by the Department. 


Section 2 of the bill authorizes the Department to accept such payments where full avoidance and 


minimization of impacts cannot be achieved.  We appreciate and support the language included that 


segregates mitigation payments from or within the non-game species account.  This will ensure that these 


funds will be used only to advance the protection of threatened and endangered species.   


We also support the language in section 2 that requires the Department to engage in rulemaking to 


establish this mitigation fund so that the public is aware of how decisions will be made directing the use 


of these funds.  Again, we believe that this rulemaking should begin as soon as possible and be completed 


within the first year following passage of the bill. 


The NH Fish and Game Department has successfully managed several large mitigation payments to date, 


including the Karner Blue Butterfly restoration project in Concord and the Granite Reliable wind farm 


mitigation in Coos County.  Articulating clear guidelines for use of mitigation funds will ensure successful 


efforts in the future. 


Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony on SB 129.  We look forward to working with the 


Committee, the Department, and other stakeholders to ensure appropriate protections for T&E species 


and habitat under this bill. 


Sincerely, 


 
Susan Arnold  
Vice President for Conservation  
Appalachian Mountain Club  
 
Carol R. Foss  
Senior Advisor for Science and Policy  
New Hampshire Audubon  
 
Matt Leahy  
Public Policy Manager  
Society for the Protection of NH Forests  


Jim O’Brien 
Director of External Affairs 
The Nature Conservancy  
 
Barbara Richter 
Executive Director 
NH Association of Conservation Commissions 
 
Michele L. Tremblay 
President, Board of Directors 
New Hampshire Rivers Council 







Archived: Tuesday, May 4, 2021 1:07:34 PM
From: William Thomas
Sent: Tuesday, May 4, 2021 12:34:38 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Cc: Eugenr
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

___________________________________
Dear Committee Members,

I only recently heard about SB 129 and the vote by this committee to recommend it by a 10 to 8 vote,
despite the strong opposition by those who registered their opinions (147 to 13).

When the full House votes on this bill, I would hope that after some reflection, those of you who voted to
pass this bill, would ultimately vote it down when the House meets.

Our wildlife, each and every passing year, loses more and more of their natural habitat. Wouldn’t it be
wonderful if our children and grandchildren could enjoy our wonderful outdoors, our forests, lakes, and the
hiking trails in our state, including our endangered wildlife?

If you voted for SB 129, please reconsider and vote against the final version of SB 129 when it comes
before the entire House.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

William Thomas
Auburn, NH 03032

mailto:nhvfp@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:nhvfp@comcast.net


Archived: Tuesday, May 4, 2021 1:07:34 PM
From: Helen Tam-Semmens
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 3:00:46 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Oppose SB129 which threatens Threatened & Endangered wildlife species
Importance: Normal

As a member of my town's Conservation Commission, I see this SB129 which
weakens the protection of threatened and endangered species as costly and
irresponsible. All my neighbors I spoke to are opposed to it as strongly as I. We urge
you to oppose this bill.

This bill favors developers and the like, but costly to the environment and hence very
costly to NH residents and homeowners. It is well-documented that the protection of
one endangered or threatened species means the protection of countless other species,
and is touted as one of the most important ways in protecting our degrading
environment in our present era of climate crisis and 6th Mass Extinction.

The lake I live on has unprecedented toxic cyanobacteria bloom the past few years.
This is an increasing problem in many lakes in NH. Many big hemlock trees in my
neighborhood are dying/dead and costing us a fortune to remove. I noticed insects and
birds and other wildlife are disappearing. All these are related to the degradation of the
environment, with the web of life further broken everyday.

At this crucial juncture we NEED to strengthen our ecosystems, to make it more
resilient. The last thing we want is to weaken it further through this bill.

SB 129 may save developers a few bucks, but the cost to every NH homeowner and
resident down the road is tremendous. For instance, cutting trees alone will cost me a
few thousand dollars or more. Continued cyanobacteria bloom will decrease my lake
property value by about 25%, and hence increase everybody else's tax bill by a painful
amount. These and many other environmental costs are not counted in your
evaluations. I am asking that you must. Moreover, we have the responsibility to leave
NH a livable place to our kids and grandkids.

Please work to protect, not destroy, our most important resources. Endangered and
threatened species are important links in the web of life that constitutes our natural
resources. When enough strands on the web are cut, one day it will all of a sudden
collapse. Such is systems theory. Scientists know it will happen. We just don't know
when. So we must slow down this runaway train as much as possible. Please vote no
on this bill.

Sincerely,
Helen Tam-Semmens
Stoddard, NH

mailto:htamsemmens@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Monday, June 7, 2021 11:04:09 AM
From: Voices of Wildlife NH
Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2021 7:16:41 PM
To: ~House Children and Family Law Committee; ~House Commerce Committee; ~House
Criminal Justice and Public Safety; ~House Education Committee; ~House Election Law
Committee; ~House Environment and Agriculture Committee; ~House Executive Departments
and Administration; ~House Finance Committee; ~House Finance Division I; ~House Finance
Division II; ~House Finance Division III; ~House Fish and Game Committee; ~House Health
Human Services and Elderly Affairs; ~House Judiciary Committee; ~House Labor, Industrial and
Rehabilitative Services; ~House Legislative Administration; ~House Municipal and County Govt;
~House Public Works and Highways; ~House Resources Recreation and Development; ~House
Rules Committee; ~House Science Technology and Energy; ~House Special Committee on
Redistricting; ~House State-Federal Relations and Veterans Affairs; ~House Transportation
Committee; ~House Ways & Means Committee
Subject: Please oppose SB 129
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
SB 129 to House Representatives.docx ;

May 25, 2021

Dear Honorable Representative:

Soon a bill that would weaken NH's protection of endangered wildlife species – Senate Bill 129 –
will be up for a vote by you and your fellow House members. Voices of Wildlife respectfully
requests that you consider voting in opposition to SB 129.

Despite the bill's language impression, harm will increase to NH's endangered species habitats
if SB 129 passes. Species already in danger cannot afford to be harmed by the loss of habitat
essential to their existence.

The importance of protecting NH's threatened & endangered wildlife species is a non-partisan
issue. Through the decades, NH's representatives have most often been bipartisan when passing
wildlife legislation.

Please read the enclosed Minority Report of the Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee,
followed by a published letter to the editor that succinctly frames the issue.

Email us if we can answer any of your questions. Thank you for your support of NH's wildlife
with a no vote on SB 129.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Marino

mailto:voicesofwildlifeinnh@gmail.com
mailto:CFL@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseCommerceCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseCriminalJusticeandPublicSafety@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseCriminalJusticeandPublicSafety@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseEducationCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseElectionLawCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseElectionLawCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseEnvironmentandAgricultureCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseExecutiveDepartmentsandAdministration@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseExecutiveDepartmentsandAdministration@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseFinanceCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseFinanceDivisionI@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseFinanceDivisionII@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseFinanceDivisionII@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseFinanceDivisionIII@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HHSEA@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HHSEA@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseJudiciaryCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseLaborIndustrialandRehabilitativeServices@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseLaborIndustrialandRehabilitativeServices@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseLegislativeAdministration@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseMunicipalandCountyGovt@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HousePublicWorksandHighways@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseResourcesRecreationandDevelopment@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseRulesCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseRulesCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseScienceTechnologyandEnergy@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseSpecialCommitteeOnRedistricting@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseSpecialCommitteeOnRedistricting@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseState-FederalRelationsandVeteransAffairs@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseTransportationCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseTransportationCommittee@leg.state.nh.us
mailto:HouseWays&MeansCommittee@leg.state.nh.us

[image: Logo, company name

Description automatically generated]

www.voicesofwildlifeinnh.org

voicesofwildlifeinnh@gmail.com 



May 25, 2021



Dear Honorable Representative:

Soon a bill that would weaken NH's protection of endangered wildlife species – Senate Bill 129 – will be up for a vote by you and your fellow House members. Voices of Wildlife respectfully requests that you consider voting in opposition to SB 129.

Despite the bill's language impression, harm will increase to NH's endangered species habitats if SB 129 passes. Species already in danger cannot afford to be harmed by the loss of habitat essential to their existence.

The importance of protecting NH's threatened & endangered wildlife species is a non-partisan issue. Through the decades, NH's representatives have most often been bipartisan when passing wildlife legislation. 

Please read the enclosed Minority Report of the Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee, followed by a published letter to the editor that succinctly frames the issue. 

