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w l‘l our t'l'ﬂ“”‘_\"c mosi I'lll'l'lli{l‘\
naturd resources are the Great Lakes. Not
anly are the Lakzs revered for their beanry,
hutthey alsoserve avirsl role in the nation’s
CCONDIY.

Ihe Greal Lakes system holds 20 per-
cent of the warld's fresh water supply tharis
used fon doinking, lood sausces, [THUES IR P
tion, pawer generation and eeervation, The
Grear Lakes region is home to 22 million
peasle and 13 000 mdsrmes - asignificant
portion of the maton's econcmic base.

Recently, the Grear Laxes basin - -
cluding portions of heois, Indiana, Mich-
gnn, Minnesota, New Yorle, Ohiz, Fennasyl-

vania and Wisconsin - bas become the sub-
ject of controversy. The ULS. Environmental
Pratection Agency (EPAY issuzd a st of
proposed regulations last April called the
Greal ~akes Water Qualiy Guidance, Also
knawn @ e Grear Lakes Ininative, or
simply “GLL™ the preposed guidance wall
apply W conany wd Gecpiye-uaned
wislewaler treziment plants in Lhe cight
states Jordering the Greal Lakes,

['the rxeclatons, which t7e slates are
reyuired o impement. are adopted aswrit-
ten, thousands ol manulzcturing and sew-
age laviliges that discharge treated waste-
waler info nvers, streams or the Great Lakes

By Suzanne Ketley

Don't Think YOU Won't Be Affected)

woulkl be forced 10 comply with averly-
stringent and costly new requirements
linniting the tvpe and amaount of subsiances
thatcould be conained in thair waste veater,
For exarple, selenium, a produer com-
maonly nsed in dandrit shampoos, would
be one ol the approximawely 1 38 substances
it wouhd e Dighly eogubated s vic sy
hanned Fom waste water discharges, even
at trace ameunts so inlinitesimal they can-

not be detected with modem technology.
The initiative & reoaving skeptical
reviews lrom some in the scientilic
conmunity including the EPA's Science
(Cominncdon page2)

ountesy of Genernl Electric. Erie. PA
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Great Lakes Initiative

(Continued from cover)

Advisory Board which has questioned the
scientilic peemises [or many of the GLIs
requirements. Furthermore, business and
municipal leaders are becoming increas-
ingly concerned that the regulations will
unfairly burden residents, labor, business,
agricultural interests, and municipalities in
the Great Lakes states with new lavers of
government regula-
tons that offer litke en-
vironmental benelit,
but impose enormous
cost and potential job
boss, and Ignore more
reasonable, productive
avenues 1© continuing
environmental im-
provement in the Great
Lakes.

“Wesupport water pollution controks
for the Great Lakes because we care abow
the health, salety and quadity of life in the
region. We love living here,” said Karen
Neale, Executive Director of the Grest Lakes
Water Quakity Coalition

“But the controls should be achiev-
able, flexible 1o address local conditions,
include cost-cffective options and be di-
rected to sources that are significantly harm.
ing our warters. We believe the GLI currently
faiks 10 meet these fundamental objectives.”

The Coalition, composed of repre-
sentatives from over 100 companies, mu-
nicipalities, wod sgricultural groups s work-
ing wensire that the final version of the GLI
is based on sound science and will balange
the reglon's environmental and economic
needs

The Coalition predices the GLL in s
current form, will have no significant im-
pact on the quality of the Great Likes be-
cause the rules do not adidress the chiel
sources of pollution - air deposttion, storm
water runoll, and contaminated soil and
sediment. Addressing only “point source”
dischargers, the GLI currently could impact
less than 10 percent of potential pollutants
in the lakes.

Inchustry and municipalities are al-
ready implementing and paying for a broad
spectrum ol environmental regulations and
programs, many of which are voluntary

“Existing laws, some of which are still
in the process of being implemented, have
dramatically improved and will cominue to

s according to Erie's
Mayor Joyce
Savecchio, sewer
bills would increase
1,000 percent.*®

tmprove water quality in the Great Lakes,”
sald Neale. “lmposing more regulations does
not ke sense untll we assess the effective-
ness of current programs.”

While cost alone should never be a
determining lactor in environmental policy
muaking, economics and jobs must be con-
sidered. The GLI, as proposed, will cost an
estimated $6 - 8 billion for indhsaries in the
Great Lakesregion, plus
another $2.7 hillion or
more lor municipalivies
ata time when they are
struggling 10 keep up
with many social and
other mandated spend-
Ing demands,

For exampie, the
City of Ene. Pennsyl-
vinia, estimates o will
have 10 spend $174 million 10 improve its
wastewater treatment plant and an addi-
vonal $47 million annually in operating
costs to comply. According 1o Erie’s Mayor
Joyee Savocchio, sewer hills would increase
1,000 percent.

Originally, only {acilities within the
Great Lukes Basin - the area that drains into
the Great Lakes - were 1o be impacted, but
some states have incicated that they will
enforce the regulations statewide. So even
facilities hundreds of miles away from one
of the Great Lakes will be required 1o com-
ply with the regulations. The Coalition is
concerned that the proposed guidance could
be a major negative factor In companics
determination whether to expand or locate
i the Grear Lakes region, According 1o the
Pennsylvania Local Government Confer-
ence, “GLI will have a stromg, chilling effect
on industrial development and mumicipal
growth throughout the region ®

The EPA is accepting written public
comments on the draft GLI until September
13, 1993, If you would like more informsa-
thon about the GLI and how to register your
comments and concerns with EPA, please
call Karen Neale at (216) 474-6858

Suzanne Kelley of Brookfield, Wisconsin
is the Area Manager of the General Elec-
tric State Gavernment Refations Opera-
ton and cwrrently serves as a Board
Member of the Great Lakes Water Qual-

ity Coalition.

Ed McDanniels' Stand For ™
His Land Vindicated -
Maximum Counsel
Fees Awarded

On June 23, 1993, the Pennsylvania En-
vironmental Hearing Board (EHB) awarded PLA
member and supporter, Ed McDannicls,
$10,000, the maximum amount authorized un-
der the Costs Acts, as partial reimbursement for
legal expenses which be incurred defending a
wetlands enforcement order issued by DER in
1988 and which was vacated by the EHB in
December, 1991,

After a trial in May, 1990, the Environ-
mental Hearing Board vacated one DER order
which had been issued on January 15, 198810
Mr, McDanniels which had directed him 10
remove fill maerial from and restore a pur-
ported wethaind on his property on lroquols
Avenue in Harborcreek, PA. The estimated cost
of the restoration exceeded $160,000 and Mr.
McDunniels” property would have become -
usable and for all practical purposes valucless
had the site been returned 1o the condition
was in before Mr. McDannicls developed b,
McDannicls attacked the order on several
grounds

The EHB conclucled that DER could not
order “restoration” of the site after advising him
that no permit was necessary for his Bl activity
and that DER had abused its discretion, The
Orcler was entirely vacated,

Asexpected, DER opposed any award of
legnl expenses vigorously. In its opinkon, the
Board noted: “It is the Department's contention
that the Board's adjudication of this matter was
not ‘rendered on the-merits of the case.” Rather,
asserts the Department, McDannicls' appeal
was sustained not because of merit but merely
due 10 the Department’s ‘administrative over-
sight” The Department contends that this is not
the type of case which the Costs Act was de-
signed 10 address

The Department’s characterization of s
action s simple ‘admintstrative oversight’ ig-
nores the basis of our adjudication. The Board's
decision was not renclered on the basis of a mere
technicality, bt due 1o our linding that the
Department had committed a clear abuse of
discretion by its actions, a decision which y™
miade on the merits of the case.

