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CSHB 163 (Resources) "An Act relating to harassment
of persons engaged in hunting,
fishing, or trapping.”

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS

Section .925 would make it illegal to int.»rfer with a person who is
lawfully engaged in hunting, fishing or trapping; to disturb or game
with the intent to interfer with their taking; or to enter or remain upon
public or private land with intent to do one or the other of the above.

A violation would be punishable by a fine of up to $500 or 30 days in jail,
or by both.

Section .926 mandates that a wildlife protection agent shall order a
person to desist from a violation of section .925, if he has observed the
violation, or has probable cause to believe the person has engaged in or
"intends to engage in such activities. The officer shall inform the violator
of penalties applicable to failure to desist - a fine of up to $1000 or
90 days in jail, or both.

Section .927 provides civil remedies allowing s court injunction tc
stop th i harassment; the aggrieved party to recover general damages for

expenses rendered futile by the harassment; and the court to award lunitive
damages.



SUPPLEMENTAL CAPITAL LISTINGS:

Governor:

«=5M.) Steese Volunteer Fire Dept... .. ... ..o iioaao... 600.0
2.) Alaska Hwy. Border north ... .. ... .. ... ....... 1,370.0
3.) Parks Hwy. Rex-McKinley..... ... .. .o ooooioi.... 5,000.0
4.) Tok cutoffrehab. .o .l.. 3,700.0 K

5&5.1 Fairbanks Schools life/safetyupgrade............... 1,000.0
6.) Airport Way resurface and signals... ... ... ......... 3,000.0
7.) UAF  campus paving, signalsé&lights................. 520.0
8.) UAF  campus handicapped barrierremoval ............. 254.0

fS"W Y .t
Senate: =
1.) Fairbanks litescan cancer detection unit 72.5
2.) Weller School improvements 180.0
3.) Ravenwood Ave. upgrade 150.0
4.) Auburn/ Student access 225.0
5.) Steese Hwy. fencing 189.0
6.) Pedro Dome Rd. upgrade 192.0
7.) Ski land Rd. improvements 100.0
8.) Yak to Parks shoulder widening 180.0
9.) Ag. Experiment Station paving 133.0
10.) Instruction/Support Equipment, UAF 1,623.0
11.) Muskox Research Station upgrade 45.0
12.) Duckering Bldg. Phase I 2,700.0

~13.) Bldg. 402 upgrade 1,000.0
14_) TVCC Phase 1 completion 350.0
15.) Fairbanks, West Valley School all-weather track 400.0
16.) Fairbanks, Denali School boiler replacement 198.0
17.) Fairbanks, Group Home putchase 211.0
18.) Big Dipper dehumidification system 284.0
19.) FNSB Search and Rescue Transportation 40.0
20.) North Pole public safety building Phase Il 759.0

,21.) FNSB Law enforcement firing range completion 100.0

Ar22.) Ester area telephone expansion 418.0

N23.) Greenwood phone switching center 228.0
24.) Goldstream Alaska Rd. Completion 353,5
25.) Vue Crest Rds. upgrade 200.0

[o,ysho
of interest - /*HSa $c-*J/\rc
1.) Nenana dock facility expansion 2,000.0
2.) Delta Junction road and street improvements 950.0
3.) Anderson runway and lighting improvements 400.0



STATE OF ALASKA
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF FISCAL [IMPACT

Bill Nc: HB 163 Date on Bill: 2/4/83
Title: An Act providing for punishment for obstructing the lawful use of public

Sponsor: RPp. shul-tz

2 JLanslL

Requestor:
1. Estimated fiscal impacts on:

a. Expenditures:

(Thousands of Dollars)
i 1 FY 83 Fy 84 FY 85 FY 86 1

ICapital 1 T .. i r
Operatina | ] 1 i
1Total 1 | | -o- -0- -0- -0- 1

b. Revenues:
Revenue

2. Source of funds to offset fiscal imp c of bill

3. Assumptions:

No fiscal impact.

4. Disclaimer:

This statement has not been reviewed by the OMB in the Office of the Governor, It there-
fore does not represent the final estimate of fiscal impact.

Prepared By:cQionoi Robert J. Stickles Phone: 269-5537?
Division: Fish & Wildlifn Protection Date: 2/15/83
Approved by Commissioner: Date: J? -5’1

Depar,,menpny,i <«

5. Distribution:

Original to Legislative Finance
Copy to OMB

Copy to Sponsor
Copy to Requestor 2/15/83
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Introduced: 2/4/83
Referred: Resources and
Judiciary

1 11« THE HOUSE BY SHULTZ
2 HOUSE BILL NO. 163

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

5 A BILL

6 For an Act entitled:"An Act providing for punishment for obstructing the
7 lawful useof public land."

8 BEIT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATUREOF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

9 fmgfction g_meAS~1l.Q$:129(a) is amended by adding a new paragraph to
10 read:
11 (7) unlawfully prevents, hinders, or obstructs another
12 person who attempts to lawfully engage in hunting, fishing, camping,
13 or trapping within the state on public land of the state or the United
14 States.
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§ 11.60.310 Alaska Statutes Supplement

§11.61.120

Revisor’'s notes. — Section 22, ch. 166, title. As of January 1, 1980, the effective
SLA 1978 (revision of the criminal code) date of the revised criminal code, AS
requires the revisor of statutes to remove  11.60.300 is codified as AS 42.20.320.
this section and place it in an appropriate

Sec. 11.60.310. Penalty.