Email us if we can answer any of your questions. Thank you for your support of NH's wildlife with a no vote on SB 129.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Marino

Elizabeth Marino, Secretary

Voices of Wildlife in NH

PO Box 5802

Manchester, NH 03102



Enclosures: 

1. NH Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee Minority Report (8 votes out of 18)

2. Letter to the Editor by Jack Hurley, Claremont, NH



House Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee's MINORITY REPORT:

SB 129 is a bill that impacts the habitats of endangered or threatened species. The minority believes that by adding the undefined word "appreciable" when determining the results of the destruction or modification of habitats of such species weakens the endangered species act RSA 212. The minority further believes the bill provides a mechanism in which realtors and developers may bypass the endangered species act by making a donation to the nongame species account, the threatened and endangered species account, or the threatened and endangered species compensatory mitigation fund established in this bill. 



May 8, 2021 

Letter to the Editor: A threat to wildlife 

Are New Hampshire legislators trying to fool us? SB 129, now under consideration by the NH House of Representatives, is ironically and misleadingly, officially described as "designed to minimize environmental impacts to endangered or threatened species habitats." Sounds good doesn't it? 

Yet, this developer-inspired bill would actually decrease the protection of such habitats. Currently, developers must show in their permit applications that their plans "will not result in adverse impacts" on threatened or endangered species of animals. 

But, SB 129 proposes that developers' plans "not appreciably jeopardize the continued existence of such species or result in the destruction or modification of habitat of such species which is determined by the executive director to be critical, by requiring that all such action is designed to avoid and minimize harm to such species and habitat designated as critical." This is a much lower standard and, because of its vagueness, much more difficult to enforce. Tragically, it would result in increased risk to a wide range of wildlife whose existence has already been deemed threatened or endangered — like the spotted turtle, the peregrine falcon, and several species of butterflies. 

At a hearing of the House Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee, 147 citizens opposed SB 129, while only 13 supported it. Yet the committee voted to pass the bill despite this strong opposition to SB 129. 

Please contact your representatives and tell them to vote against this anti-wildlife bill.

Jack Hurley

Claremont, NH
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May 25, 2021 


 


Dear Honorable Representative: 


Soon a bill that would weaken NH's protection of endangered wildlife species – Senate Bill 129 – will be up for 


a vote by you and your fellow House members. Voices of Wildlife respectfully requests that you consider 


voting in opposition to SB 129. 


Despite the bill's language impression, harm will increase to NH's endangered species habitats if SB 129 


passes. Species already in danger cannot afford to be harmed by the loss of habitat essential to their existence. 


The importance of protecting NH's threatened & endangered wildlife species is a non-partisan issue. Through 


the decades, NH's representatives have most often been bipartisan when passing wildlife legislation.  


Please read the enclosed Minority Report of the Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee, followed by a 


published letter to the editor that succinctly frames the issue.  


Email us if we can answer any of your questions. Thank you for your support of NH's wildlife with a no vote on 


SB 129. 


Sincerely, 


Elizabeth Marino 


Elizabeth Marino, Secretary 


Voices of Wildlife in NH 


PO Box 5802 


Manchester, NH 03102 


 


Enclosures:  


1. NH Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee Minority Report (8 votes out of 18) 


2. Letter to the Editor by Jack Hurley, Claremont, NH 


 


House Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee's MINORITY REPORT: 


SB 129 is a bill that impacts the habitats of endangered or threatened species. The minority believes that by 


adding the undefined word "appreciable" when determining the results of the destruction or modification of 


habitats of such species weakens the endangered species act RSA 212. The minority further believes the bill 


provides a mechanism in which realtors and developers may bypass the endangered species act by making a 


donation to the nongame species account, the threatened and endangered species account, or the threatened 


and endangered species compensatory mitigation fund established in this bill.  


 




Elizabeth Marino, Secretary

Voices of Wildlife in NH

PO Box 5802

Manchester, NH 03102

Enclosures:

1. NH Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee Minority Report (8 votes out of 18)

2. Letter to the Editor by Jack Hurley, Claremont, NH

House Fish & Game& Marine Resources Committee's MINORITY REPORT:

SB 129 is a bill that impacts the habitats of endangered or threatened species. The

minority believes that by adding the undefined word "appreciable" when determining

the results of the destruction or modification of habitats of such species weakens

the endangered species act RSA 212. The minority further believes the bill provides

a mechanism in which realtors and developers may bypass the endangered species

act by making a donation to the nongame species account, the threatened and

endangered species account, or the threatened and endangered species

compensatory mitigation fund established in this bill.

May 8, 2021

Letter to the Editor: A threat to wildlife

Are New Hampshire legislators trying to fool us? SB 129, now under consideration

by the NH House of Representatives, is ironically and misleadingly, officially

described as "designed to minimize environmental impacts to endangered or

threatened species habitats." Sounds good doesn't it? 

Yet, this developer-inspired bill would actually decrease the protection of such

habitats. Currently, developers must show in their permit applications that their

plans "will not result in adverse impacts" on threatened or endangered species of

animals. 

But, SB 129 proposes that developers' plans "not appreciably jeopardize the

continued existence of such species or result in the destruction or modification of

habitat of such species which is determined by the executive director to be critical,

by requiring that all such action is designed to avoid and minimize harm to such

species and habitat designated as critical." This is a much lower standard and,

because of its vagueness, much more difficult to enforce. Tragically, it would result



in increased risk to a wide range of wildlife whose existence has already been

deemed threatened or endangered — like the spotted turtle, the peregrine falcon,

and several species of butterflies. 

At a hearing of the House Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee, 147

citizens opposed SB 129, while only 13 supported it. Yet the committee voted to

pass the bill despite this strong opposition to SB 129. 

Please contact your representatives and tell them to vote against this anti-wildlife

bill.

Jack Hurley

Claremont, NH

--

Voices of Wildlife in NH (VOW)

PO Box 5862
Manchester, NH 03108

www.voicesofwildlifeinnh.org
www.facebook.com/VOWNH

VOW, a registered NH non-profit 501(c)(4), works to protect NH's wildlife by advocating for

legislation and regulations and conducts research into elected official’s positions and voting

records regarding these issues and to publicize those results.



Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:28:47 PM
From: LSLITT@roadrunner.com
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 8:10:53 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: OPPOSE HB 129
Importance: Normal

Dear Members,
Please read these wise quotes and facts from those who understand the broadest implications of
man's inhumanity to other beings we share this finite earth with!

https://www.animalmatters.org/quotes/wildlife/
https://www.animalmatters.org/facts/wildlife/

HB 129 is a further attack on other creatures habitats when we've already taken WAY TOO
MUCH, and suffer the moral, health and environmental consequences.

Land and animals should not be treated like tools to bribe government agencies to enable more
unsustainable development. Where I live, the north country, the carnage is shocking, This valley
is turning into a disaster of growth and the natural wonders that existed here are being destroyed.

Will man ever realize the err of his arrogance in degrading our own environment which eventually
will be our own demise!

I hope the animals have their say and day in court about this disastrous, inhumane bill as animal
law emerges as the fastest growing sector of law.

It's time the animals got legal protections anyway, as improving the lives and habitats for animals
improves the conditions in humanity, currently suffering from our unbridled, unmitigated violence
to both wild beings and their habitats,

Part of Fish and Game's stated task is PROTECTING HABITAT and HB 129 is in stark
contradiction with that important obligation.

Laura Slitt
Bartlett, NH

mailto:LSLITT@roadrunner.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:28:47 PM
From: Alexandra Moffat
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 3:57:27 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: 129
Importance: Normal


My family and I totally oppose Senate Bill 129 for all the obvious reasons that any caring, science-
educated, wild-life admirer and respecter, humane-oriented person would. I have 2 great granddaughters
and very much hope that their world will cherish and enjoy the wild life in NH and the world. Wildlife is
under extreme threat from global heating, climate change and DEVELOPMENT. We cannot continue
forcing wild animals off their space ; it puts them -and us - in great peril. Letting developers have their
way in exploiting land is a recipe for promoting suffering animals, threatened animals and extinctions.
We must be wise and consider what has already been proved about the harms that come when humans
encroach on wild ecologies There must be rules to guide any development and fierce penalties for those
who disregard the demands of nature.