Moreover, contrary to the Departiment’s
pasition, It is difficult to imagine a case which



mote clearly falls within the designed purpose
of the Costs Act than the present case, where an
indivicieal was forced 10 bring an appeal at
ot expense 1o challenge the consequences ol
* Department’s ‘administrative oversighi

The Depariment contends that, regard-
less of Bauly, u valuable environmental resource
has been bost, and MeDanniels should not be
allowed to benefu from that, While we sympa-
thize with the Department’s position, an award
under the Costs Actis not 1o Benelit' or ‘reward
McDanniels for the loss of awetkand. s for the
purpose of reimbursing Me Danniels for o por-
tion of the expense incurred in having to de-
fend agminst a chear abae of discretion by the
Department

As with most all gories dealing with
govermanend agencies, even ones with happy
enddings, there is abways an element of “bad
news.” Mr, McDannlels' lability for legal ex-
penses tn the appeal exceeded the $10.000
Costs Act cap. Mareover, the Costs Act appar-
ently does not provide reimbursement for legl
expenses which claimants have 1w incor o
obin an award o the lest place, In the
McDanniels case, DER fought the cluim for
legl expenses like a stuck pig

Firally, the Costs Act doesnt compen-
sate for dumages caused by DERs abusive
Mon. Mr, McDanniels' land, which he had

aproved and developed and was hoping 1o sell

wats “ted up” by DER's Order for five vears
This i # heavy price 1o pay for the peivilege ol
dedending your Land

In an ellort 1w climinate some of these
inequithes PLA will seek legislation to increase
the Costs Act cap and its scope ol recovery

A\ b note — think about where the
money the Commonwealth pays out under the
Costs Act comes from— 7
Congratulations Ed McDanndels

Legal counsel Henry Ingram
(Right) prexents cliemt and PIA
ineinder Ed MeDanniels (Left)
witha $10,000ckeck from DER
for reimbursement af counsel

feesin the successfuldefense of
iy property righty

PFermsybeamda | andowmer

DO YOU FAVOR THE
INCURRING OF INDEBTED-
NESS BY THE COMMON:
WEALTH OF §50,000,000 TO
PROVIDE FOR THE FUNDING
OF NATURE PRESERVES AND

WILDLIFE HABITATS, AND
FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO
AND EXPANSION OF STATE
PARKS, COMMUNITY PARKS
AND RECREATION FACILI-
TIES, HISTORIC SITES, Z00S
AND PUBLIC LIBRARIES?

ANSWER:

“WHAT? ARE YOU CRAZY?
OF COURSE I DO! WHAT DO
YOU THINK | AM? SOME
KIND OF INSENSITIVE BAR-
BARIAN! I'M ALSO IN FAVOR
OF TWO CARS IN EVERY
GARAGE AND A CHICKEN IN
EVERY POT!"

[

Quietly this summer, the Howse and thy
Senate passed and Lt Governor Singel signed o
hill authorizing a $30 million bond tssue 1o
provide initial fimancing and ongoing funding
for i host of seemingly worthy peojects ranging
from fixing up our State purks to providing
erants for z00s andd libraries. The bill had origi
mally called for 2 593,000,000 bond issue bt
Governor Casey said it was too much and made
our guys in Harrisburg cut it back 10 2 mere
$30,000,00¢

Like miost other things governiment does
1n's oo good 10 be tre

It is bad enough that DER has managed
our State Park system so poorly that it has w be
bailed out by a bond issue. What's worse is the
bill bstitutionalizes a state policy of tax raiding
and kand grabbing by opening the Realty Trans
fer Tax Account in the General Fund, not only
1o state agencies but also 1o elitist private orga
nizations to (mplement antk-development pres
ervationist policies

Alver the bord proceeds are dished owt
beginning in 1994 and therealicr, the St
Treasurer will 1ake 15% of the ax money e
ceivedd from realty transler taxes (deverting f1
{rom the Gemeral Fund where st would other
wise be wsed for schools, roads, police prote
tion and ald to the disadvanuged) and distnb
ute some of it as follows

DER - 30% wo lix up parks and 1o acquire
more land for natural areas (10 mismanage?)
and grants for Radls-10-Trakls

Department of Communaty Allairs - 25%
{or general purposes, to fix up and develop zoos
and a big chunk for land trusts o grab kand

Historical & Muscum Commission - 1 3%
lor fixing wp historic sites and museums and
acquiring hened

The Fish Commission and Game Com
misston, which botharealready rolling in money
are cut in on the bond deal proceeds but appar
ently not on the ongoing raid on the General
Fund,

You (the general pubbe) will be asked 10
approve — in a referendum this fall — the hond
deal andd the actual ballor question which was
quoted here i the beginning. The ongoing
siphoning ofl of tax money and allocution of
that moncy is left to the bureaucrass

Don't forget we elected these guys in the
peveral assembly.,

You can be sure thar yvour legislator
whether or not he read the bill, & probably in
favar of this scheme and will wonder how you
could oppose it The first question you ask is

How muich does Pennsyivania collect annually
tn realty transfer taxes?” In feture communica
thons, PLA will give you some moee ileas

yeprember, [993



Attention Pennsylvania Sportsmen — Are You Supporting Property Rights?

Editors NOte: (1 the July 1991 fssue
of Pennsylvania Woods & Waters,
the monthly puddication of the
Unified Sportsmen of Pennsylvania,
Manuging Editor Hank Beclmer
expressed his viewpolnts In the
following editorial regarding a
meeting of the Fennsylvania
Landowners' Assoclation (PLA) and
the Unified Sportsmen of
PenmsyIvanie (USPY. Diring thix
informutional exchange., State
Representatives Howard Favgo, Jim
Merry andd Scotr Hutchinson
adlilressed relevany bssues of concern
to both sportsmen and Landownery.

On Juned, fattended a joint meeting ol
the Pennsyivanin Landowners’ Association
(PLA) and the Unified Sportsmen of Penn-
sylvania (USP). | watched the videos and
listened with grear interest 10 the problems
lacing the landowners, not only in Pennsyl
vandi, but across the nation, 1t doesa't take a
Rhodes Schokar o understand that the land
owners are caught between a rock and a hand
place. From the Wetlands Act. the Clean
Stremms Act, the Clean Alr Act, to the loss of
industrial business, the shrinking tax base,
and nuany othess | simply can't remember,
the landowners are in deep trouble, and
taking it on the chin every time some new
environmental law is passed

As a hunter, lisherman or trapper, vou
may wonder what the landowners' problems
have to do with you, Let me run this by vou
and then ask yoursell thar same question
e Pennsylvantit Gate Commission (PGC)
has 1,354 803 acres in holding as State Game
Lands (SGL). Using PGC figures of 21 deer
per square mile as thetr mansgement gool, it
works out 1o one deer per thiny acres, based
on 64 acres per square mile. That gives a
todal of 45,000 plus deer on State Game
Lands. Incidemally, the PGC and the SGLs
are part of the shrinking tix base—in some
counties @ cause for alarm, in some countics
somewhat bess Let me state here, | am not
castygating the PGC—simply pointing out
some lucts

Now ke into considernnon that the
PLA represents approximately 4,000,000
acres. One deer per 30 acres gives the hunter

Vemnsytvaniie Lancdkownes

By Hank Beckner

three times as many deer as the SGL bringing
the 1ol deer 10 135,000, It only cands 10
reason, we need the PLA land wo hunton. The
same goes for fishing. Miles upon miles of
waterways run through PLA lands. What will
we o il they post all of this land—NO
HUNTINGNO FISHING? And what if every
landowner and larmer joins this movement,
as well lhr}, should?
Where are we now?
Please understand, the
PLA 1s posting their
lnd NOT TO STOP
HUNTING OR FISH-
ING, but 10 get the
sportsment 10 ask for
permission! That's all!
They want to be able 10
have control ol their
property and 1o inform
us 10 the problems they
are facing

Too many times
in the last couple of de
cades, we've gone 1o the
mountains to hunt
deer. |l the property is