Transferred to AS 42.20.330.

Revisor's notes. — Section 22, ch. 166, title. As of January 1, 1980, the effective
SLA 1978 (revision of the criminal code) date of the revised criminal code, AS
requires the revisor of statutes to remove  11.60.310 is codified as AS 42.20.330.
this section and place it in an appropriate

Sec. 11.60.320. Definitions.

Transferred to AS 42.20.340.

Revisor’s notes. — Section 22, ch. 166, title. As of January 1, 1980, the effective
SLA 1978 (revision of the criminal code) date of the revised criminal code, AS
requires the revisor of statutes to remove  11.60.320 is codified as AS 42.20.340.
this section and place it in an appropriate

Chapter ¢ 1. Offenses Against Public Order.

Article 1. Riot, Disorderly Conduct, and Related Offenses.
Section

Section
120. Harassment 145. Promoting an exhibition of fighting
140. Cruelty to animals animals <

Sec. 11.61.120. Harassment (a) A person commits the crime of
harassment if, with intent to harass or anr.oy another person, that
person

(1) insults, taunts, or challenges another person in a manner likely
to provoke an immediate violent response;

(2) telephones another and fails to terminate the connection with

intent to impair the ability ofthat person to place or receive telephone
calls;

(3) makes repeated telephone calls at extremely inconvenient hours;,

(4) makes an anonymous or obscene telephone call or a telephone
call that threatens physical iryury;

(5) subjects another person to offensive physical contact; or

.u) violates a provision of an order issued under AS 09.55.600(h) or

09.55.610 restraining the respondent from communicating directly or
indirectly with the petitioner.

(b) Harassment ;s a class B misdemeanor. (8 7 ch 166 SLA 1978; am
§ 10 ch 61 SLA 1982)

§11.61.140

Cross references”
authoring furresU«t.

tain cases where the L
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has committed a cnm;

Sec. 11.61.140
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(1) intentional
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STATE OF ALASKA
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF FISCAL IMPACT

Bill fic. HB 163 Date on Bill: 2/4/83

Title: Ari proviriing for pllnighmpnt for obstructing the lawful use of public
Sponsor: RPp. shnl-tz--------—cmmmm e e e land-
Requestor:

1. Estimated fiscal impacts on:

a. Expenditures:
(Thousands of Dollars)

1 1 1 FY 83 FY 84 Fy 85 | FY 86
iCapital 1 | i 1
|Opera tire. | [ 1
1Total ! 1 1 -0- .-0-.. ~-0- -0- !
b. Revenues:
Revenue

2. Source o.f funds to offset fiscal impact of bill:

3. Assumpt:uns:

No fiscal impact.

4. Disclaimer:

This statement has not been reviewed by the OMB in the Office of the Governor. It there—
fore does not represent the final estimate of fiscal impact.

Prepared By: CQlonei Robert-J. Stickles Phone: 269-5532
mvisiOn:___ Eish & Wildlifq. Protection Date: 2/15/83
Approved by Commissioner: Date: -jsj -f-J

Department: Pnhi”n g.,

5. Distribution:

Original to Legislative Finance
Copy to OMB
Copy to Sponsor

Copy to Requestor 2/15/83



CSHB 163 (Resources) "An Act relating to harassment
of persons engaged in hunting,
fishing, or trapping.”

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS

Section .925 would make it illegal to interfer with a person who 1is
lawfully engaged in hunting, fishing or trapping; to disturb fish or game
with the intent to interfer with their taking; or to enter or remain upon
public or private land with intent to do one or the other of the above.

A violation would be punishable by a fine of up to $500 or 30 days in jail,
or by both.

Section .926 mandates that a wildlife protection agent shall order a
person to desist from a violation of sec, ion .925, if he has observed the
violation, or has probable cause to believe the person has engaged in or
intends to engage in such activities. The officer shall inform the violator
of penalties applicable to failure to desist - a fine of up to $1000 or
90 days in jail, or both.

Section .927 provides civil remedies allowing: a court injunction to
stop the harassment; the aggrieved party to recover general damages for
expenses rendered futile by the harassment; and the court to award punitive
damages.