Alexandra Moffat 77 Stonehouse Mt Rd Orford NH 03777 <samoffat28@gmail.com> 603
353 4747

mailto:samoffat28@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:28:47 PM
From: Cathy Joly
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 2:18:51 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: NH House Remote Testify: 9:00 am - SB129 in House Fish and Game and Marine
Resources
Importance: Normal

Greetings,

I am writing in opposition of this SB129 bill.

I hope a realization is dawning on everyone that humans have made a disgusting mess of our
home - air, water, land - nothing has been spared, and some damage is irreversible. Once a species
is extinct, that's it.

So from this day forward, we need to be making decisions that heal, protect, and conserve all of
our natural resources.

My children, who are young adults, do not want to plan their future because they don't know
whether the earth will be inhabitable much longer. That makes me incredibly sad. It should make
you sad, too.

Kind regards,
Cathy Joly
Temple, NH

~~~~~
I reside on N’dakinna, which is the traditional ancestral homeland of the Abenaki, Pennacook
and Wabanaki Peoples past and present. I acknowledge and honor with gratitude the
land and waterways and the alnobak (people) who have stewarded N’dakinna throughout
the generations.
~~~~~

mailto:cathyjoly@icloud.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:11:31 AM
From: Gary Abbott
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 7:17:02 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: NH House Remote Testify: 9:00 am - SB129 in House Fish and Game and Marine
Resources
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
SB 129 Wildlife Review - House version.docx ;

Dear Fish and Game Committee,

Attached is my written testimony in support of Senate Bill 129 as amended by the NH Senate. If you have
any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,
Gary Abbott

Executive Vice President
Associated General Contractors of NH

gabbott@agcnh.org

603-225-2701

48 Grandview Road
Bow, NH 03304

agcnh.org

The content of this email is confidential and intended for the recipient specified in message only. It is strictly
forbidden to share any part of this message with any third party, without a written consent of the sender. If you
received this message by mistake, please reply to this message and follow with its deletion, so that we can ensure
such a mistake does not occur in the future.

mailto:gabbott@agcnh.org
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us












The Associated General Contractors

of New Hampshire, Inc.

48 Grandview Road    Bow, New Hampshire 03304

603/225-2701    Fax 603/226-3859





In support of Senate Bill 129

[bookmark: bkTitleDraft1]Relative to minimizing environmental impacts 

on the habitats of endangered or threatened species.

April 28, 2021



The Associated General Contractors of New Hampshire (AGC of NH) strongly supports Senate Bill 129, which clarifies the statute regarding NH Fish & Game’s review of impact to endangered species. We believe this language will give Fish & Game more flexibility in avoiding and minimizing harm. Currently, an increasing number of projects are being referred to NH Fish & Game for wildlife impact reviews, causing extensive delays. This bill would allow for the necessary clarification that would help keep projects on schedule. We look forward to working with DES and Fish & Game further on this issue.



The AGC of NH requests that the House Fish & Game Committee vote in favor of Senate Bill 129 as amended by the Senate. 



Respectfully submitted,

[image: Text, letter
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Gary Abbott

Executive Vice President
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Archived: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:11:31 AM
From: Paul Cunningham
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 9:11:32 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Senate Bill 129
Importance: Normal

D earH ou s e Fis hand Game C ommittee:

Iam writingto regis termy oppos ition to S enate B ill129 forthe followingfou rreas ons .

S B 129 allows jeopard izingthe end angered s pec ies ifthe jeopard izingis les s than
“apprec iable. ”

S B 129 harms end angered s pec ies and c ritic alhabitatas longas itis harm thathas
been “minimized . ”Ju s tbec au s e harm is notmaximized orou t-of-c ontrol, d oes notmean
itis s afe forthe end angered animals . M inimized harm s hou ld remain illegal.

S B 129 c reates a “mitigation fu nd ”option ford evelopers to pay fortheirprojec ts that
c au s e harm to end angered s pec ies . It’ s an immoralid ea forF& G’ s N ongame &
End angered W ild life P rogram to rec eive fu nd ingfrom the harm to end angered s pec ies .

S B 1 29 allows negative impac ts to end angered wild life thatare c alled “u navoid able, ”
withou td efining“u navoid able. ”Ifa projec tis nota tru e emergenc y ornec es s ity forthe
pu blic good , then the projec tmu s tavoid allharm to end angered wild life.

Res pec tfu lly,

P au lF. C u nningham, P h. D .
9 W ood ward D rive
M ilford , N H 0 30 55

mailto:pfcunning@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:11:31 AM
From: Margaret daiss hurley
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 5:06:22 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: OPPOSE SB129
Importance: Normal

Ioppose S ena te B ill129b eca use:

S B 129 a llow sjeopa rdizing the enda ngered speciesifthe jeopa rdizing isless

tha n “a pprecia b le.”W hy should the speciesb e jeopa rdized a ta ll?

S B 129 ha rm senda ngered speciesa nd critica lha b ita t a slong a sitisha rm

tha tha sb een “m inim ized.”Justb eca use ha rm isnotm a xim ized orout-of-

control,doesnotm ea n itissa fe forthe enda ngered a nim a ls.M inim ized

ha rm should rem a in illega l.

S B 129 crea tesa “m itiga tion fund”option fordevelopersto pa y fortheir

projectstha tca use ha rm to enda ngered species.It’sa n im m ora lidea for

F& G’sN onga m e & Enda ngered W ildlife P rogra m to receive funding from

the ha rm to enda ngered species.

S B 129 a llow snega tive im pa ctsto enda ngered w ildlife tha ta re ca lled

“una voida b le,”w ithoutdefining “una voida b le.”Ifa projectisnota true

em ergency ornecessity forthe pub lic good,then the projectm usta void a ll

ha rm to enda ngered w ildlife.

S incerely,

M a rga retH urley

C la rem ont,N H

mailto:mdaisshurley@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:11:31 AM
From: Elise Caplan
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 10:25:58 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: NH House Remote Testify: 9:00 am - SB129 in House Fish and Game and Marine
Resources
Importance: Normal

All,

I strongly urge you to oppose HB 129.
We need to be strong stewards of our wildlife not trappers and hunters decimating any population
of species. We need them all. There is much more national outcry for the better treatment of all
our wildlife. Take head. Now is the time.

Ioppose S ena te B ill129b eca use:

S B 129 a llow sjeopa rdizing the enda ngered speciesifthe jeopa rdizing isless

tha n “a pprecia b le.”W hy should the speciesb e jeopa rdized a ta ll?

S B 129 ha rm senda ngered speciesa nd critica lha b ita t a slong a sitisha rm

tha tha sb een “m inim ized.”Justb eca use ha rm isnotm a xim ized orout-of-

control,doesnotm ea n itissa fe forthe enda ngered a nim a ls.M inim ized

ha rm should rem a in illega l.

S B 129 crea tesa “m itiga tion fund”option fordevelopersto pa y fortheir

projectstha tca use ha rm to enda ngered species.It’sa n im m ora lidea for

F& G’sN onga m e & Enda ngered W ildlife P rogra m to receive funding from

the ha rm to enda ngered species.

S B 129 a llow snega tive im pa ctsto enda ngered w ildlife tha ta re ca lled

“una voida b le,”w ithoutdefining “una voida b le.”Ifa projectisnota true

em ergency ornecessity forthe pub lic good,then the projectm usta void a ll

ha rm to enda ngered w ildlife.

Thank you for your attention to this grave and critical matter.

Elise Caplan
NH, USA

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:elisegrila@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:11:31 AM
From: Katrina Yurenka
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2021 1:06:52 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

S B 129 crea tesa “m itiga tion fund”option fordevelopersto pa y fortheir

projectstha tca use ha rm to enda ngered species.It’sa n im m ora lidea for

F& G’sN onga m e & Enda ngered W ildlife P rogra m to receive funding from

the ha rm to enda ngered species.

Ia m opposed to thisb ill.

Ka trina Yurenka  

Ja ffrey,N H

mailto:kyurenka@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Monday, April 26, 2021 11:11:31 AM
From: SFournier - B.E.C.
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 7:07:03 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Please oppose SB 129 that legalizes harm to endangered wildlife
Importance: Normal

A pril22 , 2 0 2 1

RE : P leas e oppos e S B 1 29 thatlegalizes harm to end angered wild life; s hou ld not
bec ome law

D earC hairman L ang& H onorable Repres entatives ofthe Fis h& Game & M arine
Res ou rc es C ommittee:

Too many s pec ies , u nfortu nately, q u alify forbeingon N H ’ s threatened & end angered
s pec ies lis t. The fu tu re ofthes e s pec ies in N H is u nc ertain and wou ld be mad e more
u nc ertain ifthe protec tions c u rrently afford ed to them u nd erRS A 2 12-A –ou r
End angered S pec ies C ons ervation A c t–are weakened .

