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Corn Crowds Out Wildlife in Prai-
rie Pothole Region
Study shows how government in-
centives are driving corn ethanol 
expansion, impacting wildlife
Ann Arbor, MI - A University of 
Michigan study released today 
shows how government incen-
tives for corn ethanol are driving 
farmers to shift land into corn 
production, resulting in signifi cant decreases in 
grassland bird populations throughout the fragile 
Prairie Pothole Region.  The study, conducted for the 
National Wildlife Federation by a team of graduate 
students from the University of Michigan, School of 
Natural Resources and the Environment, analyzes 
the current and potential impacts of increased corn 
ethanol production on wildlife and habitat in the 
Prairie Pothole states of Iowa, Minnesota, North 
Dakota and South Dakota.
“Our research shows that native grassland is being 
converted into cropland at an alarming rate through-
out the Prairie Pothole Region,” said Greg Fogel, 
study co-author and MS/MPP candidate at the Uni-
versity of Michigan, School of Natural Resources 
and Environment and Ford School of Public Policy. 
“As a result, populations of sensitive wildlife spe-
cies are declining signifi cantly in areas with high 
increases in corn plantings.”
According to the report, U.S. ethanol capacity has 
grown almost 200 percent since the passage of the 
2005 Energy Bill, which mandated a large increase 
in domestic ethanol production. In addition, the 
updated Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS), passed in 
2007, requires corn ethanol production to increase 

from 10.57 billion gallons in 
2009 to 15 billion in 2015. This 
means corn ethanol production 
will continue to increase, with 
no end in sight for the destruc-
tion of natural habitat in the 
Prairie Pothole Region. 
“Oftentimes these incentives 
are redundant, driving market 
demand for corn ethanol and 
putting undue pressure on the 
land,” said Julie Sibbing, di-

rector of global warming, agriculture and wildlife 
at the National Wildlife Federation. “The system 
makes it hard for farmers to resist converting native 
grassland into cropland or to keep their land in the 
Conservation Reserve Program.”
By identifying areas with the most dramatic land-use 
changes in Prairie Pothole states, researchers were 
able to see where there are “hotspots” of increased 
corn plantings and habitat loss. In North and South 
Dakota alone, more than 475,000 acres of previously 
untilled land were broken between 2002 and 2007. 
When researchers analyzed the relationship between 
corn plantings and grassland bird populations, the 
results showed that counties with high increases in 
corn plantings had signifi cant declines of nearly 30 
percent in populations of sensitive grassland birds 
between 2005 and 2008.
“Grassland birds were already in steep decline, mak-
ing this additional habitat loss quite alarming,” says 
Gary Botzek, executive director at the Minnesota 
Conservation Federation. “Often called America’s 
duck factory, the Prairie Pothole Region is vital to 
keeping our outdoor traditions thriving. We need to 
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  Executive Director’s Update by Chris Hesla

I do want to thank all 
of you who take time 
out of your busy sched-
ule to email, write or 
call your Senators and 
Representatives

January 12, 2010, marked the opening day of South Da-
kota’s 85th Legislative Session. There will be many is-
sues we (SDWF and its members) will face. There will be 
people or groups who will want to try and whittle away at 
what freedom and enjoyment we have left here in South 
Dakota. The enjoyment and the opportunities that we get 
off of our public lands, the public access to the public’s 
fi sh and wildlife and they will try to further restrict life-
long South Dakota traditions. As always SDWF will have 
two full time Lobbyists walking and watching the halls of 
the Capital Building protecting your hunting and fi shing 
heritage here in South Dakota.

If you are not subscribed yet, send an email to me at sdwf@
mncomm.com and asked to be subscribed to our Legisla-
tive daily update.

As of Day 9 in the Legislature SDWF is monitoring 10 
Bills that affect our interests. Not all Bills are detrimental 
but we constantly need to monitor them so they are not 
amended or changed into a negative worded Bill. Two of 
the more controversial Bills are mentioned in President 
Eske’s column so I will not re-peat on them. I do want to 
thank all of you who take time out of your busy schedule 
to email, write or call your Senators and Representatives 
during our Legislative Session and tell them how you feel 
about the Bills. We can and we do make a difference!

THANK YOU!

  President’s Column by Rieck Eske

 

Well it’s that time of year again.  The legislature has a 
few bills that we need to work on and get defeated.
HB 1066: provide for the issuance of landowner-
sponsored big game hunting licenses.
This Bill allows Transfer of Big Game tags, but adds 
a donut for the public hunter. It
Requires the landowner to allow some public hunting 
for antlerless deer on their property.
HB 1067: restrict the entry of conservation offi cers onto 
certain private land without
Permission.  This Bill will stop the CO from going onto 

Private property without permission.
Please email or call your Representatives and tell them 
to vote no on these Bills.  They are still in Committee 
as of this writing, so email or call the Natural Resource 
and Ag Committee members and tell them to not sup-
port these bills.
Everyone please come out for Camo Coalition Day at 
the Legislature on February 1, 2010 and talk with the 
Representatives and Senator personally.  Remember 
we can make a difference,
Carry on the Tradition! 

Western South Dakota is blessed with some of the na-
tion’s unique and most treasured landscapes. In 2002, 
U.S.Forest Service under the Bush Administration rec-
ognized the value of areas of undisturbed prairie in the 
Buffalo Gap National Grassland and recommended them 
for inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation 
System. I believe it is time to move forward with what 
would be the country’s fi rst national grassland wilder-
ness so that future generations can experience this area 
as it has been for hundreds of years. 

Finding the right mix of public land management re-
quires balance and careful consideration. I have already 
begun reaching out to those who are most closely tied to 
this area, and I look forward to working 
with the many stakeholders to shape sound legislation. 
I expect the plan to include 40,000 to 50,000 acres in 
the Indian Creek, Red Shirt and Chalk Hills areas of the 
Buffalo Gap National Grassland based upon the Forest 

Service recommendation and the inclusion of some addi-
tional exceptional lands. I want to clarify from the outset 
that I intend to follow the Forest Service’s recommenda-
tion to keep the six-mile long Indian Creek Road open by 
excluding it from the wilderness boundaries in order to 
preserve an important source of access to the area. 
I have heard from a number of people regarding wilder-
ness over the years. Sportsmen have contacted me de-
scribing the unparalleled experience of hunting in areas 
far from the reaches of modern civilization. 