STATE OF ALASKA

FISCAL MOTE Revision Date , 1983
I.  REQUEST I1. FISCAL DETAIL
Biti/Resolution No.: CS HB 163 (Res) Agency Affected: Public Safety
Title:"Harassment of Persons Engaged in .... Program Category Affecteo: F&WP
Sponsor: House Resources BRU, Program of Subprogram®s | Affected:
Requestor: House Resources Fish & Wildlife Protection

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:  (Thousands of Dollars)
FYy 83 I FY 84 1 FY 8 i Fr 36 1 Fy 87 Fy 81

OPERATING 1

100 PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL

300 CONTRACTUAL

400 COMMODITIES

500 EQUIPMENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC

=
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-1
1
1
i
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i
1
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TOTAL OPERATING = s s AR T
CAPITAL
REVENUE

UNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND i [ i 1
FEDERAL FUNDS t i !
OTHER (Specify Source) 1 1 I [ 1
1

POSITIONS:.
FULL-TIME 1
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

P e

I11. SOURCE OF FUNDS TO OFFSET FISCAL IMPACT OF BILL:

IV. ANALYSIS: Attach a separate page for any Analysis No Fiscal Impact Anticipated

Prepared By: Paul Conner Phone:  465-4338
Division: Administrative Services Date: 3/1//83
Approved by Commissioner: V //ww)n Date:
Department**Vrublic Safety 74 ~

Distribution:

Original to Legislative Finance

Copy to Office of Management and Budget, (for Legislature introduced bills)
Copy to Department (for Governor introduced bills)
Copy to Sponsor

Copy to Requestor (if different from Sponsor) 3/8/c



§11.60.310 Alaska Statutes Supplement § 11.61.120

Revisor'snotes. — Section 22, ch. 166, title. As of January 1. 1980, the effective
SLA 1978 (revisicn of the criminal code) date of the revised criminal code, AS
requires the revis )r of statutes to remove 11 60.300 is codified as AS 42.20.320.
this section and place it in an appropriate

Sec. 11.60.310. Penalty.
Transferred to AS 42.20.330.

Revisor's notes. — Section 22, ch. 166, title. As of January 1, 1980, the effective
SLA 1978 (revision of the criminal code) date of the revised criminal code, AS
requires the revisor of statutes to remove  11.60.310 s codified as AS 42.20.330.
this section and place it in an appropriate

Sec. 11.60.320. Definitions.
Transferred to AS 42.20.340.

Revisor's notes. — Section 22, ch. 1u6, title. As of January 1, 1980, the effective
SLA 1978 (revision of the criminal code) date of the revised criminal code, AS
requires the revisor of statutes to remove  11.60.320 s codified as AS 42.20.340.
this section and place it in an appropriate

Chapter s1. Offenses Against Public CLder.

Article 1. Riot, Disorderly Conduct, and Related Offenses.

Section Section
120. Harassment 145. Promoting an exhibition of fighting
140. Cruelty to animals animals

”

Sec. 11.61.120. Harassment, (a) A person commits the crime of
harassment if, with intent to harass or annoy another person, that
person

(1) insults, taunts, or cha lengys another person in a manner likely
to provoke an immediate violent response;

(2) telephones another and fails to terminate the connection with
intent to impair the ability ofthat person to place or receive telephone
calls;

(3) makes repeated telephone calls at extremely inconvenient hours;.

(4) makes an anonymous or obscene telephone call or a telephone
call that threatens physical injury;

(5) subjects c lother person to offensive physical contact; or
(6) violates a provision of an order issued under AS 09.55.600(b) or
09.55.610 restraining the respondent from communicating directly or

indirectly with the petitioner.

(b) Harassment is a class B misdemeanor. (8 7 ch 166 SLA 1978; am
§ 10 ch 61 SLA 1982)

§11.61.140
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6FINITION

§ 11.81.300 §11.81.300

Criminal Law

(2) class B felonies, which characteristically involve conduct
resulting in less severe violence against a person than class A felonies,
aggravated offenses against property interests, or aggravated offenses
against public administration or order;

(3) class C felonies, which characteristically involve conduct serious
enough to deserve felony classification but not serious enough to be
classified as A or B felonies;

(4) class A misdemeanors, which characteristically involve less
severe violence against a person, less serious offenses against property
interests, less serious offenses against public administration or order,
or less f>nrangfiQ Qfrninpt pnhfic health and decency than felonies;

(5) class B misdemeanors, which characteristically involve a minor
risk or physical injury to a person, minor offenses against property
interests, minor offenses against public administration or order, or
minor offenses against public health and decency; e

Violations,  which  characteristically ~ involve conduct,
inappropriate to an orderly society but which do not denote criminality
in their commission,

(b) The classification of each felony defined in this title, except
murder in the first and second degree, sexual assault in the first
degree, and kidnapping, is designated in the section defining it. A
felony under Alaska law defined outside this title for which no penalty
is specifically provided is a class C felony.

