KEEP HABITAT MONTANA WORKING FOR

WILDLIFE HUNTERS

RANCH ERS

REAUTHORIZE HABITAT MONTANA IN 2005

ramatic shifts in population and economics
are having major impact on Montanans and

the wildlife they love. Legislators can’t turn back the
clock but in 1987 they had the foresight to create a

law aimed at saving part of our past.

House Bill 526 directed the Montana Department
of Fish, Wildlife and Parks to protect “important
habitat that is threatened” To fund the effort, legis-
lators raised hunting license fees, earmarking part of
the increased revenue for that purpose. The legisla-
tion specified that this unique program, called
“Habitat Montana,” end in 2006 unless reauthorized

during the 2005 session.

Benefits resulting from the 1987 Legislature’s fore-
sight are remarkable: 258,000 acres have been con-
served and 30 ranch families have cooperated and
profited. Yet no tax dollars were spent and no prop-

erty taxes lost.

ABITAT MONTANA HELPS MAINTAIN
OUR MOST CHERISHED TRADITIONS 7‘
FAMILY OWN ED RANCHES, SUSTAINABLE“
WILDLIFE HABITAT AND HUNTING‘ -
OPPORTUNITY AT NO COST TO TAXPAY- "

ERS AND NO LOSS OF TAX REVENUE

> consen.ratlo easements too, We aH
- ‘need some open space and we need -
to take care of the wildlife.” -




Meeting the Legislature’s mandate

The 1987 Legislature, through HB 526, and subsequent
legislatures gave clear direction on how the habitat protection
program should be implemented. FWP and its citizen
commissioners have taken this direction seriously:

& A comprehensive plan, including public and scientific
input, was to be prepared to guide the program. The resuit
is “Habitat Montana,” a document that identifies habitat
types in need of conservation, the means of public involve-
ment, and many other details.

w Empbhasis was to be placed on conservation easements or
leases, rather than on fee title acquisition. However, pur-
chase in fee title was still allowed because the legislature
understood that the seller would determine which method
was in his/her best interest.

m Habitat sites were to be reasonably distributed around the
state, benefiting the full range of game and non-game
wildlife. The accompanying map demonstrates that this
mandate has been met.

Lease, easement, fee title...- —
What's the difference?

FWP-conserves important habitat through a “willing buyer—willing
seller” process. In negotiating these transactions, the legislature has
granted FWP authority to use any of three legal mechanisms. Here's a
brief description of each:

M Conservation easement: Landowner retains ownership and use of the
land as in the past, paying taxes, controlling weeds, etc. A management
plan, such as rest-rotation grazing, is developed. Water development
and fencing, sometimes partially funded by the FWP easement, may be
implemented, Landowner agrees to limit specified uses of the land,
such as subdivison and development, surface mining or new cultivation
of native range. Easement becomes a permanent part of the property’s

‘title so restrictions apply to future owners. These restrictions may
reduce the property’s future value, often by 30 to 40%. Payments by
FWP for easements have ranged from $40 to $373 per acre.

B Term lease: Landowner agrees for a specific number of years (5-10
years is typical} to perform specific activities, such as protecting and/or
improving wildlife habitat. Because the agreement is only temporary,
payment per acre is Hmited.,

B Fee title: FWP acquires full ownership of the property with all the ben-
efits and responsibilities of ownership, FWP must control weeds, main-
tain fences, make payment in lieu of property taxes in same amount as
when land was privately owned. FWP may lease grazing to nearby
ranchers via competitive bids or enter into cooperative grazing systems
to improve habitat on surrounding land.




Immediate and long-term benefits
for conservation-minded ranchers

It's obvious that future generations of Montanans, and the
wildlife they will come to love, have much to gain from
Habitat Montana.

Perhaps it’s not so obvious why traditional ranching families
are eager to participate. Here’s why:

TO PRESERVE THE FAMILY LEGACY
AND ITS HABITAT.

B Most participants are multi-generational ranching families
with a deep moral commitment to continue the ranching
operation and the wildlife that depends on it. They share
emotional stories about hardships endured by parents,
grandparents and great grandparents. For them, losing the
ranch, or any part of it, to subdivision would violate a
sacred trust.

B They love the wildlife. Watching wildlife, seeing nature’s
cycles unfold, is at the core of their existence. They know
those wild creatures require secure habitat.