1 ——

it, withowt ever won

dering who owns it. Those times are over. We
will now see just how many times we hunted
on private property without permission. What
cuny we, as sportsmen do, if our ofd hunting
grovuncds are posted this year? 1 has a PLA
HUNTING WITH PERMISSION SIGN, go
get permission, Something else we can do—
join the PLA, even if we don't own land. Let
the bindowners know vou understand thels
problems and are willing to support them

PEA Presidenmt Ketth Kliingler tcemper) dixeussex lond s

Clennmer, USP Novth Centr

(el 1 Do

rivin

Chawaldd, USP Chatrnman of the Ho

Viice Prestdent: amd Iy

Belbeve me, it will be a cheap price 1
pay in the long run. And after all the years we
hunted on their property, it makes the price
not even worth mentioning. Don’t misun
derstand, the PLA i not trving to cocree you
into joining thelr organization; this s just a
suggestion from me. | know | doa't own one
square inch of property, but | will be joining
as soon as | fimish this
column. I's just my
way of saying thanks
und hoping | cottinue
to have some plce (o
hunt, fish and rap
without lencling off a
million other people
on a million acres ol
gane kands

The fgures |
wsed are only in gen

ralities, L did not have
the space to go county
by county, type ol
lned, Barmban, stan-
ing timber and all the
technical stulf necded
o provide our PGC
biofogists with a deer
per square mibe 1otal
The 21 deer per square mile s the PGCs
katest figure. | believe that figure 1o be on
optimum kand, optimum cover and food

I know some of you are going 10 ask
"Whaat ubout the state forests we hunt in or
the national parks lands?” Take a look at the
problems sporisimen are lighting with the
DELS. I you don't know what that is, read
last month’s WLFA column in PWW

**What can we, as
sportsmen do, if our old
hunting grounds are
posted this year? i it has
a PLA HUNTING WITH
PERMISSION SIGN, go el
and let the landowners
know you understand their
problems and are willing
to support them.**

IS )

N Vice

lor Puciley

President

USP Nowih

N, Charles Botgivne, USP President
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Hunters heading up w thelr favorite
spos last [all got a Tiuke upset when they saw
small, white signs dotting the landscape
Without really reading them, they sped over
1o Norm Clark’s house 10 see why he had
sudddenly posted them ow

The Susquetanna County farmer sug-
gested they go read the signs. They saw

Privine Property - Entry by permission only
duc 10 government bind use over-reguls-
ton

When the relieved hunters returmed,
they asked Clark what it was all about, And
Clark had just what he wanted - the chance
o 1ell them shout issues affecting his nghts as
A property owner

IS not o ban access, it's not 1o Slop
hunting,” Clark emphasizes. “If they expect
us ko support them in their recreational use of
Our progrerty they better Supparn our prop-
enty rights.”

Clark, of Springville, got o lighting
what he calls “bureaucratic dictaorship™ a
couple of years ago, Unthl then, he ran astone
quarry on the side. But he savs he quit be
cause he couldn’t comply with Department
of Environmental Resources (DER) regula-
fions

[0 get the agency'sarenyion, the Blue-
stone Association, of which Clark s a mem-
ber, decided 1o post nearby Meshoppen Creek
and close access by fishermen. Clark says
DER was suddenly cager to talk

The Bluestone Association dropped is
posting, campaign in the summer ol 1992,
when ot leamed of Pennsylvania Landown-
ers’ Assockation (PLA) Posung for Suppon
program, Rather than shut sportsmen o, it
POQUITES Permuission

In the meantime, Clark found another
ssue that boosted Interest in the posting
program: the proposed designation of
Meshoppen Creek asa scenic river, Hailed by
l'"\'"'l'lll”l'"lulh:\ dSEWavio '"l'\l'n'l' Walcr-
ways, the designation also restricts what land-
owners can do on kand surrounding s stream,

Clark says he helped get about eighu
continueus miles of the stocked portion of
Meshoppen Creck posted, with the land-
owners joining PLA. The effort has stalled
the attempt to make it 2 “scenic river.”

‘ICsimproved the relationship between
me and the sportsmen tremendously,” Clark
claims. He notes that abous eight hunters on
his property lave joined PLA

Dean Stang, a dairy farmimg neighbor
of Clark’s reaped another benell, Fishermen
used 10 block the road with vehicles so the
milk truck couldn't get through. He had 1o

Permaytvama Landownes

Posting for Support

Campaign lets landowners
bend sportsmen’s ears
on property rights

By Kim Bower-Spence

pull some cars owt of the way. The “permis-
ston only” signs help him park the lishermen
move appropriately

Telling Their Story

PLA, based in Erie County, Jobbies on
tssues like wetlands, scenic rivers, endan-
gered species - issues that impact an indi-
vidual bindowner's property rights. The group
began the Posting for Support campaign in
1089 10 enlist sportsmen in their fight, ex-
plains Lormame Bucklin, assistant executive
director

They've since improved communica-
tion with sporismen’s groups, she says. “We
have had very rewarding resuls.” Their phone
and local legiskators phones ring with ques
tions when a sizable tract is posted

“I's i constant, silent protest. When
you see that sign, it's like a 24-hour-a-day
lobbying effon.’

But, it’s a benign effort, she notes. It
doesn’t shut out sponsmen. “To ask permis-
SEON 1O CNECT SHNCONIC S Property is anmmaon
courtesy.”

Crevh

aoNied iy 7 fNORrim

PLA doesn't have a count of how many
acres are posted. But she notes that PLA
membership represents about 4 million acres
of private property. Members buy about 5,000
signs through the PLA office cach year

Most membership s concentrated in
northwestern Pennsylvania, where the group
got its start. But membership signs are creep-
ing across the stite, with swelling support in
places like Clark’s Susquchanna County and
in York County, Bucklin says

Commission Not Enthused

Clark feels the posting campaign im-
proved relations with the Fish Commission
in his county. In spring, the Comnsission
refused 1o stock Meshoppen Creek because it
wats posted. However, the Commission agreed
to stock next year if landowners also post

fishing permitted” signs.

“Obviousiy, that's the landowner's
right,” responds Steve Williams, deputy ex-
ccutive director for the Game Commission
“Any program thar might sctually decrease
hunter access 10 land, oe a perceived de-
creased access 1o land . that does case us
quite a bit of concern.”

Any sign may discourage hunters, he
adds. And, "1t isn't gonna make our jobs any
casier as far as controlling deer populations.”

Posting the PLA signs disqualifies tanms
from the Farm Game Program. Bucklin notes
that PLA will add a service this vear lor its
posting members. The office will provide a
fist of landowners wanting more hunters w
sportsmen who call

She savs some hunters have called for
such information in the past. This is the first
year PLA will promote i service that could
help members with an overpopulation of
lll'l.'

Jack Byerly, chiel of the Game
Commission’s Division ol Federal Aid and
Public Access, savs the agency has ollered an
phermative sign of s own since 1983 1
reads' “This land open 1o public hunting but
please ask permission belore you hunt”

This wording allows vou 10 remain in
the Farm Caune Program, he says. But vou
mitst request the sign from your local game
witrclent

For information on the Posting for
Support program, contact Bucklin ar (814)
796-3578
Reprint courtesy of “Penmsylvamia Farmer,”
September 1993 — Circubation 50,000
reaching agricultural nterests in West
Virginta, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Maryland
amd New J('!\(\
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Pennsylvania Landownenrs' Association, Inc.

Post Office Box 391
Waterford, Pennsylvania 16441

Mr. Peter S. Duncan

Executive Director

Pennsylvania Game Commission
2001 Elmerton Avenue
Harrisburg, PA 17110- 9797

Dear Mr. Duncan:

[ am President of the Pennsylvania Landowners’ Association (PLA). PLA is a non-profit Pennsylvania corporation
organized for the purpose of fostering improvement in general conditions affecting Pennsylvania landowners. Among it's
objectivesare to assist its members in understanding governmental rules and regulations which affect land use and to disseminate
information regarding property rights. PLA has approximately 1800 members who own nearly 4,000 00 acres of land throughout
Pennsylvania, most of which is relatively rural areas. Apparently much of this land is considered desirable by hunters. Indeed,
many of our members have opened their lands for hunting, trapping and fishing in the past. Regrettably, there have also been
numerous instances of unauthorized entry on these lands for hunting.