They talk of experiencing hunting as previous genera-
tions did and wanting to pass along that experience to 
their children and grandchildren. I have also heard from 
conservationists about the value of this area for native 
prairie plants and wildlife. Others have pointed to the 
potential economic benefi ts of wilderness, as these out-
standing lands draw in travelers who in turn contribute to 
the regional economy. 

It’s time to protect South Dakota’s Heritage U.S. Sen. Tim Johnson D-S.D.

  … Continued from page 7

Please email or call 
your Representatives 
and tell them to vote 
no on these Bills.
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 … Continued from page 1
change course if we want to keep this ecosystem 
working for the entire nation’s benefi t.”
Researchers conclude that “if we proceed along 
the current trajectory without changing federal 
policies, the prairie pothole will be further de-
graded and fragmented, and the many services it 
provides will be impossible to restore.” In order 
to preserve the ecological integrity of the Prairie 
Pothole Region, the study puts forth several rec-
ommendations:

*         Reconsider government mandates and fi -
nancial support for corn ethanol. Allow cellulosic 
ethanol to replace corn ethanol as technology im-
proves. Phase out federal and state incentives for 
corn ethanol production.
*         Protect prairies and wetlands from con-
version. Disqualify landowners who plow native 
prairie from receiving federal fi nancial support on 
that land. Help willing landowners preserve native 
prairie and wetlands in perpetuity.
*         Strengthen the Conservation Reserve Pro-
gram (CRP). Increase the CRP cap to prevent 
dramatic CRP losses. Improve the fl exibility and 
responsiveness of CRP rental rates.
*         Pursue Additional Research. Collect and 
make available data measuring conversion of 
grassland to cropland. Initiate a U.S. Government 
Accountability Offi ce study of the full cost of gov-
ernment incentives for corn ethanol. 
“State and federal incentives for corn ethanol are 
resulting in habitat loss and grassland bird de-
clines in the Prairie Pothole Region,” said Becca 
Brooke, study co-author and MS/MBA candidate 
at the University of Michigan, School of Natural 
Resources and Environment and Ross School 
of Business. “If we want to achieve widespread 
protection of wildlife and native prairie, policy 
changes are needed.”
Corn Ethanol and Wildlife: How increases in corn 
plantings are affecting habitat and wildlife in the 
Prairie Pothole Region was authored by:
*         Aviva Glaser, MS/MPH candidate, Univer-
sity of Michigan, School of Natural Resources and 
Environment and School of Public Health
*         Greg Fogel, MS/MPP candidate, University 
of Michigan, School of Natural Resources and En-
vironment and Ford School of Public Policy
*         Elizabeth Griffi n, MS/MBA candidate, Uni-
versity of Michigan, School of Natural Resources 
and Environment and Ross School of Business
*         Becca Brooke, MS/MBA candidate, Univer-
sity of Michigan, School of Natural Resources and 
Environment and Ross School of Business

To read the complete study, visit www.nwf.org/
farmland

 
“House Bill 1067 and the Open Fields Doctrine”
by Bill Antonides

Of all the bills introduced in the 2010 legislative session, HB 1067 is perhaps 
the most onerous to sportsmen and other conservationists. The bill, in one 
form or another, seems to reappear almost on an annual basis in the legislature. 
The effect of the bill would be to prevent conservation offi cers from ade-
quately doing their job on private lands. The bill, should it become law, would 
essentially eviscerate the “Open Fields” Doctrine as it applies to conservation 
offi cers. Although this topic is well known among many South Dakota Wild-
life Federation members, it behooves us to revisit the issue. The best defense is 
an understanding of why we have the Open Fields Doctrine, what it allows and 
doesn’t allow, and the consequences of losing it.
Conservation offi cers have a wide variety of duties, and the work is often hard 
and stressful. One of the most important duties of conservation offi cers is to 
ensure the laws protecting our wildlife and other natural resources are en-
forced fairly and equitably. In America, wildlife belongs to the public. Since 
the vast majority of the 77,000 square miles of land in South Dakota is pri-
vately owned, the 60 or so conservation offi cers simply must enter private land 
to check hunters, fi shermen, trappers, and other users of our natural resources. 
They usually do so unannounced. By defi nition, true sportsmen obey the laws, 
but common sense tells us there are likely more sportsmen and fewer poach-
ers when there is an expectation 
that they might be checked by a 
conservation offi cer. 
Over the years a few of the less 
than honest sportsmen have been 
arrested by conservation offi cers. 
Some were friends, relatives 
or clients of legislators. Coffee 
shop gossip fueled horror stories 
of conservation offi cers running 
amuck, trampling over private 
land and landowners’ rights. 
A few highly vocal landowners and legislators began to question the author-
ity of conservation offi cers to enter private land, considering it a violation 
of their 4th Amendment protection against unreasonable search and seizure. 
Legislation to prevent conservation offi cers from freely checking sportsmen 
on private land has been repeatedly introduced and defeated. Proponents of the 
legislation have reintroduced the latest version of the bill this year, apparently 
thinking opponents will just give up.
All law enforcement offi cers, including conservation offi cers, operate under 
the protection of the Open Fields Doctrine. The doctrine is similar to the com-
mon law “Privilege to Trespass” concept. Both principles recognize that some 
situations may require certain persons to enter private property without the 
owner’s consent. Society is willing to tolerate trespass upon private property 
if the trespass is performed under common sense circumstances. Law enforce-
ment offi cers, fi re fi ghters, emergency responders, municipal workers, and oth-
ers whose duties include safeguarding the health and welfare of the public are 
allowed to enter certain private property when required to do so by their du-
ties. When power lines are downed by ice storms, or an automobile crashes off 
the road into a fi eld, or a fi re rages across a prairie, or a meth lab is operating 
in an abandoned shack, certain personnel can and must enter private property, 
whether permission is given or not. 
The Open Fields Doctrine, simply put, allows “government agents” to enter 
open fi elds to perform their duties. The Open Fields Doctrine was fi rst defi ned 
by the US Supreme Court in 1924 as the result of the Hester v. United States 
case. In its decision, the U.S. Supreme Court stated, “...an individual may not 
legitimately demand privacy for activities conducted out of doors in fi elds, 
except in the area immediately surrounding the home.”  The doctrine has 
been reaffi rmed many times since then by state and federal courts, including 
the SD Supreme Court. In 1984, the US Supreme Court clarifi ed the doctrine 
by stating, “...open fi elds, while private property, are not ‘effects’ within the 
meaning of the 4th Amendment, and society does not recognize a reasonable 
expectation of privacy in an open fi eld.”  The court also declared, “...putting 
up ‘no trespassing’ signs does not create a reasonable expectation of privacy. 
Government agents can cross fences and trespass without a warrant or reason-
able suspicion because fencing and ‘no trespassing’ signs cannot change the 
non-private character of an open fi eld.”  The South Dakota Attorney General 
affi rmed the courts’ opinions in 2004.   Continued from page  6
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A number of bills which 
could be extremely damaging 
to sportsman and other con-
servationists have been intro-
duced in the 2010 legislative 
session, with the probability 
of more to come. It is impos-
sible to keep track of current 
legislative affairs by reading 
a monthly periodical. Bills 
can be introduced, debated, 
amended, and passed or 
killed before the story even 
hits the newsstand. In fact, a bill can change from good 
to bad, or vise versa, in a matter of minutes. With these 
caveats in mind, I shall attempt to explain some of the 
legislation as it stands at this writing during the last week 
in January. 
Please remember, you can get daily updates by simply e-
mailing Chris Hesla at sdwf@mncomm.com and asking 
to be added to the mailing list. The SDWF updates have 
links to each bill, or you can go to http://legis.state.sd.us/
sessions/2010/BillList.aspx to look them up on your 
own.