(c) The classification of each misdemeanor defined in this title is
designated in the section defining it. A misdemeanor under Alaska law
defined outside this title for which no penalty is provided is a class A
misdemeanor. (8§ 10 ch 166 ALS 1978; am 88 9, 10 ch 143 SLA 1982)

Effect of amendments. — The 1982 subsections (@ and (b) and in the
amendment inocrted "sexual assault in  'ntroductory language of the second sen-
the first degree" in the first sentences of tenco of subsection (a).

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Applied in State v. Clayton, Sup, Ct. Quoted in Griffith v. State, Ct. App. Op.
Op. No. 1734 (File No. 39P"), 684 P.2d No. 71 (File No. 5914), 641 P.2d 228
1111 (1978). (1982).

Sec. 12.65.035. Fines, (a)' Upon conviction of an offense, a defen-
dant may be sentenced to pay a fine as authorized in this section or as
otherwise authorized by law. In determining the amount and method
of payment of a fine, the court shall take into account the financial
resources of the defendant and the nature of the burden its payment
will impose. No defendant may be imprisoned solely because ofinabil-
ity to pay a fine.

(b) Upon conviction of an offense, a defendant who is not an orga-
nization may be sentenced to pay, unless otherwise specified in the
provision of law defining the offense, a fine of no more than

(1) [Effective until January 1, 1983] $75,000 for murder in the
first or second degree, sexual assault in the first degree, or kidnapping;

[Effective January 1, 1983] $75,000 for murder in the first or
second degree, sexual assault in the first degree, kidnapping, or mis-
conduct involving a controlled substance in the first degree;

(2) $50,000 for a class A, B, or C felony;

(3) $5,000 for a class A misdemeanor;
1(4) $1,000 f ~ class B misdemeanor;"?

(5) $300 for a violation.

(c) Upo> conviction ofan offense, a defendantthat is an organization
may be sentenced to pay a fine not exceeding the greater of

(1) $100,000; or

(2) an amount which is“three times the pecuniary gain realized by
the defendant as a result of the offense.

(d) If a defendant is sentenced to pay a fine, the court may grant
permission for the payment to be made within a specified period oftime

in specified installments. (§ 12 ch 166 SLA 1978; am § 17 ch 45 SLA
198Z; om § 26 ch 143 SLA 1982)

Sec. 12.55.135. Sentences of imprisonment for misdemeanors,
(a) A defendant convicted of a class A misdemeanor may be sentenced
to a definite term of imprisonment of not more than one year.

(b) A defendant convicted of a class B misdemeanor may be sen-
tenced to a definite term of imprisonment of not more than 90 days
unless otherwise specified in the provision of law defining the offense.

(c) A defendant convicted of assault in the lourth degree committed-

in violation of the provisions of an order issued under AS 09.55.600 or

09.55.610 shall be sentenced to a minimum term of imprisonment of 20
days. The execution of sentence may not be suspended and probation

or parole may not be granted until the minimum term ofimprisonment

has been served. Imposition of sentence may not be suspended, except

upon condition that the defendant be imprisoned for no less than the

minimum term ofimprisonment provided in this section, and the mini-

mum sentence provided for in this section may not he otherwise

reduced. (8 12 ch 166 SLA 1978; am 8§ 2 ch 139 SLA 1980; am § 22 ch

59 Ir-TA 1982; am § 13 ch 61 SLA 1982; am § 31 ch 143 SLA 1982)



friends ofanimals, inc. 11 west 6oth street, Ne» York, n.y. 10023 = {£12)247-8120

TIPS FOR ITINT SABOTEURS

Fourteen million Americans will be shouldering their rifles and shotguns within
the next few months, marching off to their annual offensive against our wildlife.
These legions, which are more numerous, and generally better equipped than the entire
Nazi armies of the Second World War, will take a bloody toll before the season ends.

They will kill deer and rabbits, ducks, dogs, cats, a few children, and even a few
hunters.

It is time for friends of animals to start organizing a defense that will serve
to at least temper the wanton destruction. There are many ways that a friend of
animals cam become a forest partisan on behalf of our wildlife, amd we offer here a

few suggestions chat range in effort, depending upon a person®s abilities amd
commitments

1. Deny the hunter the land to hunt on. Much hunting is done on private lamds.
To protect these animals, encourage your neighbors, especially those who own large
tracts such as farms amd ranches, to post their land and forbid hunting. Try to

convince them that hunters invariably cause more damage to agriculture than the wild
animals do.

2. Many areas have hunting restricted to a specified number of hunters who
have special permits. Commonly, these permits allow the hunter to use a particular
blind or hunt less common species, such as bear. Apply for these permits yourself.
The permits axe usually awarded by a simple lottery selection. If you're lucky,
you"ll win a permit and deny a hunter his kill.