On an increasingly frequent basis PLA board members and staff receive calls from members and other interested persons
regarding the Game Laws of Pennsylvania and the Game Commission’s enforcement practices, policies and procedures. Despite
the fact that we have looked at the Pennsylvania statute and regulations and questioned representatives of the Commission, we
are unable to chart a clear path to answers to many of the questions which have been presented to PLA. We lave also looked
at the game laws of adjoining and other important hunting states. Frankly, these laws seem to be more understai.dable than ours.

The Commission’s “Digest of Pennsylvania Hunting and Trapping Regulations” states: “Remember — It is a privilege to
hunt and trap in Pennsylvania. Your hunting... license does not entitle you to trespass on private lands. Hunters....may be
prosecuted for trespassing....Always ask permission to hunt....” If this is in fact a statement of current Game Commission policy,
we believe that the policy is consistent with the rights and interests of private landowners. Could you please reconfirm that this
is current commission policy?

This, of course, leads to the next question. 1f a licensed (or unlicensed) individual enters privately owned lands without
the permission or consent of the owner and engages in hunting, has a violation of the Game Commission Law occurred? 34 Pa.
CS.A. 2302 (a)(4) states that it is unlawful “to enter or remain upon ....private lands without permission of the owner or their
agent, with the intent to violate this section.” This language appears to PLA to make entry for hunting without permission
unlawful but we are uncertain about the “intent” requirement. Could you indicate the Commission's position on the general
question of whether it is a violation of the Game Law to enter and hunt without permission.... with the intent to violate the act?

As 1am sure you know, other states’ game laws impose the burden and duty on the hunter to ascertain whose land it is
and seek permission from the owner. We get conflicting reports on Pennsylvania law. Some say it is not a violation of the Game
Law to enter and hunt without permission of the owner (and that entry and hunting without consent would be handled under
civil and/or criminal law relating to trespass). Others say it would be a violation only if a game officer “observed” the conduct.
I'm afraid the Commission's regulations may cloud the issues also.

In 58 Pa. Code 131.6, it seems that a WCO should “enforce” the Game Law and that should presumably include taking
action if Game Law is violated. But what action? Presumably a WCO can only arrest for violations which occur in his presence.
See 136 (b)(1), and will refer complaints requiring law enforcement to other appropriate enforcement agencies. See 131.6 (a)(3).

If entry and hunting without permission is a violation, and 1 recognize we have to get past this question first, what actions
might the Commission or a WCO take? Could the violator’s license be revoked or suspended, as it is in other states? Could a
WCO, upon complaint of an owner investigate and initiate a prosecution? Would a WCO respond if a landowner reported entry
and hunting without permission? Should the landowner post his property so that there is no question about “intent?”

The laws of other states are quite clear in these points and the enforcement practices and policies are well understood.
Perhaps some clarification of our laws is necessary if the answers to the questions raised here are not readily available.

Mr. Duncan, I recognize you are busy so I'l understand if someone on your staff responds. Thank you for your
consideration and for the prompt response of the Commission.

Sincerely,
Keith Klingler
President

Pennsylvania Landowner 6 September, 1993
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TRESPASS

Editor's Note:

Iraan ¢ffoet 1o “ckangy T oy our
imemers ety w bt the Game Com
mivsionr policy B reganding the tes
sy st wnd the dhary of hurlers
truppers amd ochers omering omo thy
s of arthes . PLA went right o the
source, Mr. Poer Duncan, Exccutne
Dircction of the PA Game Commissiin
Ay vou will see Jrom oar leiter, we
askal very spveific guestions, how
over we fanl 1o see anything in the way
of specifu answers from Mr Dunican's
reply. I appvars that kegrshathe o
sm will e necossary of property own
ers nights ave to v properly proveceed
regnding this isstie. Additlomal infor
maation refevant tothe PA Crame Com
adssion can be fornd on pages 1061
as roscarched and written by PLAY
begal counsel, Henry Ingrum

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

Pennsylvania Game Commission
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG, PA 17110-8797

Kelth Klingler, President

Pennsylvinia Landowners’ Assoctation. I
PO BOX 391

Wisterbond, PA 16441

Dear Mr. Klingles

This & w0 acknowledge receipt of your letter concemning
several issues of interest o the Penmsyivanis Landowners’ Assocta
Lo, Ing

e Game Commissson hus always promated the concept of
“ask permysawon before you hunt ™ Thas message 5 promoted
theough our Hunter Education programs, attending spontsimen's
club mectings, monthly game news publications and periodic news
releases

It appears thit you have taken Section 2302 (a) (4) ol the
Game and Wildlile Code oot of context This section apphies ondy
 someone whose presence b there solely lor the purpose of
disturbing lawful hunting Therefore. the answer 10 vour guestion
abour entering fand withour peemessson 10 hunt would be “No

The Game and Wildlife Code. 34 Pa C S5 shlent on the sste
ol trespass. Our Wildhile Conservation Officers are not empowered
to enforce this pormon of the Crimes Code Thes action would be
handled by the local s enforcement jurisdiction (Township o
Pennsylvania Saate Police) for the area, Our respoasibiliey 2 10
enforce the Game and Wildile Code and Rubes and Regulations
promulgaed by the Commission that concern the matural resources
ol the Commonwealth

Thank you lor woiong the Pennsylsans Game Commission
and allowing us 10 answer vour questions

Sincerely,
Peter 5. Duncin
Executive Director
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The PA Game Gommission...

it's Much More Than Hunting Licenses And Game Lands

0 its Annual Report, the Pennsylva
nia Game Commission provides a wealth of
statistical information about s activities,
programs and fnancial allairs. It ako pro-
vides valuable insightsinto the Commission’s
current view of Its mission and philosaphy

In the December 1992 Landowner, we
learned that the Commission owns over
1.350,000 acres of land in Pennsylvania. The
Anoutl Report states that these holdings
were increased by 11,516 ocres in 15 coun
ties during the 1992-93 fiscal vear, There are
now 288 separate game kands in 63 counties

As many PLA members know, in june
of this year the Western Pennsylvania Con-
servancy announced Hs acquisition of the
President Oil Company property, compris-
g over 11000 continuosts acres, in Ve
nango Coumnty, Ultimately, the Commussion's
massive land holdings will be swollen by
another 11,000 acres when, as contemplated,
that tract s transferred, It is clear that the
Commission is Ageressiy ely pursuing its kand
acquisition business

Other business is booming for the
Commission as well, Towl revenues col-
lected during the 1991-92 fiscal year ex-
coeded $50,400,000, an increase of 3.2 per-
cent or maore than $1,500,000 over the pre-
ceding year. And, as you might expect, when
governiment bureancracies get more money,
they generally spend more. For the sune
penod, the Commission’s annual expendi-
tures exceeded $48.000,000, an increase of
over $5.000,000 from the preceding year,

It 18 often sasd that the Game Commis-
sion 15 a4 good government agency (an oxy-
moron perhaps!) becanse it s funded in
elfect by “user” fees; in this particular case
revenues from the sale of hunting Boenses
This s partially troe. Of its moee than
$30.000,000 in total revenues, over
$26 000,000 or abow 52% comes from the
sale of licenses. The other 48% comes from a
variety of sources such us fines and penalties

$1,684, 606, sale of timber, coal and oll and
gas - S8.831.000, interest income -

By Heury Ingram, Exq

$4.332.45) and 2 category euphemistically
referred 0 as an “augmentation ”
‘Augmentation” s “burcaucratese”
used 10 describe revenne sources such s aid
the Commission receives from the federal
government. The Commission receives fed-
eral aid “avgmentation” of $7,100,000, 1 5%
ol its total budget. from lederl taxes. The
Annual Report seems 1o ghoat that federal tax
moncy was up 25%, or $1.500,000 over last
vear and that Pennsylvania receives more ol
it than any other states except Texas and
Alaska. 11's probably a good thing the Com-
mission doesn't have direct taxing authority!