This year’s bills include:

HB 1014-Defi nes trophy and non-trophy antelope, mule 
deer, white-tailed deer, and elk, and establishes a civil 
penalty for the unlawful taking of trophy animals: This 
bill is intended to increase penalties for poachers who 
take trophy animals. HB 1014 has a lot of merit, unless 
HB 1067 (below) passes. In my humble opinion, if con-
servation offi cers are denied reasonable access to private 
lands by HB 1067, there would be a high potential for 
selective enforcement of this bill. If we don’t have equal 
justice for all, we don’t have any justice at all.

HB 1015-Repeals the imposition of the fi ve dollar sur-
charge on mentored youth big game hunting licenses: 
This is a good bill, and as far as I’m concerned, it doesn’t 
go far enough. Any tag sold to a youth under 18 years 
of age should not include the surcharge. We need to get 
the kids out in the fi eld, and it won’t happen if it is too 
expensive.

HB 1055-Revises certain provisions regarding the ap-
pointment of members to the Game, Fish and Parks 
Commission: This bill removes references to Democrats 
and Republicans, which is fi ne, as there is already an-
other law which keeps the commission bi-partisan and 
also allows independents to serve on the commission. 
However, it would also allow commission appointments 
to be unlimited in length. This is not a desirable change, 
and amendments to the bill are already being discussed. 

HB 1066-Provides for the issuance of landowner-spon-
sored big game hunting licenses: This bill gives landown-
ers up to six big game tags to sell to the highest bidder, 
a HUGE violation of the basic tenements of hunting and 
wildlife ownership in America. This bill is among the 
top three worst for sportsmen and other conservationists. 
It sets up a feudal system where the deer are reserved 
for the king and his men. If you remember your history, 
this is part of why our ancestors came to America, to get 
away from this arrangement. Like the European system, 
hunting will be reserved for the rich and powerful. In the 
long run, the bill is anti-hunting, as more and more aver-
age hunters are forced to quit the sport. In fairness, the 
bill does have a carrot on a stick; the landowner must al-

low some public hunting for antler-
less deer on their property. I have to 
wonder if the Pilgrims would have 
climbed on a rickety boat bound for 
the new world if they were offered a 
doe tag. 
 
HB 1067-Restricts the entry of 
conservation offi cers onto private 
land without permission: Perhaps 
number one on the list of bad bills, 
this bill will stop a conservation 
offi cer from going onto any private 

property without permission. The effect of the law would 
be to allow all but the most egregious cases of poaching 
to go undetected and unpunished on private land. The 
conservation offi cer who tries to do his or her job can be 
prosecuted or sued. In one of many ironic twists in HB 
1067, conservation offi cers are required to receive per-
mission from the landowner to access private land, but 
are in violation of the bill if they go to the landowner’s 
residence to get permission. The bill would allow conser-
vation offi cers to access private land if a complaint was 
made about illegal activities, but realistically, the offi cer 
would have to turn in his sources to prove he had a com-
plaint. No law enforcement offi cer would turn over an 
informant, so the offi cer either has to turn a blind eye to 
possible violations, or face criminal and/or civil prosecu-
tion. If this still sounds alright, please look at the article 
on ‘Open Fields” elsewhere in this publication—this 
subject cannot be covered in a few sentences.

HB 1098-Requires state agencies to conduct a public 
hearing before acquiring certain real property:
There are some questions as to where this came from, as 
GF&P is not mentioned specifi cally in the bill. However, 
since GF&P is generally the agency drawing fi re for buy-
ing land, it is possible this is another backdoor attempt 
to make sure the public does not have adequate access to 
prime hunting areas unless they pay a fee to commercial 
operators. It does fi t in very well with proponents of HB 
1066, the bill which allows landowners to sell big game 
tags. As it is, the GF&P does take public comments at the 
commission meetings, advertises potential purchases, ac-
cepts letters and phone calls, notifi es adjacent landown-
ers, and jumps through so many hoops that a great many 
purchases are not even considered. The GF&P does not 
need any additional burdens. If there is another state 
agency that does need some control, address that agency. 
 
There are three bills relating to animal damage control:

HB 1113-Specifi es certain animal species for animal 
damage control: This bill mandates that Wildlife Damage 
Management dollars be spent on specifi c animal species, 
rather than the broad terminology currently used. This 
essentially means other animal damage control activities 
will require even more money to come directly out of 
sportsmen’s dollars meant for other projects. 