3. Get into the woods yourself the day before, the hunting season. If you're
familiar with the most commonly hunted areas, try to drive wildlife away. A stroll
through the forest with a nice loud radio and a dog on a leash, will serve to make
wildlife more wary of humans. This 1is particularly important for younger animals
that have not yet’had the traumatizing experience of being hunted.

4. Certain substances, such as rotten eggs, when rubbed into hunting blinds,
make these enclosures even more uncomfortable for the hunters. Uncomfortable hunters
are irritable, and are also poorer shots. Plastering the floor of a hunting blind
with cow dung is another good idea.

5. If youtre familiar with wildlife habits in your neighborhood, try to encourag
them to break these habits shortly before hunting season. For instance, many hunters
like to stalk along deer tracks which are pretty well defined to a good woodsman.
Placing deer repellent (available at many feed and hardware stores) along these
tracks will encourage the deer to move away and leave the hunter with a route devoid
of the species. If you want to save money, just scoop up a bag of human hair from a
local barber shop and hang handfuls of it in little bags about two or three feet from

the ground, along the deer track. The deer will soon get the message that there are
humans in the area ai. will drift away.

6. If there is much hunting with dogs in your area, try to get hold of a female
dog in heat and lead her, on a leash, through an axes, that is heavily hunted. Male
dogs in the hunter®s pack will "get wind" of the female and lose their enthusiasm for
chasing rabbits or deer.



7. Hunters frequently like to ambush their prey by setting out food and then
hiding in blinds. Commonly, bushels of apples axe set out a few days before hunting
season to encourage deer to browse in this area. When hunting season comes, the hunter
merely comes to the site, climbs into a blind, and waits for the deer to come to him.
To disrupt this, there are two alternatives. First, remove all apple piles immediately
on finding them during the days preceding hunting season. Second, if there are just
too many apples to cany away, give them a good spraying with deer repellent and
spread barber shop hair clippings all over the area.

8. Encourage your municipality to pass an ordinance that bans, in the interest
of public safety, the use of all weapons within its limits. Rifles, shotguns, .bows
and arrows have been known to kill people too.

9. If you have a portable tape recorder, get a cassette recording of wolf

howls. Play this in the wocds a few times in the days before hunting season. It
will make wildlife wary.

10. Try to develop strong anti-hunting sentiment in your community by writing
letters to the editor of your local newspapers, meeting with neighbors, getting on
talk shows. Creating public awareness of the problem is a vital point. Let your
neighbors know that the law recognizes wildlife as belonging to all people, and
they are not the exclusive property of hunters until after they have been murdered.

11. Work on a project to get your State to pass a law that would require all
hunters to carry written permission from the landowners of the places they hunt.
This further curbs the hunter®s battlegrounds because many farmers are reluctant
to sign permits that would allow people to hunt on their lands. Also, much land
is owned by summer residents, corporations, etc. that are nearly impossible to get
hold of.

12. Approach your CongrGSoporson and Senato rs with demands that hunting and
trapping be prohibited on national wildlife refuges amd all public land.

13. If you have any old,- stuffed animal toys, set these around commonly hunted
areas. Hunters often don"t take the time to check if an animal is real. Better to
have a hole in a cotton rabbit than a real one - and® the noise of the gun going off
might serve to scare away other wildlife.

14. We will be trying to put together a better activist’s guide for next hunting
season, so if you have any ideas or procedures you"ve found effective, please let us
know. Mail them in to Bill Clark, Friends of Animals, 11 West 60th Street, New York,
NY 10023.

Use your imagination. There are plenty of ways to frustrate the hunt, depending
on *your own abilities and enthusiasm. The main point hare is to do something. By
your work, you will be helping animals in two ways. First, you will be protecting
them from the hunters and second, you will be letting the hunters know that friends
of animals are in the woods. This serves to anger them, and angry hunters do not
stalk so quietly, their aim is not so precise. Emotions can play heavily in the
success of a hunt, and the most effective killers are cool and methodical. Disrupt!
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ANTI-HUNTERSVS. HUNTERS:

Greenpeace fanatics are harassing hunters in the field. It’s a vicious
and very dangerous movement, and you could he the next victim. Here's
what to expect plus some very good advice on what NOt to do about it.

By Richard Starnes, Editor-at-Large

The lush alpine valleys and rugged
highlands of northeastern British Co —
lumbia have witnessed ihe opening
skirmishes inwhat threatens to become
all-out war between big-game hunters
and anti-hunting zealots who have
sought to stop them by harassment,
abuse, intimidation and- it is
‘charged— physical violence.

How much violence has occurred to
date is in dispute, but there have been
several angry confrontations involving
hunters and anti-hunting activists, one
beating has already taken place, and
feeling isrunning so high that Canadian
provincial authorities arc alarmed at the
prospect of more violence when the
big-game season opens this fall.

“It's only a question of time before
some hothead loses his composure and
someone gets hurt,” said one hunter
who was victimized by the anli-hunt-
crs.