“it seems odd for
the Commission to

react so negatively
to PLA's Posting for

Support Program
which is nothing

more than a
reiteration of state
Commission policy.**

When you stop and think about i, why
does the Commission need more federal tax
maoney when s other reverues are on the
increase]? Consider wlso the fact that as a
Nation we're about 1o cap Medicare benefits,
probubly increase taxes on Social Security
rectpients and make cven more cuts iIn ex-
penditures for national defense. Does it make
sense 1o take more lederal money when we
are as 2 navon desperately trying W ot
spending? In this time of beli-tightening, do
we need this? On the general subject of
taxation, as the Commission continues 1o
gobble up privately owned lands, the real
estate wax hase of our Jocal municipalities will

continue ieshrink because stare owned lands
are exempt from property taxation. 1 is true
that Act 120 of 1984 requires the Commis-
ston 1o pay local governments sixty cents per
acre in lieu of real estate taxes on Commis-
sion property. This fiscal year these pay-
ments in-lieu-of taxes amounted to a total of
only $813.000 This seems like a plinance
when you consider that the Commission
received S7.902,000 for “commercial forest
management services” - Le., burcancratese
for “commercial timber sales,” up more than
0% from Last year, plus the revenues from
coal and otl and gas sales. Compared 10 many
other government entities, the Commission
is rolling in money. There may be nothing
inheremtly wrong with that but 1t seems a
tintke unfatr when most of our local govern
ments are strapped for revenues

From the foregoing we can see that the
Commission & very successful in mising
money and acquiring land. The Annal Re-
port adso ceszs some Hight onthe Commission's
view ol its mission in Pennsylvania. This
where the policy questions begin to pop up in
great numbers. An editotial in the Pennsylva-
nia Game News, the Commussion’s offictal
organ, reveals i views

the Game Commission is
more than an organization that just
sells bunting and trapping licenses
and scts seasons and bag limits, The
Game Commission Is multifaceted
and extremely successful in accom-
plishing & wide armay of responsibili-
ties. The agency provides services o
not just sportsmen, bat every Penn-
sylvanian.”

Any carctul reader of the Conymission s
Annual Report and its other publications will
conclude that the Commission views itsell as
a full-blown wildlife and noturl resources
regulatory agency. Although the Commis-

ston uses words 1o characterize its activities £ N

such as “wildhife management,” “habita con-
serviastion” and “natural resources protec-




tion,” which tend to obscure the full range of
its activities and power, it is indeed more
than hunting licenses and game lands. In

o~ practical terms, the Commission is a semi-

autonomous, well funded regulatory agency
withadefined political and regulatory agenda.
It has law enforcement powers, a broad con-
stituency and it is not directly answerable to
the ordinary citizens of Pennsylvania. Its
diverse and secure funding sources also tend
to “immunize” it from the day-to-day prob-
lems which confront other governmental
agencies that are funded directly by taxes
and, at least in theory, answerable to elected
officials and, ultimately, voters." This is a
nice, comfortable position to be in as can be
attested to by anyone who has visited the
Commission’s luxurious headquarters facil-
ity in Harrisburg. In the Annual Report Ex-
ecutive Director Peter Duncan’ states:

“Land acquisition, habitat en-
hancement projects, Project WILD
and, we trust, our many other accom-
plishments serve as testimony to our
commitment to active, scientific man-
agement in order to assure that future
generations can enjoy equal or better
opportunities for consumptive and
nonconsumptive outdoor recreation.”

Itwould be difficult to quarrel with Mr.
Duncan’s commitment to future generations
but there may be real concerns by landown-
ersabout all of the means selected to achieve
the end and the scope of the Commission’s
self-proclaimed mission.

First, the Commission’s already vora-
cious appetite to acquire land is whetted by
private land trust and conservancy groups
which promote and develop mechanisms to
fund transfers of land from the private own-
ership to the government. In addition to the
impact such transfers will ultimately have on
the real estate tax base, many of the
Commission’s potential partners in such land
deals are unrelenting advocates of the anti-
development/preservationist philosophy. To
put it mildly, it would be difficult to imagine
that the Commission would be able (if it
wanted to) to resist the temptation to at least
pay lipservice to or, at worst, adopt entirely

that philosophy in developing management
plans for such lands. As has been discussed in
these pages previously, the expansion of gov-
ernment ownership of land raises serious
policy questions particularly if multiple uses
of such land are to be restricted (as is most
often the case, it seems).

¢ Just like the Fish
Commission, the Game
Commission is a
powenrful, influential
and well-funded
bureaucracy which
advocates and
implements its policies
skillfully and
aggressively,
seemingly independent
of external control.”

The Commission’s aggressive land ac-
quisition program is accompanied by its so-
called “public access programs.” The goal of
those programs is to expand hunter access to
private lands while protecting “cooperators”
against unsportsmanlike conduct. Accord-
ing to the Annual Report:

21,846 landowners keep more
than 2,493,000 acres open to hunt-
ing. .. Our Safety Zone Program now
has 8,730 cooperators, covering more
than 1,391,000 acres. The Forest
Game Cooperative Program has
588,000 acres. These programs do
not give unlimited access; hunters
should contact cooperating landown-
ers for permission.

“Cooperators” in these programs have
probably come to realize that there are

frequently strings attached to the “benefits”
that these programs purportedly bestow
on landowners. A cynic might even suggest
that the programs may all involve thinly
veiled efforts to place additional government
controls on private lands. As to the
notion of protecting landowners from
“unsportsmanlike conduct” and the
Commission’s commitment to the concept
that hunters should contact landowners for
permission to enter for hunting, there ap-
pears to be some gaps in the Commission’s
authority. The Commission’s publications
and Executive Director Duncan at least pay
lip service to “ask permission before you
hunt.” However, the Commission, in re-
sponse to a letter from PLA President Keith
Klingler admitted that the Game and Wild-
life Code, unlike similar law in other states, is
silent on the issue of trespass and that Wild-
life Conservation Officers are not empow-
ered to enforce provisions of the Crimes
Code applicable to unauthorized entries. Ap-
parently the Commission views itsell power-
less to deal effectively with unauthorized or
trespassory entry on private lands for hunt-
ing. It seems odd then for the Commission to
react so negatively to PLA’s Posting for Sup-
port Program which is nothing more than a
reiteration of state Commission policy.

Even for those of us who subscribe to
the Commission’s laudable objective to pro-
vide excellent outdoor recreation for future
generations, some of the practices and poli-
cies described here and in the Annual Report
should give us pause for reflection and con-
cern. The continuing transfer of private land
to the government is simply alien to the
institution of private property. The imple-
mentation of the anti-development/preser-
vationist philosophy in virtually any govern-
ment program is inconsistent with the free
enterprise system, a strong economy and our
individual freedoms.

Just like the Fish Commission, the
Game Commission is a powerful, influential
and well-funded bureaucracy which advo-
cates and implements its policies skillfully
and aggressively, seemingly independent of
external control. As with any entrenched
bureaucracy, the potential for abuse exists.

1. I doubt that many of us know who the members of the Game Commission are and what they do or believe. Their names, addresses and
telephone numbers are listed at the end of this article. Why not contact them if you have any questions about the Commission?

2. Mr. Duncan is familiar to many of us as a former Secretary of DER.
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The Game Commission

Any landowner concerned about govern-
ment intervention in the use and enjoyment
of private property should be aware of the
influence that the Game Commission exens
in natural resources regubation and land vse
control in Pennsylvania.