The pu rpos e ofS enate B ill129 is to make things eas ierforagenc ies , like the D epartment
ofEnvironmentalS ervic es , when permitapplic ations are forareas thatinvolve
end angered wild life. B u tthe effec tofS B 1 29 on end angered wild life is to d ec reas e their
protec tion and expos e them to ac tivities thatwou ld fu rtherthreaten theirexis tenc e. That
is too higha pric e to pay forc onvenienc e ofD ES .

B elow Iprovid e a more d etailed analys is ofhow S B 129 legalizes harm to N H ’ s
end angered wild life s pec ies thatIhope you willread . Itexplains betterthe reas ons why
I’ m as kingyou to s topS B 1 29 from bec omingthe new law.

Thankyou foryou rthou ghtfu lc ons id eration.

Res pec tfu lly you rs ,

Suzanne L. Fournier

S u zanne Fou rnier, C oord inator

B rox EnvironmentalC itizens

W orkingto P rotec tW etland s & W ild life atS pec ialP lac es

9 W ood ward D r.

M ilford , N H

A nalys is ofwhatS B 129 d oes to ou rEnd angered S pec ies C ons ervation A c t

1 –S B 1 29 wou ld c hange RS A 21 2-A –N H ’ s End angered S pec ies C ons ervation A c tby
allowingharm to end angered s pec ies thatis c u rrently illegal. The c hanges are being

mailto:broxenvironcitizens2@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


promoted by the N H D epartmentofEnvironmentalS ervic es (D ES )bec au s e ofc onflic ts
enc ou ntered by D ES withres pec tto is s u ingpermits ford evelopmentprojec ts . The N H
Fis h& Game D epartment(F& G)throu ghthe F& G C ommis s ion has voted to s u pportS B
1 29, thereby as s is tingin the weakeningofprotec tions forend angered s pec ies thatF& G
is c harged withprotec ting.

2–C u rrent212-A req u ires alls tate d epartments and agenc ies to as s is tF& G in the
fu rtheranc e ofthe pu rpos es of212-A thatinc lu d es this powerfu lgoal: “Species of wildlife
normally occurring within this state which may be found to be in jeopardy should be
accorded such protection as is necessary to maintain and enhance their numbers.”
Therefore, ac tions thatc au s e end angered s pec ies to los e ind ivid u als and the ability to
grow theirpopu lations are c ou nterto 212-A ’ s pu rpos e, es s entially illegal.

3 –Und erc u rrent212-A alls tate d epartments and agenc ies mu s tins u re thatac tions
taken by them d o notjeopard ize the c ontinu ed exis tenc e ofT& E s pec ies . In c ontras t, the
propos ed S B 1 29 allows the jeopard izingofT& E s pec ies ifthe harm c an be d etermined
to be les s than “apprec iable. ”Therefore, ifharm thatjeopard izes T& E s pec ies goes
u nnotic ed oru nmeas u red (i. e. , d ef. ofapprec iable), then the harm wou ld be legalu nd er
212-A . In F& G’ s c ompanion ru lemakingto S B 1 29 thatitis c u rrently u nd ertakingalong
withD ES , foran ac tion to be forbid d en, itwou ld need to appreciably red u c e “the
likelihood ofboththe s u rvivaland rec overy ofa threatened orend angered s pec ies ’
popu lation by red u c ingthe reprod u c tion, nu mbers , ord is tribu tion ofthats pec ies . ”There
is a hu ge d ifferenc e between D o N otJeopard ize thatforbid s harm and D o N ot
Appreciably Jeopard ize thatallows harm u pto the pointofbeingnotic ed and meas u red .

4 –S B 1 29 s ets a new, weaker, s tand ard ford epartments and agenc ies to follow when it
c omes to T& E . Und erc u rrent212-A , there is no legaljeopard izingofs pec ies and no
“take”in any form is legal, inc lu d ing, killing, wou nd ing, d is tu rbing, and haras s ing. F& G’ s
c ompanion ru lemakinggoes fu rtherto d efine “harm”as : any ac t“which acts to destroy,
degrade, or adversely modify the habitat supporting the species by interfering with
breeding, hibernation, reproduction, feeding, sheltering, migration or overwintering
behaviors that are a part of its normal or traditional life cycle and that are essential to its
survival and perpetuation.” F& G als o d efines “c ritic alhabitat”as follows : “a geographical
area that currently or historically provide(s) physical or biological features essential to the
conservation of an endangered or threatened species, and may require specific
management considerations.”

H avingd efined both“harm”and “c ritic alhabitat, ”F& G’ s N ongame & End angered W ild life
P rogram ironic ally goes on to s u pportharm to boththe animals and theirhabitat: S B 1 29
allows ac tions that“minimize harm to such species and habitat designated as
critical.” [s ee line 10 ofS B 129] Everyone wou ld objec tto “maximizing”harm, bu t
“minimizing”harm s ou nd s like s omethingnic e is happening, bu tin reality itis harmfu lto
T& E and is often s u bs tantialharm to s pec ies thatare alread y s tru gglingto remain in N ew
H amps hire. The exis tingprohibition ofharm is whatis need ed forthe pu rpos e of212-A to
be met–thatis , s o thatT& E s pec ies c an have a d ec entc hanc e to maintain and inc reas e
theirpopu lation s izes .

5 –L as tly, S B 1 29 alongwithF& G’ s c ompanion ru lemakingc reate a type ofinc entive-
s itu ation where whatis referred to as “u navoid able impac ts ”(i. e. harm)is allowed . The
projec td eveloperwho is d oingthe harm mightbe given the c hoic e to pay into a fu nd to
c ompens ate F& G forthe harm. [s ee lines 16-24 ofS B 1 29]



Summary of SB 129’s Changes to RSA 212-A

L ine 7 ----allows jeopard izingthe end angered s pec ies ifthe jeopard izingis les s than
apprec iable.

L ine 10 ----harms end angered s pec ies and c ritic alhabitatas longas itis harm thathas
been “minimized . ”

L ine 16 ----c reates a “mitigation fu nd ”option ford evelopers to pay fortheirprojec ts that
c au s e harm to end angered s pec ies .

L ine 19 ----allows impac ts thatare c alled “u navoid able, ”withou td efining“u navoid able”
forexample, as tru e emergenc ies ornec es s ities forthe pu blic good .

C onc lu s ion: The above analys is ofS B 1 29 allad d s u pto s eriou s harm to T& E s pec ies
thatare by d efinition alread y in s eriou s trou ble. Therefore, the only reas onable c hoic e is
to keep212-A s trongand make its tronger, notto weaken its protec tions .

A s d evelopmentpres s u res c ontinu e in N ew H amps hire, S B 129 wou ld pu tT& E s pec ies
atgreaterand greaterris kafterone d evelopmentprojec tafteranotherimpac ts them .

Ireq u es tthatthe H ou s e Fis h & Game & M arine Res ou rc es C ommittee rejec twhatD ES
is tryingto d o to N H ’ s wond erfu l, protec tive End angered S pec ies C ons ervation A c t.
O ppos e S B 1 29 pleas e. Thankyou .



Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:25:35 PM
From: Helen Tam-Semmens
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 3:00:46 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Oppose SB129 which threatens Threatened & Endangered wildlife species
Importance: Normal

As a member of my town's Conservation Commission, I see this SB129 which
weakens the protection of threatened and endangered species as costly and
irresponsible. All my neighbors I spoke to are opposed to it as strongly as I. We urge
you to oppose this bill.

This bill favors developers and the like, but costly to the environment and hence very
costly to NH residents and homeowners. It is well-documented that the protection of
one endangered or threatened species means the protection of countless other species,
and is touted as one of the most important ways in protecting our degrading
environment in our present era of climate crisis and 6th Mass Extinction.

The lake I live on has unprecedented toxic cyanobacteria bloom the past few years.
This is an increasing problem in many lakes in NH. Many big hemlock trees in my
neighborhood are dying/dead and costing us a fortune to remove. I noticed insects and
birds and other wildlife are disappearing. All these are related to the degradation of the
environment, with the web of life further broken everyday.

At this crucial juncture we NEED to strengthen our ecosystems, to make it more
resilient. The last thing we want is to weaken it further through this bill.