Arrayed against each other in the
conflict are the hunters, outfitters, and
gamc-management officials of British
Columbia, and a dedicated, well-
financed, implacable organization of
anti-hunters  who call themselves
Greenpeace.

Greenpeace is no collection of
saloon conspirators content to crank

JULY t‘i8]l OUTDOOR LIFE

out mimeographed anti-hunting dia—
tribes and picket sponing-goods stores.
It is olick, professional, worldwide,
and growing rapidly. Its Vancouver
chfiptcr alone budgets nearly $500,000
a year for anti-hunting activities. Its
tools are $1,000-a-day helicopters, ex —
pensive sound cameras, and self-con—
fessed expertise at manipulating the
Cress and television. Its tactics arc
arassmcent, confrontation, and at—
tempts physically to restrain hunters.
Its leader, Dr. Patrick Moore of Van—
couver, made itclear in an interview
with Outdoor Life that episodes of
harassment and intimidation that took
place in the rich’hunting grounds of
British Columbia in 1979 and 1980
were only the opening salvos in the
conflict.

<4e* 11 be back this year," he said.
"They can"tstopus. We intend to stop
trophy hunting, first in British Colum—
bia, ultimately all over the world."

How Greenpeace seeks to frustrate
hunters isperhaps best told in the words
of Richard A. Mielke, a 50-year-old
Pontiac. Michigan, firefighterwho last
year took a 21 -day hunt-of-a-lifctime in
the rugged, 1.6-million acre Spatsizi
Wilderness Park in British Columbia.
He and his partner, Darryl Has.ings,

40, acomputer broker from Rochester,
Michigan, encountered t ;Greenpeac-
ers oh the firstday of the hunt.

"They barged right into our camp, "
Mielke said. "They stuck sound cam—
eras right inour faces. They harangued
and.abused us. One of them screamed
at me, "Is there something wrong with
your sex life? Is that why you"re up
here killinganimals?® When we tried to
ride out of camp they locked arms
across the trail to stop us. One of them
grabbed the bridle of my horse. That
was dangerous. That’s toygh country
up there. Ifthe horse had shieffand fall—
en I could have been badly hurt."

Eventually the hunters and their
guide broke free and continued the
hunt, but on nearly every day of the
hunt the harassment continued. On one
day Mielke took his rifle- unloaded-
1o a dock on tiny Bug Lake to scope a
wolf that had been howling near the
camp.

"One of these Greenpeace guys
crowded up against me. bumped me,
and yelled, “You’re not going to shoot
that animal while I’m here!” He
grabbed my rifle, and then he fell into
the lake."

““They would taunt you inevery way
they cojld," Hastings added. "You
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couldn®t even go to the john without
one of them sticking a camera in. U"s
hard to keep your cool under those
circumstances, yet 1couldn®t give them
the satisfaction of bothering me.”

Although the Greenpeacers scornful —
ly characterize hunters such as Mielke
and Hastings as "jet-set headhunters,”
both are men of modest means.

"1 scrimped and saved and worked
atodd jobs for two yearstogetthemon —
ey for that hunt,” Mielke said. “By the
time 1’d paid air fares, outfitters’ fees,
and license and trophy fees itcost me
around $10,000."

Hastings put the cost of his hunt at
near $12,500, and noted itwould be a
long time, 1if ever, before he could
afford another hunt of that magni—
tude.

Both hunters report that attempts to
reason with the anti-hunters were
futile.

"We were after Stone sheep, princi—
pally,” Hastings said. “But they kept
alluding to them as ‘bighorns.” | told
one ofthem, “You ’resuch aphony; you
don’teven know what species you’re
talking about.” *”

Both men got trophy sheep aswell as
other trophy specimens, but the Green—
peace activitists succeeded in blighting
what would otherwise have been an
idyllic hunt.

“There were several days when 1
didn’thunt because of them," Hastings
said.

Complaints to provincial wildlife
authorities were to no avail. "Eany in
the hunt a park ranger came into our
camp,” Hastings said. " We asked him
why he wouldn’t protect our right to
cany on a lawful activity. 1°d paid
around $1,000 for licenses and tags,
and these people were trying to deprive
me of my right to hunt. The ranger
replied that there was nothing he could

do. ‘It's a public park,” he told me.
‘They can go anywhere they
please.” "

Later, after the anti-hunter fell

(Greenpcacer Moore says he was
pushed) into the lake, four Royal Cana—
dian Mounted Police officers and two
B.C. Fish and Wildlife Department
officials arrived at the Mielke-Hastings
camp by helicopter. Again the two
hunters repeated their plea for protec—
tion, again the officials said there was
nothing they could do.

“They told us they were trying to
figure out how to resolve the issue,”
Hastings told O utdoor Life. "But all
they did was to tell us, "We want you
fellows to bi patient and keep the
peace.” ’” (There are indications, how —
ever, which we will come to later, that
B.C. officials arc preparing to abandon

Iustration by Domenick 0*Andrea

Violence against them

would give Greenpeace
‘proof" “that all hunters
are thugs and violence-

prone killers.