Happily for those of us who are con-
cerned about the apparent affinity (or drift)
of the Commission toward the anti-develop-
meny/preservationist camp, and s voracious
appetite to acquire more and more kand, our
“system” seems 10 be providing some checks
and balances

First and somewhar ironically, the
Commission is fecling a sting that many PLA
members and private enterprises have fely
The Commission Is under attack by a simall
bt vocal extremist, “anti-” group which is
violently opposed to one of the Commission's
primary activities - the promotion ol hunting
and trapping. The Commission 1s now learn-
ing, just as farmers, builders and others who
utilize natural resonrces o cam a living have
learned, that these extremist “antl-"groups
attmct medin attention irrespective of the
merits of their posttions. Indeed, the Annual
Report states:

Aunti-hunting and anti-4rapping
threats are increasing with every pass-
ing day. To combat these threats, the
Game Commission and other wild-
lile agencies are adopting a more
proactive position by increasingly
investing in efforts designed to reach

(Contimued from page 11)

groups, civic organizations and other
publics. Although we're beginning to
reach new audiences, the steps seem
largely inadequate when we consider
the amount of anti-hunting and anti-
trapping thetoric fotsted upon the
public by the general media and our
education system.

“Any landowner

government
intervention in the use
and enjoyment of
private property
should be aware of
the influence that the
Game Commission
exerts in natural
resources regulation
and land use control in

Pennsylvania.”

Could it be that the Commission will

support of ordinary citizens, lamb“maml'
taxpayers 10 help fend off the animal rights
extremists who now attack it? Secondly, and
perhaps mast importantly, the Commission
may be beginning o hear a more balanced
volce [rom its conventional constituency, the
thousands of sportsimen who cherish the
huntingand fishing opponunitics which exist
in Pennsylvanda. More and more sportsmen
recognize and are willing 1o publcly ac-
knowledge that respect for propenty rights
and landowners' freedom 1o engage in ol
tiple use of private lands are essential 1 and
entirely harmonions with the rightsand peivi-
leges of sportsmen 10 hunt and fish in Penn-
sylvania. Perhaps the Commission and other
government entities will come 10 realize tha
bureaucrane extremist coercion and intru-
sion are on the way out. Let's hope so

Henry Ingram ts Chatrman of the
Natural Resources & Environmental
Law Section of Buchame Ingersoll,
P.C and has praciiced law Jor over
20 yeurs. Mr, Ingram and his
assoclate, John Ward, also serve as
leged counsel for PLA. Questions or
comments regurding this article or
any other legal issiee may be directed
to Mr. Ingram in Piesbuegh at (412)
F62- 1645 or Mr. Ward in Harvishurg
at (717) 2374815

non-hunting sudiences - school have to re-enter the mainstream and clici
Miller, George M., President .................. RD, 31, Box 986, Brockway 15824 ... Res - B14/265-0433
Wagner, Roy J., Jr., Vice-President ........... 1333 W, Philadelphia St, York 17404 .. . Res - 717/845-3972
Vogue, Edward L, Jr., Searetary ... 556 Pittston Ave., Dupont 18641 . Res = TIT/054-7362
Clemens, Clair W, ... .073 Reinert R, Hathiekd 19430 Bus, = 2197368-2500, Ext. 208
Res - 2157233067
Crafts, Edson S. .cooviiviciiiicnccsinan, 09 Fourth St, Huntingdon 16652 .............Bus. - 81446431310
408 Fourth St., Humtingdon 16652 ... Res - 8140433718
Fredericks, Dennis R oo 119 Fawn Valley Dr., McMurmay 15317 . Res. ~ 4129418602 Q
Kuztalk, Mary Jane ... R.D. 28, Box 231, Danville 17821 ..o Res. = 7174373644
Peassyivanda [andovwner 12 September, 1993



Together We Gan Make It Happen

Together, as a unified membership, WE can make a difference and bring about the legislative and regulatory changes that are
needed regarding land use issues. However, as business and private landowners, we all understand that change happens only with
the necessary dollars to support those changes. It is with this in mind that this year the new membership structure went into effect

to help us reach our goals. PLA would like to take this opportunity to thank each of you for your continued support through
memberships and additional contributions.

Every member is equally important to our cause and to the efforts of the PLA! However, members listed below have voluntarily
chosen to support PLA by renewing in the newly established categories designed to provide needed dollars for the continuation of
private property rights protection. Our sincere thanks to ALL members who renewed their 1993-94 memberships and have soloyally
supported PLA since its inception.

Business Il

Robert Brace & Sons, Inc.
Brookville Wood Products
Buchanan Ingersoll, P.C.
Troyer Potato Products

Business |
Harry H. Fox, Jr.
Gas Field Specialists

Affiliate

Babylon Hunting Club

Chautaugua County Farm
Bureau

Builders Association of
f'Metropolitan Pittsburgh

Seven Springs Municipal
Authority

Hanley and Bird, Inc.
Allegheny Valley Realtors
Valley View Development
PA Mining Professionals
PA Assoc. of Realtors

Mobile County Landowners
Association

Allegheny Hardwood Utilization

Group

Pennsylvania Independent
Petroleum Producers

Blue Mountain Snowmobile Club

Associate il
Cubbon Resources, Inc.
R.C. Southwell

Harry Chapman

E.L. Heard & Son

Unified Sportsmen of
Pennsylvania

Associate Il

7 Scott Campbell
Meadville Redi-Mix
Cochran-Zandi Lumber
PA Blue Stone Association

Pennsylvania Landowner

Hardwood Lumber Manufactur-
ers Association

Pennsylvania Land Improve-
ment Contractors

Associate |

Woodard Associates

White, Saad & Associates
Laura D. Coal, Inc.

Neil Brown

Canterbury Coal Co.
Champion Lumber Co., Inc.
Forest Land Services
Ohnahdagon Society
Thomas Construction, Inc.
D.W.L. Coal

D.M. Boyd Co.

TDK Coal Sales, Inc.

Darl Kennemuth

Arlene English

Dunn Brothers

Morco, Inc.

Allegheny Forestry, (nc.
Northwestern Rural Electric
Michael Angelo Corry, Inc.
Corry Peat Products Co.
Sawyer Enterprises
Pennock Sales & Service
Dean Giover

Ron Jones Hardwood Sales
Jim Brozell Contractors
Lynn S. Hofius

Waterford Hotel

Russell's House of Furniture
Hurst Potato Sales

Ted Ethridge Lime Spreading
Nelson Trucking

Port Farms

Troyer Construction Equip. Co.
Woodberry Development, Inc.
Edward P. McDanniels
Perry Construction Group

Cooney Bros. Coal Co.

K & J Coal, Inc.

Kane Hardwood

Frank Novosel Logging
Larry M. Wolfe

R.E. Wolfe Lime Service
Sylvan Gien, inc.