SB 129 may save developers a few bucks, but the cost to every NH homeowner and
resident down the road is tremendous. For instance, cutting trees alone will cost me a
few thousand dollars or more. Continued cyanobacteria bloom will decrease my lake
property value by about 25%, and hence increase everybody else's tax bill by a painful
amount. These and many other environmental costs are not counted in your
evaluations. I am asking that you must. Moreover, we have the responsibility to leave
NH a livable place to our kids and grandkids.

Please work to protect, not destroy, our most important resources. Endangered and
threatened species are important links in the web of life that constitutes our natural
resources. When enough strands on the web are cut, one day it will all of a sudden
collapse. Such is systems theory. Scientists know it will happen. We just don't know
when. So we must slow down this runaway train as much as possible. Please vote no
on this bill.

Sincerely,
Helen Tam-Semmens
Stoddard, NH

mailto:htamsemmens@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:25:35 PM
From: Melanie Shields
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 1:50:27 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

To the Committee,
I speak as a 45 year resident of NH. II believe it is up to us to speak for the animals, and
this bill does not. Please do not weaken the rules that apply to our silent neighbors who
cannot vote.
Sincerely,
Peter M Waltz
84 Brentwood Rd
Exeter, NH

mailto:bigleaf@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:25:35 PM
From: judi lindsey
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 9:35:15 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Judi - SB 129
Importance: Normal

Here are my comments about this bill. I oppose SB 129. You can't minimize harm! It is
harmful and we must not allow it at all. We can't allow payment to make harming animals
acceptable. That is truly unethical. It is inhumane to make it OK to harm wildlife if the
price is right! We've certainly done enough world wide destruction of animal (and
therefore human) habitats. It is no longer reasonable to use the word 'avoidable' in these
development practices. We are smarter and kinder than that!
Sincerely,
Judi Lindsey

mailto:judilindsey@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:25:35 PM
From: patti
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 6:57:05 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

Good Morning:   many NH Residents are Opposed to this bill which
will weaken our NH Endangered Species Conservation Act. NH's
Act was enacted in 1979, just a few years after the federal
Endangered Species Act.

Fifty years later, with everything we now know about how
important wildlife and wildlife habitat is for a healthy planet, if
we do anything at all we should be adding more protections to
our wildlife and their habitats and not less, as SB 129 does.

Peggy and Dick Patti

mailto:lovelllaker@verizon.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:25:36 PM
From: louis gauci
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 2:30:04 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Please Oppose SB 129
Importance: Normal

Dear Members of Committee,

Bill 129 would legalize harmful impacts to Threatened & Endangered
wild animals, like the lynx, the golden eagle, the spotted turtle, the
New England Cottontail rabbit, and all the species on the state’s list,
by weakening protections they are currently afforded when faced
with development projects.

We cannot allow profits destroy our environment and with it the
wildlife we so much admire.

So please for the sake of animals and ourselves vote against this bill
SB 129.

Thank you for your attention,

Louis

mailto:lgauc8@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us



Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:25:36 PM
From: Judith Ierlan
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 1:40:31 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

I am a member of the public,representing myself! The State of NH needs to protect our
Endangered species and all other Wildlife in our State! I so wish to be able to come to the
meeting on the 28th,but unable too.The cruelty towards all wildlife needs to stop!! How many
ways? The Fish and Game have seen it all! Why ,they are not fighting for them,by eliminating
all these cruel acts,like the snowshoe rabbit chase!! Please oppose this bill SB 129 Judith Ierlan
Greenfield,NH

mailto:jcarrohead@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: Jim OBrien
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 6:34:00 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Testimony on SB 129
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
4-28-21_SB129_TE_joint_testimony-final.pdf ;

Good morning –

Please find attached the written testimony from 6 conservation organizations – Appalachian Mountain Club, NH Association of Conservation Commissions,
NH Audubon, The Nature Conservancy, Society for the Protection of NH Forests, and New Hampshire Rivers Council - regarding SB 129.

Thank you for your service –

Jim

Jim O'Brien
Director of External Affairs
@jim_obrienNH
(603) 224-5853 Ext. 228 (Phone)
(603) 856-5378 (Mobile)
(603) 228-2459 (Fax)

jim_obrien@tnc.org

Find us on facebook!

The Nature Conservancy
New Hampshire
22 Bridge Street
4th Floor
Concord, NH 03301
nature.org

mailto:jim_obrien@tnc.org
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us





 


 


               


               


April 28, 2021 


Hon. Timothy Lang 


Chair, Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee 


State House 


Concord, NH  03301 


 


RE: SB 129, AN ACT relative to minimizing environmental impacts on the habitats of endangered or 


threatened species. 


Dear Representative Lang and Members of the Committee, 


Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony in support of SB 129.   We support the concept of the 
bill and believe that the rulemaking requirements in the legislation will provide needed transparency into 
the Fish and Game Department’s decision-making process concerning project impacts to threatened and 
endangered species, and how a mitigation fund would advance the protection of these species. 
 
We do oppose inclusion of the word “appreciably” on page 1 line 9 of the legislation.  The Department is 


required to determine whether an action will or will not jeopardize the continued existence of a species. 


Inclusion of the term “appreciably” only confuses the issue and may lead to increased litigation of 


Department decisions. 


The Fish and Game Department needs to define clearly how it determines if an action will “jeopardize the 


continued existence of” a species.  We believe that the professional wildlife staff at the Department are 


the most qualified to determine the degree of impact to a species.  This should be articulated in the 


Department’s administrative rules.  We don’t believe that the Legislature is best positioned to add 


qualifiers to a determination of whether or not a species existence is jeopardized. 


Currently, there are no administrative rules or other publicly available documents that establish a clear 


process, guidelines, criteria, or other replicable method for the Director of Fish and Game to use to reach 


conclusions under RSA 212-A. Without such criteria, applicants, the public, and the Department have no 


clear and consistent understanding of how these decisions are made.  Department staff are using a 


process and guidelines, but without a clear, publicly articulated process and guidelines there is no 


assurance of consistent practice over time, adding to the potential for litigation of a decision.  


We are pleased that the Department of Fish and Game recently took a first step to develop rules on this 


topic.  We strongly support the requirement in SB 129 for the Department to undertake a rulemaking 







 


 


process to define the terms and decision-making process in RSA 212-A. We believe that this rulemaking 


should be completed within the first year following passage of the bill.   


It is critical that the Department develop rules to clearly explain how it interprets “critical habitat” for 


threatened and endangered species, and how the Department will decide whether or not projects have 


sufficiently avoided or minimized impacts to these habitats.  We believe this level of transparency is 


essential if the legislature chooses to create policy that allows project developers to mitigate impacts 


through a cash payment.  The public needs assurances that the mitigation hierarchy – avoid, minimize, 


mitigate – is being applied consistently and in a way that prioritizes protection of these imperiled species 


held in the public trust. 


Mitigation payments are a last resort when discussions with an applicant fail to identify project 


modifications that could fully avoid or minimize impacts to a threatened or endangered species.  We 


believe that avoidance is the best option for the protection of these species. Mitigation payments should 


only be considered for applicants after all other avoidance and minimization measures have been 


considered and reviewed by the Department. 


Section 2 of the bill authorizes the Department to accept such payments where full avoidance and 


minimization of impacts cannot be achieved.  We appreciate and support the language included that 


segregates mitigation payments from or within the non-game species account.  This will ensure that these 


funds will be used only to advance the protection of threatened and endangered species.   


We also support the language in section 2 that requires the Department to engage in rulemaking to 


establish this mitigation fund so that the public is aware of how decisions will be made directing the use 


of these funds.  Again, we believe that this rulemaking should begin as soon as possible and be completed 


within the first year following passage of the bill. 


The NH Fish and Game Department has successfully managed several large mitigation payments to date, 


including the Karner Blue Butterfly restoration project in Concord and the Granite Reliable wind farm 


mitigation in Coos County.  Articulating clear guidelines for use of mitigation funds will ensure successful 


efforts in the future. 


Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony on SB 129.  We look forward to working with the 


Committee, the Department, and other stakeholders to ensure appropriate protections for T&E species 


and habitat under this bill. 