HB 1114-Broadens the policy review committee for 
animal damage control: This is an attempt to load the 
committee with pro-predator/prairie dog/mountain lion/
scary animal control proponents. I can see the Humane 
Society, The Fund for Animals, PETA and other animal 
welfare agencies and organizations demanding a seat at 
the table if the legislature gets too carried away. Mean-
while, the sportsmen who pay 2/3 of the bills have no 

The 2010 Legislative Session

 ...continued on page 5

article by Bill Antronides

Please remember, you 
can get daily updates 
by simply e-mailing 
Chris Hesla at sdwf@
mncomm.com and ask-
ing to be added to the 
mailing list.
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Your legislators DO care what you have to say, and 
there are many ways to let them know your opin-
ions. If you are lucky enough to personally know 
your local legislators, it is hard to beat face-to-face 
contacts to discuss the issues. If not, many legisla-
tors go to public “Cracker Barrels” in their home 
districts, giving you a chance to make your opinions 
known. 
To contact a small number of legislators during 
business hours, you can simply make phone calls to 
the following numbers and leave a message. For a 
Senator, call 605-773-3821. For a Representative, 
call 605-773-3851.
You can fi nd individual phone numbers, addresses 
and even photographs of specifi c legislators by 
fi ring up your computer and going to:  http://legis.
state.sd.us/sessions/2010/MemberMenu.aspx 
Finally, the legislative e-mail system is very easy to 
use, and is a particularly effective method to contact 
large numbers of legislators in a relatively short 
period of time. 

Contacting Your Legislators
Hints to use the SD legislative e-mail system:
 
To easily send the same e-mail to multiple legisla-
tors, use this internet address:  http://legis.state.
sd.us/email/LegislatorEmail.aspx   
-When the page opens up, fi ll out your e-mail ad-
dress in the “from” line.
-Select a senator or representative in the drop down 
box, for example Sen. Smith.
-Put the HB or SB number and a brief description 
in the subject line. An example would
  be “HB 1067: Restrict entry of conservation of-
fi cers.”
-Write your message. (You can fi rst write it in Word 
or another word processing program
  to make sure of spelling and grammar, and then 
cut and paste it into the message block.)
-Sign your name, at the very least. You can also put 
your address and phone.
-Hit send.
-You will get a message on the page saying your 
mail has been sent to Senator Smith.
-Your message and e-mail address and everything 
else are still there.
-Pick another name from the drop down list.
-Hit send.
-Pick another name.
-Hit send.
-Repeat until you have mailed everyone you want. 
After the fi rst e-mail, each additional
  e-mail takes only seconds.
Legislators listen when they hear from a large num-
ber of people, or even a small number of people 
with a good argument for or against a bill. Use your 
own words where you can. They often ignore peti-
tions, mass mailings and unsigned letters. For best 
results, please be concise, sincere and respectful. 

non-governmental representative. I believe history also 
taught us a little about taxation without representation, 
but perhaps we have forgotten that lesson, too. 

HB 1115-Provides for annual audits of the state preda-
tory animal control fund: They already do this. Do we 
really need another law?

Just fi led:

HB 1121-Requires a permit and fee for public access on 
certain school and public lands and to establish a penalty: 
This bill would require users who do not have lessee per-
mission to purchase an access stamp to hunt state-owned 
School and Public Lands. HB 1121 is an intention bar-
ricade to allowing the general public to use public land. 
Only the landowner, his relatives, and friends get free 
access. You pay. 
HB 1127-Authorizes landowners and lessees to possess 
certain game animal and game bird trophies:
This bill sets into law what the GF&P often does by 
policy, when it is clear there is no foul play involved. 
The bill opens it up to allow any landowner or lessee to 
claim a trophy animal, if they are simply willing to state 
the animal was not taken illegally. This is true even if all 
evidence of illegal taking has long disappeared. The bill 
means, for example, that if a bull elk is legally shot but 

not found after a cursory search, the landowner can shoot 
another and keep both. The temptation to shoot now 
and claim the antlers later is too high; if it wasn’t, we 
wouldn’t need HB 1014 to increase penalties on persons 
who kill trophy animals. HB 1127 also means if a legally 
taken trophy animal travels to another person’s land 
before it dies, the landowner can not only deny access to 
the hunter (which is their right), but can then claim the 
animal for themselves. Sorry, but this is just not right. 

HCR 1002-A resolution requesting federal natural re-
source agencies to refrain from designating wilderness 
or roadless areas in South Dakota without legislative 
approval: This resolution already passed the House and 
Senate without any input from sportsmen, conservations, 
environmentalists, landowners and other parties who 
might like to preserve a tiny bit of our legacy. HCR 1002 
does not carry the force of law, but it says something 
about the men and women who passed this and who are 
also responsible for the laws which protect our natural 
resources. 

It is crystal clear we have our work cut out for us again. 
Sportsmen (including sportswomen) have a responsibil-
ity to become knowledgeable and vocal advocates for the 
protection of our natural resources. One of the best ways 
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Out Of Doors  6  January 2010

South Dakota Wildlife 
Federation Donors

Contributors

At the recent Winter Board Meeting the SDWF Board created the SDWF Wildlife Legacy Council.        
The Council was created to allow recognition of the people who support SDWF above and beyond               

their membership and raffl e donations.
Thank you to the following donors for their contributions to the SDWF. Please consider becoming a 

member of the Wildlife Legacy Council. SDWF is a 501(c3) non-profi t, all donations are tax deductible.

Stephen Akkerman, MN
Vern Anthony, SD
Bill Antonides, SD 
Terry Bagus, MN
AE Bailey, MN
Kelly Barton, KY
Robert Bathrick, MN
Loren Becker, MN 
Robert Bealka, WI 
Bob Bell, MN 
Harry Bell, MS
John Blackburn, SD
Bennie Boetel, SD
Earl Bohlen, SD
Michael Bonnet, IA
Pat Bowar, SD
Alan Brevik, SD
Richard Brick, CA
Allen Brown, SD 
Jeff Brown, MN
Mark Brown, VA
Everett Buckner, AR 
William Buckner II, AR
Brian Burdick, MN
Jim Burma Sr., SD
Howard Burns, SD 
Kendall Burns, CA
Donald Burton, CO
Daniel Cardinal III, WI
Miles Cannon, IL
John Chickering, MI
ME Christopherson, SC
Mike Clemens, SD
Bob Cloyd, SD
Richard Connors, SD
Glen Cook, SD
Gary Cowles, AL
Greg Cowles, AL
Dennis Cummings, SD
Norman Dathe, SD
John Davidson, SD
Marlow DePauw, SD
Gail Dieleman, MN
John Dillon, UT
Duane Divich, TX
David Dominiani, NE
Bob Drake, SD
John Dunham, IL
Scott Engebritson, MO
Elk Pass Ranch, CO
Phil Eder, MN 
Ralph Evans, FL 