Larry Hatter

PA Potato Cooperative

Mt. Parnell Fisheries
Holiday Pocono Civic Assn.
J & L Shafer Farms

Dr. Eugene Barnsteiner
Sunrise Ventures, Inc.
Rorabaugh Lumber

R. H. Bommer/C.E. Geesaman

individual V
North Cambria Fuel
. L. Geer

Lauger Farms
Steven E. Rensma
Wilbur & Dora Devore
Stutzman Lumber
David Oas

Glenn V. Troyer
Cletus Troyer
Evergreen Farms
Timberland Ltd.
Bernard Kertz
James O. Breene, Jr.
Kevin Troyer

Ron Troyer

Individual IV
Thomas Giordano
Harold Voelpel

H & H Materials, Inc.
Larry Sousa

Doug Gilbert

Mead Oil Company

Joseph W. Arnold
James Wilson, Jr.
Dick Nichols

H. James Hammond
George Kirik

Mick Brothers Lumber
Richard Stutzman
Skelton Dairy Farms
Patrick Dougherty
Fred C. Luke
Thomas G. Meehl
John W. Greeng, Sr.
Shreve Farms
William Wurst, Jr.
Paul Albrecht

David Albrecht

Tom Albrecht

Loper Farms

Albert W. O'Connell
Mountain Aviation
Herman Espy/Espy Farms
Charles Bloomquist
Burdette M. Cowburn
James E. Hoopes
John Fox

Roger Springer

John Plouse

Edward Davailus

Randy Mebon/Green Meadow
Farms

David Byler/Byler Brothers Farm

If your name, Association,
Business, or Corporation
has been inadvertantly
omitted or listed incor-
rectly, please contact our
office so that we may
rectify your affiliation.
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UPDATES

U.8. Supreme Court Orders South Carolina
To Pay In Regulatory Taking Case

On July 7, 1993, the state of Sosuh Caroling was ordered by the
US, Suprenwe Court 1o pay David Lucas $1.575 million as compen-
sation for 1he regubatory taking of his two beachfront lots, located on
an already developed area of the beach. The case began whea the state
possed @ “Beachlront Management Act™ after Mr. Lucas had pur-
chased his lots, thereby preventing him from building. The state's
assertion was that such building by Mr, Lucas would constitute a
nutsance, The Court linally ordered the state to prove that the Lucas
home would be a nussance when the others on the beach were not ot
pay Mr. Lucas. Result: South Carolina paid.

The stare of South Carolina hias now decided to recoup its osses
in this case by selling off these two lots for - DEVELOPMENT? What
a novel idea!! John Echeverria, Chiel Counsel ol the National
Audubon Society, had this 10 say about the state’s decision: *| The
decision | opens the state to charges ol hypocrisy when it is willing to
have an economic burden fall on an individuad bt not when the
funds have 10 come out of an agency budget. ™ Washington Post - 7717/
93 In the words of Ann Corcoran, Editor of Land Rights Letter... *Gee
John, we conldn’t have said b better ourselves!”

National inholders Associations'
“Clinton Free Zone” Campaign

The National Inholders Assoctatbon is makingavaikable “Clinton
Free Zone™ campaign materials. Obtainable iems include banners,
posters, and bumper stickers. The intent of this initiative is to alert the
politicos that Americans, as individuals or as business ownerfopera-
tors in resource dependent communitics, are unhappy with the
treatment they have received from Pressdent Clinton & Vice-Press-
dent Gore and Mr. Bruce Babbiu, Scecretary of the Intenior. For
additional information or campaign participation individuals may
call (206)687-3087

From Noverber 30, 1992 through May 28, 1993, “home” for
Bill Ellen was Petersburg Pederal Penttentiary # a result of his
conviction for creating ponds in a "so-called” wetland in Maryland
Bill's wetland story has appeared in previous editions ol the Land-
owner, and PLA has made uppeals 1o former President Bush for
pardons andVor commutations {or Bill and the other three wetland
victims that were Incarcerated on wetland charges including john
Pozsgai, and Ocie and Carcy Mills. At this time, Bl muss siill enclure
[our months of home supervision and one year of supervised release
While attempting to reconstruct his environmental consulting firm,
Bonnic Eflen has her hushand st home and their sons, ages 5 and 2,
once again have a fauber, FROM PLA AND ALL ITS MEMBERS,
WELCOME HOME BILL!!

Pesting For Support Program

As the hunting season draws near, landowners currently
participating in the “Posting for Sapport™ program are sskedd 10 make
sure signs wre peatly maintained a mh!; displayed for individuals
wishing access 1o private property.,

For members who are not yet a participant in the program, we
encourage your support. PLA'S commitment to the program Is

steadbfast and we are offering a 50% reduction in 1993.94 member-
ship fees for member participanon. Remember, *Posting for Support”
does not seek 1o eliminase land access. but rather 0 educase the
public, encourage permission belore access and seek critical suppon
through exposure and funding “

As an extension of our program, PLA s willing to serve us a
“chearinghouse” for landowners who are cither permisting members
onto their property and are seeking additional humters 10 help aid
them in wi ﬂi’:mmgunml. as well as for spontsmen looking for
access 1o private property. Members who may need additional
information regarding this service may call the PLA office a1 (814)
796-3578.

Congressional Property Rights Task Force Formed

Freshman Congressman Richard Pombo (R-CA) has urged the
LS. House of Represemtatives 10 form a Congressional Property
Rights Task Force to assist in the development of policy, dralt
legislation and public hearings. As field hearings take place across the
country, records will be &nﬁ&hcd on how current regulations are
affecting the Jives and livelihoods of thousands of individuals. The
first of several Congressional property rights hearings began on
August 27, 1993 in ldaho

Presently, Chairman Pombo L‘:\t‘med by co-chainmen Repre-
sentatives Michael Crapo (RD), Bob Semith (R-OR) and twenty-
three other members of Congress

The effors of the Task Force are being coordinated by Ron
Mhllips of the Republican Research Commitiee, 1tis the anticipation
of the Task Porce that grasstoots groups will utifize the resources ol
this “national repository™ and beconse 2 more highly organized core
in an atiempt 10 better coordimate their activities.

Congressman Tom Ridge to Speak
at PLA Informational Meeting

MA will host an informational meeting regarding privite
property rights in Dillshurg, Pennsylvania on Thursday, September
30, 1993, Congressman Tom Ridge will be the guest speaker as well
as landowners throughowt the Commonwealth who will share their
regulstory “horror” stonies. The mecting will begin promptly at 6:30

m. at the Northern Middle School, 149 South Baltimore Street,

ilksbarg. Anyone wishing additional agenda information s asked to
call Harry Fox, Jr, at 717-432-1490. Members and guests are encour-
aged 1o attend 10 leam about the Congressman’s efforts o enacy
comprehensive wetlands reform through HR. 1330, Additionally,
Congressman Ridge, a gubernatorial candidate, will answer ques-
tions regarding property rights and his intent 1o bring regulatory
agencies under control within the Commonwealth. The mecting s

open 1o the public.
New Administrative Wetiands Proposal

Wetlands reform over the past six vears has been, and contin-
ues 10 be, an issue of ultimate concern for the Pennsylvania Landown-
ery’ Assoctation. Despite the legitimate rights of landowners, with
cach new Administration comes a new wetlands proposal, not
legiskation, merely recommendations and sumsxmnsz?r);ﬂiq and
regulations.

In late August, the Clinton Administration unvelled their
wietlands policy which was formulated by an Interagency Task Force
consisting of nine federal agencics.

To return fairness and common sense 10 the nanon’s wetlands
laws, the three most critical criteria (delinition., categorization and
compensation) addressed in HR. 1330, the Comprehensive Wet-
lands Management and Conservation Act, must be addressed but

‘



have not been met in the Task Force policy. The policy does not
attempt to redefine what a wetland actually is!! President Clinton is
leaving that responsibility to the National Academy of Sciences.
However, without defining a wetland, to the amazement of many, the

/B bureaucrats continue to regulate wetlands. Although classification of

wetlands is addressed in this policy, the Task Force would not
endorse a classification policy (by function and ecological value).
The Task Force proposal does, however, state that the Corps and EPA
recently issued a “final regulation” ensuring that approximately 53
million acres of prior converted cropland would not be subject to
wetlands regulations. Compensation for regulatory takings of private
property, however, is not addressed.

Although this policy is seriously lacking the needed main
points of regulatory relief for landowners, it will continue to elevate
the wetlands debate in Congress. Furthermore, it does not discount
the needed legislative action of H.R. 1330, but merely makes it more
necessary! PLA is hopeful that landowners' concerns may also be
addressed in early 1994 when the Clean Water Act is expected to be
reauthorized.