Sincerely, 


 
Susan Arnold  
Vice President for Conservation  
Appalachian Mountain Club  
 
Carol R. Foss  
Senior Advisor for Science and Policy  
New Hampshire Audubon  
 
Matt Leahy  
Public Policy Manager  
Society for the Protection of NH Forests  


Jim O’Brien 
Director of External Affairs 
The Nature Conservancy  
 
Barbara Richter 
Executive Director 
NH Association of Conservation Commissions 
 
Michele L. Tremblay 
President, Board of Directors 
New Hampshire Rivers Council 







Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: Kurt Ehrenberg
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 9:03:18 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129 Testimony in Opposition /Humane Society
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
SB 129 Testimony.pdf ;

DearC h airm an Lan g an d C om m ittee m em bers,

P lease ac c eptth e attac h ed w ritten testim on y on SB 129.

Do n oth esitate to c allasn ec essary.

Th an k you,

Kurt Ehrenberg
New H am psh ire State Direc tor,State A ffairs

keh ren berg@ h um an esoc iety.org
C 603 312 5988
h um an esoc iety.org

Fight for all animals. Th e H um an e Soc iety of th e Un ited Statesisth e n ation ’sm osteffec tive an im alprotec tion organ ization ,figh tin g
forallan im alsform ore th an 65 years.To supportourw ork,please m ake a m on th ly d on ation ,give in an oth erw ay orvolun teer.

mailto:kehrenberg@humanesociety.org
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us







 


RE:  SB 129 – An Act Relative to Minimizing Environmental Impacts on the Habitats of Endangered 
or Threatened Species  


Dear Chairman Lang, Vice Chairman Khan and members of the Fish and Game and Marine Resources 
Committee, 


On behalf of the Humane Society Wildlife Land Trust and our supporters who live in New Hampshire, we 
urge you to oppose SB 129 - An Act Relative to Minimizing Environmental Impacts on the Habitats of 
Endangered or Threatened Species. While we support the concept of the bill, we believe vital changes 
are needed so that the original intent of the legislation is fulfilled.  


Formed in 1993, the Wildlife Land Trust is an affiliate of the Humane Society of the United States.  We 
are a national land conservation organization, protecting over 21,000 acres in 32 states, including over 
1,000 acres in New Hampshire. 


If passed, SB 129 would allow state agencies such as the Department of Environmental Services to 
authorize development projects that could cause harm to wildlife. This is a bill designed to speed up the 
authorization process of development permit applications that are backed up for review by the NH Fish 
& Game Department. Rather than choose to allow possible destruction of wildlife habitat, the 
Department should be hiring more staff to carefully review permit applications. Ultimately, this bill 
would legalize harm to threatened & endangered wildlife species that is prohibited by existing law.  


As it stands, there are no administrative rules or other public documents that establish a clear process or 
criteria for the Director of Fish and Game to reach conclusions under RSA 212-A. It also does not require 
the Fish and Game Department undertake a rulemaking process to define the terms. The Fish and Game 
Department must develop rules to clearly show how they define “critical habitat,” how they will decide if 
projects avoided impacts to wildlife habitats and how they will determine the penalty when wildlife harm 
is done.  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony on SB 129. 
 
Sincerely,  
Cary Smith 
Program Specialist 
The Humane Society Wildlife Land Trust 


  


 







Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: Sanderson, Paul
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 3:54:05 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: NH House Remote Testify: 9:00 am - SB129 in House Fish and Game and Marine
Resources
Importance: Normal
Attachments:
Testimony SB 129 in H F&G 4-28-21Rev.docx ;

Testimony of the Fish and Game Department

Paul G. Sanderson
Legal Coordinator
NH Fish and Game

mailto:Paul.G.Sanderson@wildlife.nh.gov
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us
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New Hampshire Fish and Game Department

Testimony on SB 129

 House Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee

April 28, 2021



We write on behalf of the NH Fish and Game Department and the NH Fish and Game Commission to support the bill, as amended by the Senate, and urge that it receive a report of “Ought to Pass”.



Section 1 of the bill amends the standard of review used by all state agencies as they determine whether their actions could result in negative impacts to threatened and endangered species as required by RSA 212-A:9. The proposed new language is designed to move state law closer to the standards used by federal agencies as they implement the federal Endangered Species Act of 1973, as well as the implementing regulations of this law found at 50 C.F.R. Part 17, as revised December 18, 2020 at 85 F.R. 244, Page 82376 and 50 C.F.R. Part 424, as revised December 16, 2020 at 85 F.R. 242 Page 81411. These regulations were revised to implement Weyerhauser Co. v. U.S. F.W.S, 139 S.Ct. 361 (2018). This would allow our New Hampshire Courts to use the considerable body of jurisprudence that has arisen around this language to assist in adjudication of the difficult questions of fact and law arising under state law applicable to state listed threatened and endangered species. 



Section 2 of the bill provides authority to the executive director to accept funds paid as mitigation for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state, and directs how such funds will be held and used by the department.  It does not authorize the department to require the payment of such funds as a condition of any permit sought from any agency of state government, and is merely enabling legislation that assures that any such funds that are so offered shall be restricted as to their future use. Whether such funds will be offered is a decision to be made by applicants and other state agencies as they review requests for issuance of permits or other approvals administered by those agencies. 



[bookmark: _GoBack]Section 3 of the bill creates a new dedicated fund to be known as “The Threatened and Endangered Species Compensatory Mitigation Fund” to accept payments offered to the department as mitigation for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state. The purpose of the funds is set forth in section 3 of the bill, and requires a net conservation benefit to threatened and endangered species. We support the creation of this new dedicated fund, and the purposes set forth in the proposed new section. 

							

Sincerely, 



								Paul G. Sanderson

								Legal Coordinator

								NH Fish and Game Department
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regulations were revised to implement 



Weyerhauser Co. v. U.S. F.W.S



, 139 S.Ct. 361 (2018). This would 



allow



 



our New Hampshire Courts to use the considerable body of jurisprudence that has arisen around 



this language to 



assist in adjudication of 



the difficult questions of fact and law arising under state law 



applicable to state listed threatened and endangered species. 



 



 



Section 2 of



 



the bill provides authority to the executive director to accept funds paid as mitigation 



for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state, and directs how such funds will be 



held and used by the department.  



It does 



not



 



authorize t



he department to require the payment of such 



funds as a condition of any permit sought from any agency of state government, and is merely enabling 



legislation that assures that any such funds that are so offered shall be restricted as to their future use. 



Whether such funds will be offered is a decision to be made by 



applicants and 



other state agencies as they 



review requests for issuance of permits or other approvals administered by those agencies. 



 



 



Section 3 of the bill creates a new dedicated fund to be



 



known as “The Threatened and 



Endangered Species Compensatory Mitigation Fund” to accept payments offered to the department as 



mitigation for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state. 



The purpose of the funds 



is set forth in section 3 of the bill, and requires a net conservation benefit to threatened and endange



red 



species. We support the creation of this new dedicated fund, and the purposes set forth in the proposed 



new section. 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sincerely, 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Paul G.



 



Sanderson



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Legal Coordinator



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



NH Fish and Game Department



 






 


 


New Hampshire Fish and Game Department 


Testimony on SB 129 


 House Fish and Game and Marine Resources Committee 


April 28, 2021 


 


We write on behalf of the NH Fish and Game Department and the NH Fish and Game 


Commission to support the bill, as amended by the Senate, and urge that it receive a report of “Ought to 


Pass”. 


 


Section 1 of the bill amends the standard of review used by all state agencies as they determine 


whether their actions could result in negative impacts to threatened and endangered species as required by 


RSA 212-A:9. The proposed new language is designed to move state law closer to the standards used by 


federal agencies as they implement the federal Endangered Species Act of 1973, as well as the 


implementing regulations of this law found at 50 C.F.R. Part 17, as revised December 18, 2020 at 85 F.R. 


244, Page 82376 and 50 C.F.R. Part 424, as revised December 16, 2020 at 85 F.R. 242 Page 81411. These 


regulations were revised to implement Weyerhauser Co. v. U.S. F.W.S, 139 S.Ct. 361 (2018). This would 


allow our New Hampshire Courts to use the considerable body of jurisprudence that has arisen around 


this language to assist in adjudication of the difficult questions of fact and law arising under state law 


applicable to state listed threatened and endangered species.  


 


Section 2 of the bill provides authority to the executive director to accept funds paid as mitigation 


for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state, and directs how such funds will be 


held and used by the department.  It does not authorize the department to require the payment of such 


funds as a condition of any permit sought from any agency of state government, and is merely enabling 


legislation that assures that any such funds that are so offered shall be restricted as to their future use. 