Howard Falker, MI
Farmers State Bank, SD
David Fast, OH
Kent Fewell, MS
Jim Fink, MN
Jim Fischer, IA
Forrest Flint, MN
Mark Freese, SD
David Friest, MN
Kevin Fuesrt, SD
Charles Gageby, SD
Chester Garness, MN
Gary Garvey, OH
Brian Gatzke, SD
Ron Gebhart, AK
Dave Gilbert, SD
Dan Goede, SD
Terry Goldade, SD
Robert Goodin Jr., MS
JT Gregory, GA
Ken Greenwood, OK
Larry Gremminger, TX
John Griffi n, OK
Werner Gros, CO
David Grove, CO
Myron Hagelstrom, MN
Shawn Hall, WY
Virgil Hansen, SD
Duane Hatch, SD
Dana Harper, OH
Jerry & Mary Hay, WI
Merrill Heim, SD
Lee Hennen, MN
H A Hetland, MN
Alan Hewitt, SD
Jerry Hickenbottom, MO
Douglas Hicks, ID
James Hoch, CA
Dale Holm, SD
Bill Honeycutt, MO
Tommy Howell, MI
Daniel Huber, SC
Jonathan Hughes, CA
Jimmy Hunneycutt, NC
Michael Huss, IN
Dave Jacobson, SD
Jones Co. Sportsman’s Club
Roman Jungers II, WI
Carl Kasischke, MI
John Koutsky, IL
John & Kathleen Kelley, SD
Gary Keller, OH

Lewellyn Keller, MN
Jefferey Ketter, WI
Bob Kiesecoms, IL 
T Cleve King, MI 
Joshua Klinkhammer, SD 
Arlie Klipstein, WI
Rev. Jack Koch, MN
Gary Koski Sr., WA
John Koutsky, IL
Jim Kretchman, SD
Scott Kuck, SD 
Al Kurtenbach, SD
Richard Larsen, SD
Greg Larson, SD
Robert Larson, MN
George Leser, FL
Howard Lewis, CA
Arlo Levinsen, SD 
Steven Lowe, MI
Ken Maloney, MI
David Manning, MN
Mansfi eld State Bank, SD
Jim Martin, SD
William Matousek, SD
Fay Matsukage, CO
Paul McCarlson, SD
Albert McHugo, CA
Peter McQueary, TX 
David Melby, MN
Mark Miller, SD
O Larry Miller, SD
Gerald Mohs, ND
William Mudd, KY
Kent Mundon, SD
Kirk Murphy, SD
Stan Murphy, SD
Vern Murra, SD
Wayne Muth, SD
E.J. Neissl, AR
Darwin Nelson, IN
Gerald Nelson, MN
Lawrence Nelson, SD
Gale Nitteberg, SD
David Nordby, CA
Andrew O’Connell, MN
Dan O’Keefe, MN
Robert Ochocki, CA
Kerry Parcel, SD
Norman Parkin, CA
K Lynn Paul, SD
John Paulson, MN
C.J. “Pete” Pedersen, NC
Ron Pesak, SD
Duane Peters, SD

Dan Peterson, SD
Philip Pickart, SD
Scott Picker, WI
Glenn Plumb, SD
Dwight Pogany, SD 
Alan Polenz, OR
Robert Porisch, IA
Robert Ritter, SD
Charlie Rokusek, SD
Wayne Rollins, NC
Darren Romans, MN
John Ross Sr., WI
Terry Sampson, SD
James Schmidt, SD
Jeffry Scherschligt, SD
John Schmid, CO
James Schmidt, SD
Steve Scott, SD 
David Seaver, MI
Gary Seeley, KS
Darrel Simon, SD
Orv Smidt, SD
Ley Smith, FL
Patrick Smith, MI
Jim Snyder, SD
Mike Spielmann, NE
Winfi eld Stanforth, CO
Howard Stanley, TX
John Strandell, MN
Gregg Styles, FL
Joe Swenson, SD
Charles Tibbals, FL
Kenneth Tibble, MI
Arden Trandahl, SD
Henry Travers, SD
Orrin Tscetter, SD
Spencer Vaa, SD
Bob VanSickle, SD
Cecil Van Tuyl, KS
Stan Wahl, SD
Mark Wahlstrom, SD
Howard Waldron, MA
Robert Weisenburger, MI
Fred Wentland, WI
Roger Wenzel, SD
Herbert Whetstine, MN
Mark Widman, SD
Mike Williams, SD
Jim Wilson, MI
Bob Wiltsey, MN
Dan Winger, SD
Mark Wismer, SD
Walter Wolf, IL
Jerry Worsham, WA
Kenneth Zoellner, CA

Level I Pheasant- $50-$99

Mel Adams, TN
Edwin Anderson, SD
Rich Andresen, SD
Robert Bealka, WI
Curt Bisgard, SD
Kevin Bjordahl, SD
Steve Block, WA 
W. Harold Boring, GA
Carl Brakebush, WI
Richard Brick, CA
Dick Brown, SD
John Burrows, NV
Norm Buxcell, SD
Daniel Cardinal III, WI
David Casler, MO
Stuart Cambell, SD
Craig Connell, SD
John Cooper, SD 
Gary Cowles, AL
Mike Cummings, SD
Jim Dahlberg, SD
Dennis Darrington, SD
Jay DeBoer, SD
Larry Denison, VA
John Dennis, NV
John Donavan, SD 
Brian Dressing, SD
Mark Duda, CO
Dennis Eckert, SD
Kenton Eisenbeisz, SD
Larry Eisenbeisz, MN

Robert Elbe, WI 
Raymon Epp, SD 
James Fink, MN
Robert Foxworthy, KY 
Fred Garland, SD
Jim Gilbert, CA
Robert Goggins, MN
Dean Fitzler, SD
James Fink, MN
Mark Finnegan, SD
Forrest Flint, MN
Kurt Forman, SD
John D Foster, SD
Robert Foxworthy, KY 
Carl Hall, KY
Howard Hanson, MN
Mary & Jerry Hay, WI
Hecla Community Sports-

man Club
Roger Heedum, NE
Jim Hellebusch, MO
H.A. Hetland, MN
Alene Hix, MO
J.B. Hodgdon, KA
Ron Island, SD
F. Lee Jackson, AL
Robert J. Jacobson, SD
Darrell Johnson, SD
John & Kathleen Kelley, SD
Larry Kieft, MI
Morrie Kranz, SD