IM I

their pcs’icy of noninterference when
the Ivtfi season opens.)

Ever, after Mielke and Hastings quit
their camp to return home, the Green—
peace contingent pursued them. After
alerting press and television, the anti-
hunters continued their tactics of
harassment. They followed the two
hunters into the airport at Vancouver,
tai nting them, haranguing and vilify—
ing them, and waving professionally-
made anti-hunting placards for the ben—
efit of news and television cameras.
Several wore animal costumes, includ—
ing horns or antlers. The Greenpeacers
drove the two hunters to take refuge in
the airport lounge, where the bartender
did what the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police and game department officials
had been unable or unwilling to do. He
chased the anti-hunters out of the
place.

What was possibly an even uglier
incident took place during the 1979
season in Spatsizi. Gary Zechel, an
engineer with the Ford Motor Compa —
ny, who lives in the Detroit area, was
hunting Ranger Creek with his wife Jo-
Carole, who is a hunter, but wasn’
hunting on thisoccasion. Accompanied
only by an Indian guide, the Zcchels
were traversing one of the wildest,
most primitive areas in North Ameri—
ca.

"We were six or eight hours by
horseback from our base camp, staying
in a spike camp," Zechel recalled,
“when these Greenpeace people
showed up. There were seven men and
one woman. There was lots of taunting,
harassment, and intimidation. They
said they would do whatever they could
to stop us. They said if they couldn’t
persuade us to abandon our hunt they
would restrain us physically. When we
rode out for a day of hunting, they
locked arms in front of us. When 1tried
to go to my wife's aid, one of them
grabbed my horse’s reins. Eventually our
guide broke through, and my wife and I
got away from them. They chased us
several hundred yards up the trail, and
our guide®s horse fell into a bog. That
was very dangerous. Even aminor injury
is serious iIn that remote wilderness."

Like Mielke and Hastings, Zechel is
an experienced hunter and outdoors-
man, clearly able to take care of him—
self. But some insight into the psycho—
logical impact of the Greenpeace tac—

Inthefall 011980, the Cary Zechel huntingparty camped in the Spatsizi wildermess
inBritish Columbia and ran into harassment by eight Greenpeace agitators (left).
When Zechel and his wife rode out of their camp for a day of hunting with their
guide, the Greenpeacers locked arms across the trail to block their way and
screamed abuse. A female Greer,peacer grabbed Zechel s reins tohold him back.
The guide broke through the human barrier, and the Zechels pul led away and rode
around them. Gary Zechel stated that his greatestfear was that one of the horses
would spook and injure or kill someone. The painting is based on a photograph
supplied by the Greenpeacer organization! At right, Greenpeacers inanimal cos—
tumes harass Richard A. Mielke and Darryl Hastmgs in the Vancouver airport

after their successful hunt.



WAR INTHE WOODS

tics can be won when Zechel says,
“One of those guys bad an ice ax he
kept waving inmy face. 1feltmore fear
than 1 have felt in a long time.””

Zechel’s wife seems to have been
singled out for particular attention by
the Greenpeacers.

“They ran raving and yelling at
her,"™ he reported. “ Itwas like criot.
They came within five or ten feet of
her.”

Exercising what can only be de—
scribed as saintly restraint, the Zechels
and their guide did their best to ignore
the anti-hunters.

“This drove them into a ftenzy,"
Zechel said. “They acted nearly hys—
terical, obviously looking to cause
some action or incident.” Not surpris—
ingly, the Greenpeace tactics finally
wore down Jo-Carole’s emotional re—
serves. “She was terrified and finally
broke down crying and screaming for
them to leave us alone. They refiised
and she ran into the tent, sobbing
"They’re crazy— 1"m afraid of them.*®
She spent the final days of the hunt in
her tent."

When the Zechels broke camp and
returned to Smithers, he filed an assault
-charge against the Greenpeace anti—
hunters. Although technically the
charge is still pending, it has been
"stayed” and provincial authorities
made it clear they have no plans to

prosecute it

Ralph Aldrich, chief conservation
officer of the British Columbia fishand
wildlife agency, undertook to ex—
plained why.

“From an enforcement pointofview
we can cnly follow the law, " he said in
an interview. “There isno law.against
yelling. It’s just like picketing. OF
course, ifthey threaten assault and take
some overt action,” that may be
assault.”

Is itillegal to impede hunters” hors—
es? Aldrich’s reply was something less
than definitive. “ Itdepends.” he said.
Thereupon he passed the buck to Peter
Ewart, crown counsel (prosecuting at—
torney) for the Spatsizi district. From
Prince George, B.C., Ewart indicated
that, while still open, the charges laid
by Gary Zechel against the Grecnpeac-
ers would likely never be prosecuted.

