
HOUSE BILL 1576 / SENATE  BILL 1047 
THREATEN PENNSYLVANIA’S  
STREAMS, FISH & WILDLIFE 

What these Bills Propose to Do 

 Eliminate the independence of the Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Commission (PFBC) and the Pennsylvania Game 
Commission (PGC), by subjecting their actions to the Independent Regulatory Review Commission (IRRC) review 
process—a process that adds extra layers of bureaucracy, creates administrative inefficiencies, and will require 
that all listings of threatened or endangered species, and all designation of wild trout waters, be done through a 
formal rule-making process. 

 

 Remove all currently listed threatened and endangered species from the state list, unless they can be re-listed 
under the Act’s arduous listing processes within two years or unless they are a federally-listed species.  Not only 
would this bill undo untold amounts of work by both PFBC and PGC over the past several decades, it would place 
additional time and expense burdens on the Commonwealth by requiring the Commissions to re-nominate and re
-list species.   

 

 Remove the ability of the PFBC to list Wild Trout Waters, without both IRRC and legislative approval. 
 

 Allows the legislature and IRRC—neither of which have scientific expertise—to determine what is “acceptable 
data” that can be used to determine whether a species should be listed as threatened or endangered or whether 
a stream can be listed as wild trout water. 

Why these bills are unnecessary 

 Both the PFBC and PGC currently have rigorous and transparent processes for 
designating threatened and endangered species, and wild trout streams (in the 
case of PFBC), that considers public input.  Data are obtained via well established, 
scientific sampling methods.  Wild trout stream designations are based on strin-
gent technical criteria, including numbers of trout, biomass, and size classes rep-
resented.  Although designation as a wild trout stream may ultimately have regu-
latory consequences, it is not itself a regulatory action.  It is simply a technical de-
cision. 

 

 Both PFBC and PGC utilize independent and peer-reviewed data in considering the 
listing of species, provided through uniform criteria established by the PA Biologi-
cal Survey.  IRRC does not have the requisite scientific expertise or standards to 
evaluate species listing proposals.  

 

 Both PFBC and PGC are currently required to comply with the Commonwealth 
Documents Law, providing public notice of any potential listing in the Pennsylvania Bulletin along with an oppor-
tunity for public review and comment, and for submission of additional data.  Further, the public has an oppor-
tunity to comment on decisions before the Commission at every Commission meeting. 

 

 The PFBC and PGC are not abusing their discretion to list species.  During the last five years, the PFBC has add-
ed 13 species and de-listed 11 species from the state threatened, endangered, and candidate species lists.  
PGC has only listed 3 species in the last decade.   

 



What is at stake? 
 

Potential loss of $27 million annually in federal funding for Pennsylvania.  

To be eligible for federal Pittman-Robertson and Dingell Johnson grants, states have to have fish and wildlife agen-
cies that have sole discretion over how revenue for fishing and hunting licenses are used. The agencies also have to 
have the authority to ensure "the conservation of fish and 
wildlife."  The IRRC and legislature do not share the same 
sole mission.   

Revenue generated by license sales to Pennsylvania’s 
hunters, anglers, and boaters feeds into the federal 
Pittman Robertson and Dingell-Johnson grant programs 
that ultimately provides a non-trivial portion of the oper-
ating budgets for the PFBC and PGC.   Significant money 
generated from hard-working Pennsylvanian hunters, an-
glers and boaters has gone into conservation of fish and 
wildlife in the state and supporting our conservation com-
missions.   That funding stream would be at risk, if these 
bills passed. 
 

Potential increase in federal involvement in fish and wildlife management within the state.   The Commonwealth 
currently has a cooperative agreement with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service that allows Pennsylvania to identify, list 
and manage endangered species.  Adding IRRC review will change the current process and could void the agree-
ment, resulting in more federal oversight of threatened and endangered species in Pennsylvania.   
 

Loss of protections for currently listed threatened and endangered species, potentially leading to a loss of biodiver-
sity in the state in the future, as a result of the proposed cumbersome process for listing threatened and endan-
gered species under these bills. 
 

Loss of independence for PGC and PFBC, and an unnecessary overly burdensome review process for achieving pro-
tections for fish and wildlife.   
 

Sportsmen will suffer the burden of having to financially support the added bureaucracy through the purchase of 
license sales, causing a decline in other critical services provided by the Commissions. 
 

Bureaucratic delay in reviewing and designating wild trout streams could result in a loss of opportunity for Penn-
sylvania anglers, and a loss of economic benefit to businesses that sportsmen support.  With the budget con-
straints already imposed on the PFBC, the importance of wild trout streams to Pennsylvania anglers is increasingly 
vital. 
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What Can You Do? 
 

Please Take Action Today! 

Contact your Representative and Senator, and tell them that HB1576 and  SB 1047 
do not protect Pennsylvania’s streams, fish and wildlife.   

Find your legislator:   

http://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/home/findyourlegislator/#address 

 

 

http://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/legis/home/findyourlegislator/#address