James LaMaack, CA
Rick Larken, IA 
Jim Lemonds, SD 
Ron Lindner, SD
Rob Lippincott, TX
Jerome Loucks, AZ 
Jerry Luewicz, SD 
Jerome Lulewicz, SD
Robert Lutz, MT
Patrick Lyons, SD
Duayne Madl, KS
Royce Madsen, SD
Harvey Malon, SD
Terry Mayes, SD
Pat McGarry, SD
Leigh McMasters, SD
Loyal Messerschmidt, SD
Larry Mette, SD
Bill Meyers, SD
Gerald Mohs, ND
Mel Morris, SD
William Mudd, KY
Karlton Nagel, NE 
Karlton Nagel, NE 
Norm Neilan, SD
Gerald Nelson, MN
Jeff Olson, SD
Maurice Olsen, SD
Larry O’Reilly, MO
Gary Palmer, SD
Kerry Parcel, SD

CJ Pete Pedersen, NC
Ron Pesek, SD
Peter Prokop, MI
Thomas Raney, KS
Timothy Raver, WY
Tom Roberts, SD
Daniel Roach, SD 
Troy Ryan, MN
Arnold Sattler, SD
Donald Sattler, SD
Carey Schave, SD
Chuck & Ginger Scalet, SD
Bob Schluter, MN
Bruce Schuerenbrand, CA
David Schubauer, SD 
Terry Schupp, AZ
Steven Shoemaker, NE
John Simpson, SD
William Slabich, IL
Keith Smith, SD
Vic Toscana, SD
Curt Tesch, SD
Paul Vinatieri, SD
Gary Wald, SD
Harvey Welch, IL
Mark Widman, SD
Stephen J Wheeler, SD
Winter Brothers 
Underground, SD
Brian Wiswall, SD
Jerry Worsham, WA 

Level II Deer $100-$249

These tax-deductible contributions will speak volumes for the future of the SDWF’s Wildlife Legacy Council! Please consider your donation today.
Names in ITALICS indicate that the Legacy Member has made their 2008 contribution to the SDWF Wildlife Legacy Council.
Names in ARIAL indicate that the Legacy Member has made their 2009 contribution to the SDWF Wildlife Legacy Council.

Gary Seeley, KS
Craig Stadtfeld, SD
Marlin Stammer, CA
Mark Wahlstrom, SD
Dave Wilms, CA
Yankton Area Pheasants 

Forever, SD

29-90 Sportsmen’s Club, SD
Steve Block, WA
Dennis Darrington, SD
Dave Eisenbeisz, CO
Thomas Flesher III, OK
Kenneth Halstrom, SD
Everett Hoyt, SD

Level III Elk $250-$499
Eric Johnson, MN
Virgil Johnson, SD
James Juckette, MO
Frank Kocvara, NV
Karl O. Lee, SD
Jim Lemonds, SD
Herb McClellan, SD

Jan Nicolay, SD      
Jeffrey G Olson, SD      
Pheasants Forever Northern 

Oahe Chapter
Timothy Rainey, MN 
Max & Stephanie 
 Sandlin, SD      
Kenneth Schroeder Jr., SD

Black Hills Sportsmens 
__Club

Ken Greenwood, OK

Level IV Buffalo $500-$999
Jeffrey G. Olson, SD
Max & Stephanie Sandlin, SD

Sportsman’s Club of 
Brown Co.

SD Walleyes Unlimited, SD

Roger Steinberg, MN
James Worden, CA

Andrew Anderson, GA
Beadle Co. 
 Sportsmans Club

Level V Eagle - $1000 and above
John W. Chapman, PA
Dakota Sportsmen 

Inc., SD

Richard Dillon, MN
High Plains Wildlife, SD
Kenneth Michalek, 

WA

Steven Roberts, MN
Republic National 
Distributing Company, SD
SD Chapter of NWTF, SD

The vast majority of law enforcement offi cers, 
including conservation offi cers, strongly believe in 
our constitutional rights. They do not have nor do 
they want the authority to enter a person’s yard or 
dwelling and search without a warrant, permission, 
or exigent circumstances. However, the Open Fields 
Doctrine does not apply to these protected areas and 
is clearly not a violation of our constitution rights.

Conservation laws 
and enforcement 
of those laws 
have provided 
for the recovery 
and protection of 
innumerable spe-
cies of wildlife. 
Compliance and 

license checks ensure sportsmen follow established 
seasons, bag limits, license requirements, and other 
restrictions necessary to conserve and sustain wild-
life populations. These checks serve a signifi cant 
role in wildlife management and the continued pro-
tection of our natural resources. Compliance checks 
also play an important role in protecting landowners 
against trespass and vandalism. Society as a whole 
derives great benefi t from the work conservation 
offi cers do. Any law which requires the offi cer to 
obtain permission from the landowner, or have prob-
able cause of a crime being committed, or which 
otherwise interferes with the offi cer’s ability to law-
fully enter open fi elds will signifi cantly weaken the 
ability of conservation offi cers to protect the natural 
resources which belong to us all.
Conservation offi cers routinely patrol multiple coun-
ties in all types of terrain, in all kinds of weather, 
at all times of day and night. Oftentimes cases are 
made while traveling from one side of the state to 
another. Some sections of land have multiple parcels 
and owners. In many areas, the topography makes 
it exceedingly diffi cult to even determine which 
county a person is in, let alone who the owner is of 
a particular parcel of land. Cell phone coverage or 
other means of contacting the landowner are often 
unavailable. Most importantly, no man, no woman 
and no machine exists which can tell the offi cer with 
any degree of certainty who owns the fi elds the of-
fi cer needs to enter. It is simply an impossible task 
for the offi cer to contact landowners and still accom-
plish his or her duties.  
No person truly owns land. They hold it in trust for 
future generations, and the fact their name is on the 
title does not give them absolute control over every-
thing that fl ies, walks, swims or crawls across the 
landscape. Being a landowner in this country grants 
many special privileges. Along with those privileges 
come immense responsibilities. A landowner who 
truly cares for his property should not complain too 
loudly about the occasional intrusion into open fi elds 
by “government agents,” for it assures him others 
are held to the same standards he demands of him-
self. Likewise, legitimate sportsmen should welcome 
checks by conservation offi cers, as they are neces-
sary to ensure the future of their sport. 
Bill Antonides is a retired SD Conservation Offi cer, 
a vice president for the SDWF, and a landowner. 
He can be reached by e-mail at billantonides@abe.
midco.net. 

