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D E P A R T M E N T  O F  F I S H  W l )  G A I H E

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER SUBPORTBUILOING -  JUNEAU SS9B1

JAYS. HAMMOND. GOVERNOR

Apri l 8, 1977

The Honorable A lv in  Osterback 
Chairman, House Resources Committee 
Alaska State Legislature 
Pouch V, State Capitol 
Juneau, Alaski 99811

Dear Mr. Osterback:

This is  in reply to your le t t e r  of March 21, 1977 requesting information 
on the proposed Arct ic  National W i ld l i f e  Range resolutions.

The Department supports the passage of HCR 41 Arct ic National W i ld l i f e  
Range Protection and HJR 34 Environmental Defense of the Arct ic National 
W i ld l i f e  Range. The resolutions are consistent with the intent of the 
withdrawal which established the Range to preserve the "unique w i l d l i f e ,  
wilderness and recreational values" of the area.

Durina the Gas Line Public Hearings, the Department opposed development 
with che Arct ic  National W i ld l i f e  Range. The Range is unique in that 
i t  is the United States '  las t  example of v i r tu a l l y  undisturbed arct ic 
ecosystems-- coastal plain, f o o th i l l s ,  mountains and the plant and 
animal species that ex is t  there.

The Arct ic  National W i ld l i f e  Range provides habitat for caribou, bears, 
wolves, musk oxen and other mammals. I t  is a nesting, molting and 
staging area for waterfowl, gu l ls ,  terns and other birds.

Caribou are probably most dependent upon the Range not being disturbed 
by development. The Porcupine caribou herd has an estimated population 
of  100,000 -  120,000 animals which makes i t  the largest caribou herd in 
the state .  The Porcupine herd's calving grounds are within the boundaries 
of the Range. Although the herd uses d i f fe ren t  ranges and migration 
patterns from time to time, the calving areas tend to remain constant 
and are c r i t i ca l  to the caribou 's existence. Development in the calving 
areas would be extremely detrimental to the herd.

The Range is also a s c ien t i f ic  laboratory and asset and a recreational 
resource. Development within the Arct ic  National W i ld l i f e  Ram e would 
diminish the value of these a c t i v i t i e s  and would destroy some of the 
Range's most inportant values. The Arct ic  National W i ld l i f e  Range's 
primary value is as an essent ia l ly  pr ist ine area that contains the 
ent ire  sweep of natural ecological communities from the Brooks Range to 
the Arc t ic  Ocean. This value can be protected only by maintaining the 
in tegr i ty  of the Range.



Although the Department opposes industrial types of development, we have 
no objection to guiding and related a c t i v i t i e s .  I t  should be made clear 
that  the guide industry w i l l  not be adversely af fected by the resolutions.

The Department is not submitting a f isca l  note at this time. Although 
i t  is not anticipated that additional funds w i l l  be necessary, the 
actions taken by the Governor and the President of the United States 
w i l l  be the determining factor in th is  regard.

I f  additional information is needed please l e t  me know.
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