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Potential SAG Recommendations: 
 
1) In the future, when the legislature enacts legislation, it identifies a means by which the new mandate 
can be paid for. 
 
2) Reconstitute a SAG to help evaluate the existing mandates and make recommendations to the 
legislature to refocus mandates on the DFG mission. 
 
Identify: 

• Redundant mandates (those done by other agencies) 
• Obsolete mandates 
• Conflicting mandates (Hopefully the Law Review Commission will do this) 

 
Evaluation should include 

• How each mandate pertains to DFG’s mission 
• How much funding there is for each mandate (source of the funding) 
• Department’s priorities in actually meeting the mandates 

 
Budget requests indicate what priority DFG is giving to any particular mandate. 
 
Evaluate what the sources of funding are for each mandate: 
 Permits & fees 
 Tags & licenses 
 Bonds (expiring?) 
 Federal funds (Pittman-Robinson, NOAA, SFRA, etc.)(matching?) 
 Grants 
 General fund 
 Funds borrowed from other dedicated sources 
 
Can’t really do this evaluation until: 
  DFG does its mission statement in the strategic planning process 
 Law Review Commission finishes its work 
 
 