TO OBTAIN CASH FOR A VARIETY
OF FAMILY NEEDS

Montana has suffered prolonged drought and unfavorable
agricultural prices. Ranching profits are small. A FWP con-
servation easement generates a lot of cash— hundreds of
thousands of dollars, typically— for a participating family.
They use it in a variety of ways:

B To retire debt. With debt eliminated, the ranch has a
brighter future.

m To expand, buying more land so a son or daughter can stay
on the land instead of moving to the city.

# To fund Mom and Dad’s, or an uncles, retirement allowing
the older generation to move to town and the young fami-
ly to take over.

® To facilitate estate planning, paying a share to the children
who left the state so that the one remaining will own the
ranch free and clear.

44% of Montanans— twice the
national average
of 22%— say
they engage in
birding, accord-
ing to a national
survey.

@ Montanans spent

$10 million for
birdseed in 1996.

Habitat Montana benefits birds
and the people who love them.




HUNTING IS BIG BUSINESS

Partners in making

IN MONTANA— AND A

Habltat Montana W()rk FAVORITE FAMILY ACTIVITY
Partners are the key to success in today’s complex world. 2 5 %

Montana 'Flsljl, wildlife & Parks and the Coalition fpr Percentage of Montanans,
Reauthorization of Habitat Montana, gratefully acknowledge 16 years and older, who hunt

the continuing support and involvement of the following;

B Conservation-minded legislators who, in every session $ 3 00 Million

even before HB 526 was passed in 1987, expressed Economic impact of hunting on
concern for the need to protect important habitat on a Montand’s economy
consistent basis, with funding available when critical

sites became available 6 665
3

B The 30 ranching families who have sold conservation Number of youth who took
interests to FWP and their local County Commissioners Hunter Education last year
who have supported this effort 1 2 3 2

B The Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation, Montana Trout

Unlimited, The Nature Conservancy and Pheasants Forever Number of voluntary instructors

who taught them

B The Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes

8 The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and the U.S. Forest Service

B The Blackfoot Challenge, Montana Audubon, Montana
Bowhunters Association

B Big Sky Upland Game Bird Association, Headwater Fish
and Game Association

B Montana Wildlife Federation and its affiliates: Anaconda -
Sportsmen, Billings Rod and Gun Club, Flathead Wildlife,
Inc., Great Falls Shooting Sports Complex, Gallatin Wildlife
Association, Helena Hunters and Anglers, Red Lodge Rod
and Gun, Russell Country Sportsmen, Skyline Sportsmen’s
Club - Butte, Ravalli County Fish and Wildlife Association

B Five Valleys Land Trust, Rock Creek Trust and several
other local land trusts

# The Conservation Fund and Trust for Public Land

OIN US IN SUPPO’RTI?NG REAUTHORlZATION )
| OF HA_BITAT MONTANA

COALIT!ON FOR REAUTHORIZATION OF HABITAT MONTANA

Prepared, prmted and pard for by the above Coalition.
Stan Meyer, Co-chair Paul Sihler, Co-chair
3417 14* Avenue South 6 Comstock Road
Great Fallis 59405 Helena 59601



Conserving important habitat across
Montana’s wide horizon

|- Habitat Montana sites

In the Yellowstone Valley, Dome Mountain Wildlife Management Area was enlarged by almost 100%
to help accommodate resident elk as well as elk from Yellowstone Park during severe winters.

Purchase of 120 acres on Missoula’s Mount Jumbo was part of a larger effort to maintain winter
etk habitat and open space.

El In the Big Hole, FWP purchased a conservation easement from the Hirschy ranching family
encompassing more than 10,000 acres of elk and moose habitat.

The Sieben, O’Connell and Grady Ranch easements north of Helena cover more than 34,000 acres
of elk and deer winter range and protect a wildlife movement corridor connecting Glacier National
Park with the Gates of the Mountains and island mountain ranges east of the Missouri River.

B In the Mission Valley, over 650 acres of precious wetlands habitat has been added to the Ninepipe
Wildlife Management Area with the assistance of the Confederated Salish-Kootenai Tribe.

3 Conserving productive wetlands, woody draws and riparian habitat, FWP bought easements on
14 miles of the Tongue River bottoms in Custer County, 3,000 acres along Milk River in Valley
County, and 15,000 acres (including 652 acres of wetlands) in Blaine County.

HaBITAT MONTANA — 1988 THROUGH 2003 |

Acres protecied Funds Invested
1
11,250  a $20,736,212 Fee TirLe
33,736 $27.270 TERM LEASE
CONSERVATION
213,540 $11,986,941 EASEMENT