 Continued from page  3
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2009-2010 SDWF Custer Park Buffalo Shoot
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2009/2010 SDWF 21 Gun Giveaway Ticket
___________________________________________________________________________________
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2009/2010 SDWF 21 Gun Giveaway Ticket

___________________________________________________________________________________
Name
___________________________________________________________________________________
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___________________________________________________________________________________
City State Zip
___________________________________________________________________________________
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Please Write Legibly

2009/2010 SDWF 21 Gun Giveaway Ticket

___________________________________________________________________________________
Name
___________________________________________________________________________________
Address
___________________________________________________________________________________
City State Zip
___________________________________________________________________________________
Phone

Please Write Legibly

2010 South Dakota Wildlife Federation’s
21 Gun Giveaway

$20 each

  1. Remington 700 ADL .270.
  2. Remington Super Mag 12 ga.
  3. Bennelli Nova 20 ga.
  4. Remington 597 Scoped .22 combo .22
  5. Ruger 77R 25.06
  6. Remington 870 Express 12 ga.
  7. Ruger 77R 25.06
  8. Savage 9317-DXP 17 cal
  9. Bennelli Nova 20 ga.
10. Remington Exp. Super Mag. 12 ga.
11. Ruger 77R 25.06
12. Savage 9317-DXP 17 cal
13. Remington BDL .22-250
14. Remington 597 Scoped .22 combo .22
15. Remington 870 Exp. 20 ga.
16. Ruger 77R .338
17. Savage 9317-DXP 17 cal
18. Bennelli Nova 20 ga.
19. Remington 870 Exp. 12 ga.
20. Savage 9317-DXP 17 cal
21. Remington 597 Scoped .22 combo .22

♦ One gun will be awarded for each
100 tickets sold.

♦ 21 guns will be awarded if 2,100 or more
tickets are sold.

♦ SDWF reserves the right to offer a cash
settlement or substitute a gun of equal or
greater value.

*Drawing to be held at
Spring Board Meeting, May , 2010.

Void where prohibited by law. Your presence
or contribution not necessary to win.

SDWF, PO Box 7075, Pierre, SD 57501
(605) 224-7524 • www.sdwf.org

2009/2010 South Dakota Wildlife Federation’s
Custer State Park Buffalo Shoot

$10 each or 3 for $25

Winner’s Choice Of:
♦  A guided buffalo shoot during the 2010

Fall Season. Rifle or bow allowed for
the shoot.

♦  A cash prize of $1,500.

•  This is a guided shoot in Custer State
Park located in southwestern South
Dakota.

•  These bulls average two years old.
*Drawing to be held at

Annual Convention, August 2010.

Void where prohibited by law. Your presence
or contribution not necessary to win.

SDWF, PO Box 7075, Pierre, SD 57501
(605) 224-7524 • www.sdwf.org

1 Year Membership @ $20 Total $ ______
1 Buffalo Shoot Ticket @ $10 Total $ ______
3 Buffalo Shoot Tickets @ $25 Total $ ______
21 Gun Giveaway Ticket @ $20 ea. Total $ ______
6 Buffalo Shoot Tickets and Membership @ $45 Total $ ______
6 Buffalo Shoot Tickets and 3 – 21 Gun Tickets @ $90 Total $ ______
6 Buffalo Shoot Tickets, 3 – 21 Gun Tickets
                                 and Membership @ $100 Total $ ______

Total $ ______

to accomplish our goals is to join clubs affi liated with 
the South Dakota Wildlife Federation, or join the Federa-
tion directly, and then take the time to let your legislators 
know what you think. The majority of legislators are 
hard-working individuals who truly want to preserve our 
quality of life. We simply have to remind them now and 
then that we are all deserving of equal treatment, and our 
natural resources are to be shared, not sold to the highest 
bidder.    

Bill Antonides is a retired SD Conservation Offi cer, a 
vice president in the SDWF, and a Certifi ed Wildlife Bi-
ologist. The opinions expressed are his own, and may or 
may not be shared by all members of the SDWF. He can 
be reached by e-mail at billantonides@abe.midco.net. 
The author is trying get his oldest daughter and her fam-
ily afi eld, but new laws could make it much harder, more 
expensive, and less productive than it has to be. Photo by 
Bill Antonides.

 

2010 Legislative Session … Continued from page 5

In 2002,the Rapid City Journal editorialized in favor of 
wilderness, noting that within a couple hours drive of 
Rapid City would “offer a different experience for hikers 
and campers, who may be more used to 
mountains and trees than grass prairies and unrestricted 
vistas.” 

I’ve sometimes heard the criticism that wilderness keeps 
the public from using public land. I disagree. Wilder-
ness offers unique opportunities for the public to enjoy, 
including hunting, fi shing, hiking, camping, horseback 
riding, wildlife viewing, recreational rock collecting and 
many others. By limiting road building, structures, and 
recreational motorized and mechanized use, wilderness 
protects the land’s natural character and open space. Fur-
thermore, the Forest Service retains the ability to combat 
fi re, insects, invasive species and disease. 

It’s also important to understand that wilderness protects 
and preserves the rights of ranchers to use these lands for 
long-held livestock grazing purposes. The Wilderness 
Act and Congressional Grazing Guidelines clearly state 
that established grazing shall continue, with the reason-
ably necessary use of motorized vehicles to maintain it. 
This includes maintenance of stock ponds, fences, and 
other existing support facilities, as well as replacement 
of these facilities as necessary. To me, ranching is very 
much a compatible use to a healthy grassland ecosystem. 

I believe that creating the fi rst national grassland wilder-
ness is an opportunity to safeguard an important part of 
our heritage and create a lasting legacy that South Dako-
tans can be proud of for generations to 
come. 

 It’s Time to Protect SD’s Heritage...continued from page2

wilderness protects and 
preserves the rights of 
ranchers 

The majority of legisla-
tors are hard-working 
individuals who truly 
want to preserve our 
quality of life.
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by: Chuck Dieter SDWF Board Member and Biology Professor. 

Currently, we have excellent hunting because there are large 
numbers of waterfowl around.  Why do you think we have good 
numbers of ducks and geese?  Because they are not blown out of 
here.  If we have signifi cantly more hunters, the waterfowl will 
be shot or move out.  Then nobody will have good hunting.   