Whether such funds will be offered is a decision to be made by applicants and other state agencies as they 


review requests for issuance of permits or other approvals administered by those agencies.  


 


Section 3 of the bill creates a new dedicated fund to be known as “The Threatened and 


Endangered Species Compensatory Mitigation Fund” to accept payments offered to the department as 


mitigation for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or habitats of wildlife in the state. The purpose of the funds 


is set forth in section 3 of the bill, and requires a net conservation benefit to threatened and endangered 


species. We support the creation of this new dedicated fund, and the purposes set forth in the proposed 


new section.  


        


Sincerely,  


 


        Paul G. Sanderson 


        Legal Coordinator 


        NH Fish and Game Department 




Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: Helen Tam-Semmens
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 3:00:46 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Oppose SB129 which threatens Threatened & Endangered wildlife species
Importance: Normal

As a member of my town's Conservation Commission, I see this SB129 which
weakens the protection of threatened and endangered species as costly and
irresponsible. All my neighbors I spoke to are opposed to it as strongly as I. We urge
you to oppose this bill.

This bill favors developers and the like, but costly to the environment and hence very
costly to NH residents and homeowners. It is well-documented that the protection of
one endangered or threatened species means the protection of countless other species,
and is touted as one of the most important ways in protecting our degrading
environment in our present era of climate crisis and 6th Mass Extinction.

The lake I live on has unprecedented toxic cyanobacteria bloom the past few years.
This is an increasing problem in many lakes in NH. Many big hemlock trees in my
neighborhood are dying/dead and costing us a fortune to remove. I noticed insects and
birds and other wildlife are disappearing. All these are related to the degradation of the
environment, with the web of life further broken everyday.

At this crucial juncture we NEED to strengthen our ecosystems, to make it more
resilient. The last thing we want is to weaken it further through this bill.

SB 129 may save developers a few bucks, but the cost to every NH homeowner and
resident down the road is tremendous. For instance, cutting trees alone will cost me a
few thousand dollars or more. Continued cyanobacteria bloom will decrease my lake
property value by about 25%, and hence increase everybody else's tax bill by a painful
amount. These and many other environmental costs are not counted in your
evaluations. I am asking that you must. Moreover, we have the responsibility to leave
NH a livable place to our kids and grandkids.

Please work to protect, not destroy, our most important resources. Endangered and
threatened species are important links in the web of life that constitutes our natural
resources. When enough strands on the web are cut, one day it will all of a sudden
collapse. Such is systems theory. Scientists know it will happen. We just don't know
when. So we must slow down this runaway train as much as possible. Please vote no
on this bill.

Sincerely,
Helen Tam-Semmens
Stoddard, NH

mailto:htamsemmens@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: Melanie Shields
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 1:50:27 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

To the C ommittee,
Is peakas a 45 yearres id entofN H . IIbelieve itis u pto u s to s peakforthe animals , and
this billd oes not. P leas e d o notweaken the ru les thatapply to ou rs ilentneighbors who
c annotvote.
S inc erely,
P eterM W altz
8 4 B rentwood Rd
Exeter, N H

mailto:bigleaf@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: judi lindsey
Sent: Tuesday, April 27, 2021 9:35:15 AM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Judi - SB 129
Importance: Normal

H ere are my c omments abou tthis bill. Ioppos e S B 1 29. You c an'tminimize harm! Itis
harmfu land we mu s tnotallow itatall. W e c an'tallow paymentto make harminganimals
ac c eptable. Thatis tru ly u nethic al. Itis inhu mane to make itO K to harm wild life ifthe
pric e is right! W e've c ertainly d one enou ghworld wid e d es tru c tion ofanimal(and
therefore hu man)habitats . Itis no longerreas onable to u s e the word 'avoid able'in thes e
d evelopmentprac tic es . W e are s marterand kind erthan that!
S inc erely,
Ju d iL ind s ey

mailto:judilindsey@comcast.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: patti
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 6:57:05 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

Good M orn in g:   ma n yNH Residen ts are Opposed to this billwhich
willweaken our NH En da n gered Species C on servation A ct.NH 's
A ctwas en acted in 1979,justa few years after the federal
En da n gered Species A ct.

Fiftyyears later,with everythin g we n ow kn ow abouthow
importa n twildlife a n d wildlife habitat is for a healthypla n et,if
we do a n ythin g at allwe should be addin g more protection s to
our wildlife a n d their habitats a n d n otless,as SB 129 does.

Peggya n d Dick P atti

mailto:lovelllaker@verizon.net
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: louis gauci
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 2:30:04 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: Please Oppose SB 129
Importance: Normal

DearM em bersof Com m ittee,

B ill129 w ould legalize h arm fulim pactsto Th reaten ed & En d an gered
w ild an im als,like th e lyn x,th e gold en eagle,th e spotted turtle,th e
New En glan d Cotton tailrabbit,an d allth e specieson th e state’slist,
by w eaken in g protection sth ey are curren tly afford ed w h en faced
w ith d evelopm en tprojects.

W e can n otallow profitsd estroy ouren viron m en tan d w ith itth e
w ild life w e so m uch ad m ire.

So please forth e sake of an im alsan d ourselvesvote again stth isbill
SB 129.

Th an k you foryouratten tion ,

Louis

mailto:lgauc8@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us



Archived: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 2:12:51 PM
From: Judith Ierlan
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 1:40:31 PM
To: ~House Fish and Game Committee
Subject: SB 129
Importance: Normal

I am a member of the public,representing myself! The State of NH needs to protect our
Endangered species and all other Wildlife in our State! I so wish to be able to come to the
meeting on the 28th,but unable too.The cruelty towards all wildlife needs to stop!! How many
ways? The Fish and Game have seen it all! Why ,they are not fighting for them,by eliminating
all these cruel acts,like the snowshoe rabbit chase!! Please oppose this bill SB 129 Judith Ierlan
Greenfield,NH

mailto:jcarrohead@gmail.com
mailto:HouseFishandGameAndMarineResources@leg.state.nh.us


 

RE:  SB 129 – An Act Relative to Minimizing Environmental Impacts on the Habitats of Endangered 
or Threatened Species  

Dear Chairman Lang, Vice Chairman Khan and members of the Fish and Game and Marine Resources 
Committee, 

On behalf of the Humane Society Wildlife Land Trust and our supporters who live in New Hampshire, we 
urge you to oppose SB 129 - An Act Relative to Minimizing Environmental Impacts on the Habitats of 
Endangered or Threatened Species. While we support the concept of the bill, we believe vital changes 
are needed so that the original intent of the legislation is fulfilled.  

Formed in 1993, the Wildlife Land Trust is an affiliate of the Humane Society of the United States.  We 
are a national land conservation organization, protecting over 21,000 acres in 32 states, including over 
1,000 acres in New Hampshire. 

If passed, SB 129 would allow state agencies such as the Department of Environmental Services to 
authorize development projects that could cause harm to wildlife. This is a bill designed to speed up the 
authorization process of development permit applications that are backed up for review by the NH Fish 
& Game Department. Rather than choose to allow possible destruction of wildlife habitat, the 
Department should be hiring more staff to carefully review permit applications. Ultimately, this bill 
would legalize harm to threatened & endangered wildlife species that is prohibited by existing law.  

As it stands, there are no administrative rules or other public documents that establish a clear process or 
criteria for the Director of Fish and Game to reach conclusions under RSA 212-A. It also does not require 
the Fish and Game Department undertake a rulemaking process to define the terms. The Fish and Game 
Department must develop rules to clearly show how they define “critical habitat,” how they will decide if 
projects avoided impacts to wildlife habitats and how they will determine the penalty when wildlife harm 
is done.  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony on SB 129. 
 
Sincerely,  
Cary Smith 
Program Specialist 
The Humane Society Wildlife Land Trust 

  

 



w w w .voicesofw ildlifeinnh.org
voicesofw ildlifeinnh@ gm ail.com

M ay 25,2021

D earH onorable Representative:

Soon abillthatwou ld weaken N H 's protection of end angered wild life species –Senate B ill129 –willbe u pfor
avote by you and you rfellow H ou se members.V oices of W ild life respectfu lly requ ests thatyou consid er
votingin opposition to SB 129.

D espite the bill's langu age impression,harm will increase to NH's endangered species habitats if SB 129
passes.Species alread y in d angercannotafford to be harmed by the loss of habitatessentialto theirexistence.