Ay-in-For-Freedom

September 18-22, 1993, the Alliance for America is sponsoring
aFly-in-for-Freedom which is an exciting five day grassroots confer-
ence in Washington, D.C. This event provides an opportunity for you
to network with landowners from across the country. Speakers, panel
discussions, a rally, and appointments with elected officials to voice
your opinions regarding the environment and property rights issues
will ail take place. Join several members of PLA and hundreds of
others nationwide for a day or two of the scheduled events. For more
information contact Sue Carver at 814/796-3578.

Natural Heritage Inventory Update

As PLA members have been apprehensively anticipating, the
Erie County Natural Heritage Inventory Study Committee held a
public meeting to review the draft of the Erie County Natural
Heritage Inventory (NHI) on June 24, 1993.

The purpose of the study was to identify “significant biotic
(living) resources in Erie County and provide recommendations to
aid in their protection and management.” The draft NHI identifies 32
sites throughout Erie County and contains recommendations to keep
these areas in a natural, pristine state. The draft explains that sites of
“exceptional county significance merit quick, strong and complete
protection,” but does not explain what “complete protection” means.

The draft does notidentify precise locations of private property
which could be potentially affected. Therefore, landowners may be
totally unaware that their privately owned property is being recom-
mended for “protection” through this report.

Should this study become policy, the negative and confiscatory
ramifications could extend far beyond Erie County. Therefore, PLA
and several other organizations have formed a Coalition to oppose
the adoption by Erie County Council. Among others, Coalition
members include the Erie County Association of Boroughs, Greater
Erie Board of Realtors, Allegheny Hardwood Utilization Group,
Pennsylvania Independent Petroleum Producers, Erie County Farm-
ers' Association, Hardwood Lumber Manufacturers Association and
Pennsylvania Landowners’ Association.

As a result of a similar “inventory” adopted in Berks County
which was listed in the September 1992 issue of Pennsylvania
Landowner, arecent timber sale involving state game lands known as
Vinemont Dale was restricted. The Berks County study that created
the “inventory” was reportedly designed to help planners, developers
and municipal officials, among others, to identify areas worthy of
maintaining and protecting.

Asreported in a recent issue of the PA Department of Commu-
nity Affairs Newsletter, NHI studies have been completed or are
currently being undertaken by approximately 23 counties within the
Commonwealth. Information obtained from local inventories is
provided to the state Department of Environmental Resources (DER)
which places the information on the Pennsylvania Natural Diversity
Inventory (PNDI).

Itis the belief of the Coalition that adoption of such inventories
serve as a “blueprint” for state and federal agencies, at their prefer-
ence, to overrule local government and use the information provided
to serve their own agendas. Furthermore, there already exists an
abundance of state and federal laws and regulations to protect all the
areas identified in these “inventories.” Indeed, we need less, not more
restrictions on land use.

PLA would encourage your active participation in your county
to oppose the NHI studies and/or adoption of such studies, as it may
leave the property owner with little or no use of his land.

PLA On The Move
Working to Protect Your Property Rights
PLA directors and staff have again “taken to the road” on

educational missions, at their own expense, to attend, repre-
sent and/or speak on behalf of our members rights.

B Zonta International Mee’ting, Erie, PA - guest speaker

B Legislative Update, State Senator Robert Robbins R-50),
Representative Karl Boyes (R-3), Waterford, PA -
represented

Natural Heritage Inventory Committee Meeting,
Erie, PA - participant

Wesleyville Borough Council Meeting re%afdmg
Natural Heritage Inventory, Wesleyville, PA - speaker

Great Lakes Water Quality !mtiat:ve Public Hearing,
Erie, PA - represented

Radio Panel Discussion, WEMR

Pennsylvania Forest Stewardshtp Committee, State
College, PA - participant

Allegheny Society of American Foresters,
Champion, PA - guest speaker

Washington County Conservation District,
Waterford, PA - speaker

Erie County Association of Townshrp Offlmais Girard, PA
- speaker

Edinboro University of Pennsylvania, Porreco Center,
Erie, PA - guest speaker

Educational Meeting, Spartansburg, PA - host

County Fairs & Local Promotional Exhibits

Media Interviews; -Allentown Morning Call; Sunday News
Lancaster, Pennsylvama Farmer Magazme Titusville
Herald, Sharon Herald, Corry Journal

National Trappers Convention, York, PA - promotional
exhibitor

Timber '93, York, PA - promotional exhibitor

Ag Progress Days, Rock Springs, PA - promotional
exhibitor

Tri-State Gun & Bow Hunting Show, Monroeville, PA -
promotional exhibitor

Hardwood Lumber Manufacturers Association Legislative
Meeting - participant

B PA Sewage Advisory Committee Meeting,

Harrisburg, PA - represented
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Please Enroll Me As A Member Of PLA To Help Secure

The Right Of The Individual While We Respect The Environment

-
PLA Membership Gategories

Please indicate: [ New Member (] Renewal

J INDIVIDUAL | 25.00
Any individual supportive of private property rights
(owning 0 to 15 acres)

[J INDIVIDUAL Il 35.00
(owning 16 to 100 acres)

CJINDIVIDUAL I 50.00
(owning 101 to 250 acres)

O INDIVIDUAL IV 100.00
(owning 251 to 500 acres)

CJ INDIVIDUAL V 200.00
(owning over 500 acres)

[J ASSOCIATE | 100.00

Any business entity supporting the free
enterprise system and the principle of private
ownership (local businesses in communities)

1 ASSOCIATE Il 250.00
Trade Associations (state organizations
supportive of private property rights)
CJASSOCIATE il 300.00

Major suppliers to land use entities (resource
development, construction, agriculture)

[J AFFILIATE 50.00
Local or regional grass roots, non-profit
organizations

[ BUSINESS | 750.00

Corporations or other business entities whose
activities involve ownership, use and/or
development of acreage in excess of 100 acres
but less than 500 acres.

[ BUSINESS Il
Same as | but in excess of 500 acres

1,250.00

Any land owning member (excluding Individual I)purchas-
ing PLA signs and participating in the “Posting For Sup-
port” program is entitled to a 50% reduction in

membership fees for the current membership year.

J POSTING FOR SUPPORT PROGRAM

Yes, | wish to become a participant in this program.

Please send me signs.
I have enclosed 60¢ for each sign ordered.

1t am a current participant in the
"Posting for Support" program

11 am a new participant in the
"Posting for Support" program

1 PART - Political Action Response Team

Yes, | wish to participate in this program sponsored
through PLA’s national affiliate ECO. Please put me
on the PART mailing list.

[] Wetlands Videotape (VHS) QPart| QPart Il
“Our Environment, Whose Property?”

$15.00 Donation each. Please send me a copy of
this limited edition PLA videotape.

[ YES! | wish to subscribe to ECO-LOGIC, the
monthly publication of the Environmental Conserva-
tion Organization. | understand ECO is a national
property rights organization of which PLA is affiliated.
I have enclosed $15.00 for this annual subscription.
PLEASE NOTE: All membership fees of $100 or
more are inclusive of 12 complimentary issues of
ECO-LOGIC.

Please complete this information:

Name

Address

County

Acreage Owned

Phone Number

Township

How many acres of land posted? acres

Membership Amount $
Less 50% reduction in fee if

"Posting for Support” participant — $
Amount of signs purchased + 8
Additional contribution (If any) $
Total remittance enclosed $

Membership dues and contributions may be
deductible as a "Business" expense. Please consult
your tax advisor regarding your particular situation.

Enclose form with check or money order payable to:

Pennsylvania Landowners' Association
P. O. Box 391
Waterford, PA 16441

)

Pennsylvania Landowners’
Association, Inc.

P.0. Box 391

Waterford, PA 16441

Address Correction Requested

BULK RATE
U.S. POSTAGE
PAID
Permit No. 7
Waterford, PA

Important Meeting ™

September 30, 1993

See Page 14 For Details





