
FLORIDA CHAPTER 

THE WILDLIFE SOCIETY 
239 Bishop Dr i ve  
Ga inesv i l l e ,  FL 32607 

13 A p r i l  1984 

Col . Robert M. B r a n t l y  
Execut ive D i r e c t o r  
F l o r i d a  Game and Fresh 

Water F i sh  Commission 
620 S. Mer id ian  S t r e e t  
T a l l  ahassee, FL 32301 

Dear Col . Bran t l y :  

I am w r i t i n g  i n  response t o  your  13 March 1984 l e t t e r  request ing  
c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f  t he  p o s i t i o n  o f  t he  F l o r i d a  Chapter, The N i l  d l  i f e  
Society, Inc .  (FCTWS) concerning the  paper " I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  
F l o r i d a  Nongame W i l d l i f e  S t a t u t o r y  Mandate." I apologize f o r  my 
delay i n  responding; your  l e t t e r  a r r i v e d  w h i l e  I was on an extended 
f i e l d  t r i p  t o  Louisiana. 

I wish t o  c l a r i f y  how t h i s  paper o r i g i n a t e d .  I n  d iscuss ing  t h e  
progress o f  a meeting o f  t he  Nongame Advisory Council i n  Tal lahassee 
w i t h  D r .  La r r y  Har r is ,  our  rep resen ta t i ve  on the  Counci 1, L a r r y  
in forued me t h a t  Dr. Alan Egbert, o f  y o u r - s t a f f  had asked him t o  
d r a f t  a s e c t i o n  on s t a t u t o r y  a u t h o r i t i e s  f o r  t he  r e p o r t  being 
prepared f o r  submission t o  t h e  Governor and Leg is la tu re .  I suggested 
t h a t  he contac t  Te r ry  Zinn, who had o f f e r e d  f r e e  serv ices  t o  t h e  
Chapter. The FCTNS d i d  n o t  request  t h i s  paper as a r e s u l t  of 
concern t h a t  t he  F l o r i d a  Game and Fresh Water F i sh  Commission 
(Commission) 1 acked a u t h o r i t y  i n  t he  areas o f  nongame w i l d l i f e  
management and research o r  w i l d l i f e  research i n  general.  The 
Execut ive Board, FCTWS d i d  n o t  rev iew o r  comment on t h i s  paper p r i o r  
t o  i t s  submission a t  t h e  Council meeting. 

I have discussed t h i s  paper w i t h  the Execut ive Board, FCTWS and 
we unanimously concur i n  t he  f o l l o w i n g  opin ions:  
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1. We disagree w i t h  the  statement i n  paragraph 1, page 1 t h a t  
"The Commission i s  n e i t h e r  e x c l u s i v e l y  nor  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
au thor ized t o  do research on w i l d  animal o r  f reshwater  
aquat ic  l i f e . "  The F l o r i d a  C o n s t i t u t i o n  g ives  the  Commission 
the  responsi b i  1 i ty and a u t h o r i t y  f o r  t he  management, p r o t e c t i o n ,  
and conservat ion of w i l d  animal l i f e  and freshwater aquat ic  
l i f e .  As profess ional  b i o l o g i s t s  we recognize t h a t  research 
i s  essen t i a l  f o r  meeting these r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  and t h e r e f o r e  
be l i eve  t h a t  a u t h o r i t y  t o  conduct research i s  i m p l i c i t  i n  
the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  mandate. We agree t h a t  t he  Commission 
does n o t  have exc lus i ve  a u t h o r i t y  t o  conduct w i l d l i f e  
research. 

We be1 i e v e  the  wording a t  the. bottom of page 1 ( " L i k e  the  
Commission's single-minded study of game w i l d l i f e ; . . . " )  t o  
be unfortunate. We a re  w e l l  aware of  the  t rend  over a 
number of years f o r  i nc reas ing  emphasis on nongame species 
w i t h i n  the  research program of the  Commission. dJe b e l i e v e  
t h i s  t o  be commendable and an i n d i c a t i o n  of t he  Commission's 
a b i l i t y  t o  broaden i t s  program beyond the  arena of game 
species. The breadth o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  research program i s  
one f a c t o r  i n f l u e n c i n g  ou r  conc lus ion  t h a t  a comprehensive 
nongame program should be centered w i t h i n  and coordinated 
by t h e  Commission. We do agree t h a t  a "wealth o f  expe r t i se ,  
personnel, and f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  research on nongame species 
research ( s i c )  l i e s  ou ts ide  the  Commission." and we s t r o n g l y  
support and urge the  u t i l i z a t i o n  of t h a t  expe r t i se  i n  t he  
developing nongame program. 

We concur w i t h  paragraph 2, page 2 t h a t  t he  Nongame Advisory 
Counci 1 should prov ide  continuous guidance t o  the  Commission 
and a re  pleased t h a t  you welcome such guidance as i n d i c a t e d  
i n  you r  7 March l e t t e r  t o  me. Obviously, we recognize t h a t  
t he re  w i l l  be t imes when the  Council and the  Comrnission 
disagree; c e r t a i n l y  t h a t  a lone would n o t  r e s u l t  i n  a 
d im inu t i on  of the  Counc i l ' s  r o l e  as a f u n c t i o n a l  adv isory  
body. We do b e l i e v e  t h a t  the  Council can be of  g r e a t  va lue 
t o  the Commission i n  t he  guidance of t h e  nongame program. 

4. The Execut ive Board, FCTWS i s  n o t  prepared t o  comment on the  
suggest ion t h a t  nongame funds be d isbursed i n  a manner 
s i m i l a r  t o  those o f  the  F l o r i d a  I n s t i t u t e  o f  Phosphate 
Research. We a re  n o t  adequately f a m i l i a r  w i t h  t h a t  fund 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  system. We do agree w i t h  the  f i n a l  conc lus ion  
t h a t  " . . . the  Commission and Council must cooperate w i t h  and 
tap the  l a r g e  capac i ty  f o r  research and knowledge o f  nongame 
w i l d l i f e  ou ts ide  the  Commission." We are  pleased t h a t  t he  
f i n a l  r e p o r t  t o  the  Governor and L e g i s l a t u r e  r e f l e c t s  t h i s  
view. 
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I hope tha t  the above information c l a r i f i e s  our position. We 
are strong supporters of the nongame program and stand prepared 
to  provide a l l  possible support towards enactment of the program 
as outlined in the report of the Council and Commission. We 
appreciate your responsiveness to  our views expressed during the 
development of that  report. 

Sincerely , 

Nicholas R. Holler, President 
Florida Chapter, The Nil dl i f e  

Society 

cc: Nongame Advisory Counci 1 
Executive Board, TWS 