The importance of protectingN H 's threatened & end angered wild life species is anon-partisan issu e.Throu gh
the d ecad es,N H 's representatives have mostoften been bipartisan when passingwild life legislation.

P lease read the enclosed M inority Reportof the Fish& Game & M arine Resou rces C ommittee,followed by a
pu blished letterto the ed itorthatsu ccinctly frames the issu e.

Emailu s if we can answerany of you rqu estions.Thankyou foryou rsu pportof N H 's wild life withano vote on
SB 129.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth M arino

ElizabethM arino,Secretary
V oices of W ild life in N H
P O B ox 58 02
M anchester,N H 03102

Enclosu res:
1. N H Fish& Game & M arine Resou rces C ommittee M inority Report(8 votes ou tof 18 )
2. L etterto the Ed itorby JackH u rley,C laremont,N H

House Fish & Game & Marine Resources Committee's MINORITY REPORT:

S B 129 isabillthatim pactsthehabitatsofendangeredorthreatenedspecies.T hem inority believesthatby
addingtheundefinedw ord "appreciable"w hendeterm iningtheresultsofthedestructionorm odificationof
habitatsofsuchspeciesw eakenstheendangered speciesactR S A 212.T hem inority furtherbelievesthebill
providesam echanism inw hichrealtorsanddevelopersm ay bypasstheendangered speciesactby m akinga
donationtothenongam especiesaccount,thethreatenedand endangered speciesaccount,orthethreatened
andendangered speciescom pensatory m itigationfundestablished inthisbill.



M ay 8 ,2021

Letter to the Editor: A threat to wildlife

AreN ew Ham pshirelegislatorstryingtofoolus? S B 129,now underconsiderationby theN H Houseof
R epresentatives,isironically andm isleadingly,officially described as"designedtom inim izeenvironm ental
im pactstoendangeredorthreatened specieshabitats."S oundsgooddoesn'tit?

Yet,thisdeveloper-inspiredbillw ould actually decreasetheprotectionofsuchhabitats.Currently,developers
m ustshow intheirperm itapplicationsthattheirplans"w illnotresultinadverseim pacts"onthreatenedor
endangered speciesofanim als.

But,S B 129 proposesthatdevelopers'plans"notappreciably jeopardizethecontinued existenceofsuch
speciesorresultinthedestructionorm odificationofhabitatofsuchspeciesw hichisdeterm inedby the
executivedirectortobecritical,by requiringthatallsuchactionisdesigned toavoid andm inim izeharm to
suchspeciesandhabitatdesignatedascritical."T hisisam uchlow erstandard and,becauseofitsvagueness,
m uchm oredifficulttoenforce.T ragically,itw ould resultinincreased risktoaw iderangeofw ildlifew hose
existencehasalready beendeem edthreatened orendangered— likethespottedturtle,theperegrinefalcon,
and severalspeciesofbutterflies.

AtahearingoftheHouseFishandGam eandM arineR esourcesCom m ittee,147 citizensopposedS B 129,
w hileonly 13 supportedit.Yetthecom m itteevotedtopassthebilldespitethisstrongoppositiontoS B 129.

P leasecontactyourrepresentativesandtellthem tovoteagainstthisanti-w ildlifebill.

JackH u rley
C laremont,N H



Bill as

Introduced



SB 129 - AS AMENDED BY THE SENATE
02/18/2021 0416s

2021 SESSION
21-1076
04/05

SENATE BILL 129

AN ACT relative to minimizing environmental impacts on the habitats of endangered or
threatened species.

SPONSORS: Sen. Bradley, Dist 3

COMMITTEE: Energy and Natural Resources

─────────────────────────────────────────────────────────────────

AMENDED ANALYSIS

This bill requires all state departments and agencies to take actions designed to minimize
environmental impacts to endangered or threatened species habitats. The bill also authorizes the
executive director of fish and game to accept payment for the unavoidable loss of such habitat and
establishes a threatened and endangered species compensatory mitigation fund.

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

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold italics.

Matter removed from current law appears [in brackets and struckthrough.]

Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.



SB 129 - AS AMENDED BY THE SENATE
02/18/2021 0416s 21-1076

04/05

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Twenty One

AN ACT relative to minimizing environmental impacts on the habitats of endangered or
threatened species.

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

1 Endangered Species Conservation Act; Conservation Programs. Amend RSA 212-A:9, III to

read as follows:

III. All other state departments and agencies, to the extent possible, consistent with their

authorities and responsibilities, shall assist and cooperate with the executive director in the

furtherance of the purposes of this chapter for the conservation of endangered or threatened species.

They shall take such action as is reasonable and prudent to insure that actions authorized, funded,

or carried out by them do not appreciably jeopardize the continued existence of such species or

result in the destruction or modification of habitat of such species which is determined by the

executive director to be critical, by requiring that all such action is designed to avoid and

minimize harm to such species and habitat designated as critical. For the purpose of this

statute, “appreciably jeopardize the continued existence of such species” shall be defined in

rules adopted by the executive director pursuant to RSA 541-A. The provisions of RSA 212-A

or any rule promulgated under this chapter shall not be applicable to a state department or agency

when that state department or agency, in the process of undertaking an action, is required by federal

law or regulation to address the environmental impact on wildlife or wildlife habitat, of that action.

2 New Section; Fish and Game Fund; Funds Paid as Mitigation for Unavoidable Impacts to

Wildlife or Habitat of Wildlife. Amend RSA 206 by inserting after section 33-f the following new

section:

206:33-g Funds Paid as Mitigation for Unavoidable Impacts to Wildlife or Habitat of Wildlife.

The executive director may accept funds paid as mitigation for unavoidable impacts to wildlife or

habitat of wildlife within the state of New Hampshire. Notwithstanding any other provision of law

to the contrary, the executive director may accept and receive such funds without the approval of the

governor, the governor and council, or the commission. All moneys received under this section for

mitigation of impacts shall be deposited as follows:

I. For impacts to nongame species or the habitat of nongame species that are not considered

threatened or endangered, moneys shall be deposited in the nongame species account established

under RSA 212-B:6 and used solely for the purposes set forth in that section.

II. For impacts to threatened and endangered species or the habitats of threatened and

endangered species, moneys shall be deposited in the threatened and endangered species
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SB 129 - AS AMENDED BY THE SENATE
- Page 2 -

compensatory mitigation fund established under RSA 212-A:16 and used solely for the purposes set

forth in that section.

III. All other moneys received under this section shall be deposited into the fish and game

fund established under RSA 206:33 and used solely for the purposes set forth in RSA 206:34-a.

3 New Section; Endangered Species Conservation Act; Threatened and Endangered Species

Compensatory Mitigation Fund. Amend RSA 212-A by inserting after section 15 the following new

section:

212-A:16 Threatened and Endangered Species Compensatory Mitigation Fund. There is hereby

established in the state treasury a separate fund to be known as the threatened and endangered

species compensatory mitigation fund into which payments made pursuant to this section shall be

credited. The fund shall be non-lapsing and continually appropriated to the department, for the

purpose of funding projects that facilitate a net conservation benefit to threatened and endangered

species, including, but not limited to critical habitat creation or restoration and the monitoring and

maintenance of such areas. The state treasurer shall invest the fund as provided by law and any

interest received on such investment shall be credited to the fund. Notwithstanding any other

provision of law to the contrary, the executive director may accept payment for deposit into the fund

for an unavoidable loss of critical habitat from a proposed activity without the approval of the

governor, the governor and council, or the commission. The executive director shall approve

disbursements from the fund following consultation with the commissioner of the department of

environmental services. The department shall submit an annual report by October 1, 2022, and

every year there after, to the fiscal committee, the speaker of the house of representatives, the

president of the senate, the house clerk, the senate clerk, the governor, and the state library,

summarizing all deposits and expenditures from the fund. The report shall include, but not limited

to a description of all projects undertaken. The executive director shall adopt rules under RSA 541-

A for the threatened and endangered species compensatory mitigation fund no later than one year

following the effective date of this section.

4 New Subparagraph; Application of Receipts; Threatened and Endangered Species

Compensatory Mitigation Fund. Amend RSA 6:12, I(b) by inserting after subparagraph (364) the

following new subparagraph:

(365) Moneys credited to the threatened and endangered species compensatory

mitigation fund established in RSA 212-A:16.

5 Effective Date. This act shall take effect 60 days after its passage.
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