South Dakota is not alone in giving benefi ts to residents and lim-
iting non–residents for some hunts.  Just about every state and 
Canadian province either limits or shuts out nonresidents from 
some hunting opportunities.  Montana severely restricts nonresi-
dents for all of their big game licenses even though the state is full 
of federal land.   Minnesota prohibits nonresidents from hunting 
prairie chickens, moose, and elk.  Heck, a nonresident can only 
harvest wild rice for 1 day and it costs 30 bucks!  

While most residents will tolerate some nonresidents, they do not 
like it if their favorite public areas are mobbed by nonresidents.  
They are even more upset if prime private areas are leased by 
wealthy out-of-staters.  Currently, there are 4,000 regular non–
resident licenses, 2,000 3–day licenses, 2,000 September Canada 
goose hunting licenses, and unlimited spring conservation order 
licenses for snow geese.  Many locals say “enough already”.  

Hunting ducks and geese is a passion for many South Dakotans.  
We live here all year, struggling with bad weather and low wages.  
But we pay our taxes, support the economy, and reside here be-
cause we like the quality of life.  A huge part of the reason many 

Why South Dakota protects its hunting heritage
people live here is the quality of outdoor pursuits, mainly hunting 
and fi shing. 

I have heard many state, that the landscape of South Dakota is 
devoid of waterfowl hunters.  That simply is not true.  Take it from 
someone who is constantly scouting for good hunting spots – there 
is already plenty of competition for good spots.  While it is great 
to share our natural resources with others around the country, the 
supply of excellent hunting opportunities is not infi nite.  As with 
many outdoor endeavors, as the number of participants increases, 
the quality decreases.  As I see it, we can maintain excellent hunt-
ing for some, or poor hunting for many.  

 Currently, South Dakota provides excellent hunting for residents 
and some nonresidents.  If we open waterfowl hunting in South 
Dakota to all comers, the hunting will be ruined for all except those 
who can afford to lease prime areas.  We are just simply too close 
to big population centers.  Earlier generations of South Dakotans 
fought this battle in the 1960’s when nonresidents were buying 
or leasing all waterfowl areas.  At that time, the residents voted to 
eliminate nonresident waterfowl hunters.  If unlimited waterfowl 
hunting returns, things will be bought up or leased at a much 
higher rate than 40 years ago.  As hunters and conservationists, 
we have an obligation to maintain the waterfowling tradition for 
our children and grandchildren.  It is also time for this generation 
of South Dakota waterfowl hunters to step up and fi ght to retain 
our hunting heritage.  The fi rst step is to use it or lose it.

Reprinted with permission from Sioux Falls Argus Leaders 

Conservation groups are asking Congress to restore 
Clean Water Act protection to small wetlands, especially 
those in the Prairie Pothole region of the Upper Plains. 
Yet other groups, including property rights and farm and 
ranching interests, fear the legislation will result only in 
a federal land grab. 
The bill, SB 787 or the Clean Water Restoration Act, is 
at the heart of the debate. The legislation, which would 
remove the word “navigable” from the Clean Water Act, 
is awaiting debate on the Senate fl oor this year. 
At issue, conservation groups say, are U.S. Supreme 
Court decisions that stripped away protection of isolated 
wetlands under the landmark 1972 Clean Water Act. 
Sportsmen say some 20 million acres of wetlands lost 
protection in the rulings. 
“Some landowners are taking advantage of this lack of 
protection to drain these areas that are critical for migrat-
ing waterfowl,” said Paul Lepisto of Pierre, the Izaak 
Walton League’s regional conservation coordinator for 
Iowa, Nebraska and South Dakota. “When passed, it will 
have a great impact in South Dakota and restore protec-
tions afforded in the original act and that are critical to 
wildlife and wetlands in this state. Look around - I’ve 
seen landowners tiling and draining wetlands at a rate 
that is unprecedented in the three decades I’ve lived in 
this state.” 
But ranchers, landowners and farm groups say the EPA 
would gain too much control over wetlands, including 
seasonal puddles on their land. Several state agricultural 
groups have come out against the measure - and vow to 
fi ght against it. 
“Our concern is removing the term ‘navigable,’ “ said 
Jodie Hickman, executive director of the South Dakota 
Cattleman’s Association in Rapid City. “Our concern, 
if that happens, is it brings all water under EPA con-
trol, and that brings the EPA to the ranch. It seems to be 
overkill on what the EPA has to have jurisdiction on. We 

work closely with the (state Department of Environment 
and Natural Resources) and we feel DENR is doing a 
good job already on these issues.” 
The Prairie Pothole region is a wide swath of grass and 
wetlands that includes eastern South Dakota. It is the 
most threatened - yet most important - area to waterfowl 
production in North America, conservation groups say. 
More than 70 percent of the waterfowl are born and 
reared in the Prairie Pothole.  And it’s estimated that 
waterfowl hunting adds $2.3 billion to the U.S. economy 
each year, according to U.S. Fish and Wildlife statistics. 
“Waterfowlers could lose millions of birds a year if these 
breeding habitats are destroyed,” Dr. Scott Yaich, director 
of conservation operations for Ducks Unlimited, said in a 
statement. “Clean water and wetlands are important, not 
for just hunters and anglers, but for all of us.” 
Nationally, landowners are pushing back against the 
measure, saying it would strip their rights as property 
owners. 
The legislation was introduced by Sen. Russ Feingold, 
D-Wis., and is supported by 24 senators. 
Sen. Tim Johnson, D-S.D., said Congress must be fl ex-
ible with the bill. 
“South Dakota can benefi t from clarifying responsibility 
for monitoring the water quality of its rivers, streams and 
wetlands,” he said. “That being said, new rules must be 
fl exible to allow farmers and ranchers 
options for safeguarding water resources, and the current 
proposal still requires additional refi nement and modifi -
cation to achieve those ends.” 
Sen. John Thune, R-S.D., opposes the measure. 
“The bill would undercut the ability of farmers and local 
communities to use resources for economic development 
and job creation,” he said. “I am opposed to this legisla-
tion because I believe it would seriously damage our ag-
ricultural sector and other businesses in South Dakota.” 

Farmers fear Expansion of Wetlands Protection

Montana severely restricts 
nonresidents for all of their 
big game licenses even 
though the state is full of 
federal land

“South Dakota can 
benefi t from clarifying 
responsibility for moni-
toring the water quality 
of its rivers, streams 
and wetlands,” he said.