"We took a look at the evidence and
the probable outcome of a trial and put
a ‘stay’ on the case,” Ewart said. But
then, plainly choosing his words care—
fully, Ewart laid out what may be pro—
vincial officials’ plan to end the threat
to one of British Columbia’ prime
industries. "1 would have been much
happier,” he said, “ if the charge had
been intimidation instead of assault."
BritishColumbia, he said, has a statute
making itillegal to “ impede or attempt
to impede any person from carrying out

a lawful activity” by threats, harass—
ment, or coercion.

“What he says is a crock," bluntly
charged Ray Collingwood, whose fim
outfitted both the Zechel and Mielke-
Hasting parties. “They didn*t prose—
cute because of the expense of getting
witnesses back up here to testify. I've
lost all respect for the government."”

Collingwood revealed what appar—
ently is not known by provincial
authorities— real violence has already
broken out.

"One of these., [Greenpeace] guys
pied to stop one of our pilots irom tak—
ing off from an airstrip we maintain in
the park,” he toldOutdoor Life. “He

grabbed a wing strut of the Beaver and
tried to force our pilot to abort his take—
off. The plane got offanyway and later
the pilot returned, landed the aircraft,
and punched the guy out. He knocked
him down and slapped him around
some. He just hung a little licking on
him."

Despite the degree of restraint exer —
cised by Mielke, Hastings and Zechel,
provincial authorities are acutely aware
of the potential for violence. Like the
hunters themselves, provincial officials
see the tacti"-* of Greenpeace as calcu—
lated prov. ions designed to spark
violent reaction. All agree that would
be counterproductive arid, asone put it,
"would give Greenpeace ‘“proof that
all hunters are thugs and violcnce-
ptone killers. >>Chief conservation offi—
cer Aldrich pointedly noted that there
will be combined Royal Canadian
Mounted Police and game department
patrols in Spatsizi during the 1981 sea—
son.

Greenpeace’sMoore airly dismissed
the prospect of being prosecuted under
the intimidation statue.

“The attorney general (of British
Columbia) hired a man last summer
especially to research the question,™ he
said. “He concluded there was no law
that could stop us. Our activities a,«as
legal as the hunters’_All we ’re doing is
occupying nonconsumptivc space,
competing for resources with the hunt—
ers. They can’t say we ’re interfering
with their rights. Those (game) animals
don’t belong to anyone until they’re
actually taken into possession."

It is clear that Patrick Moore is the
architect, principal voice, and prrsid-
ing genius of Greenpeace. He con—
ceive! and created die organization
while a graduate student at the Univcr-
sity of British Columbia (he is now" a
doctor of ecology) five years ago. His
title isCanadian director of Greenpeace
International, but plainly his sway”’
extends to the worldwide branches of
the organization. He isone of 12 sala—
ried, full-time employees of Canadian
Greenpeace, and he 7is paid S1,200 a
month. There are offices inVancouver,

“We intend to shut
down trophy hunting in
Spatsizi to show that it

can be done.”

Victoria, Toronto, and Montreal, as
vell as branches in the United States,
the United Kingdom, the Netherlands,

France, New Zealand, and Australia. A
Greenpeace "secretariat” in Washing—
ton coordinates the activities of the
international branches, and it has an
annual budget of $120,000.

“Qur forte," Moorc said inan inter—
view, "is organizing expeditions into
remote areas in order to confront in a
nonviolent manner acts thatwe consid—
er environmentally detrimental. Out
funding is entirely private- donations
from individuals that are generally less
than $50. We have no foundation or
government grants. Our methods are
too controversial to attractmoney from
conservative quarters."

Greenpeace’ first confrontation
took place when Moorc and others
chartered an 85-foot vessel and sailed
to the Aleutian islandof Amchitka inan
attempt to halt the testing of nuclear

bombs. “We lost that battle but we
won the war,” he said. “They've
stopped testing now and Amchitka isa
wildlife preserve.”

Later Greenpeace made expeditions
1o the South Seas in an attempt to stop
nuclear testing by France (they failed),
and they have conducted offensives
against whalers and seal hunters.

“But we cut our teeth on nuclear
testing,” “"Moore said. "From it we
learned how todeal with the media and
how to understand international poli—
tics. We “re fortunate in having people
who understand the media— that show
you communicate with people in the
modem world, knowing what sortof;
images appeal to the media."”

Although Canadian authorities are
tippy-toeing around the Greenpeace
campaign of intimidation in Spatsizi,
the government ended similar tactics
that were attempted against commer —
cial hunters of harp seals inNewfound —
land.

"They enacted what they called
‘seal protection regulations’,”™ Moore
said, “just to keep us out. It’s ironic,
and very undemocratic.”

Moore insists that ending all hunting
isnot his goal. “Hunting can be partof
a harmonious relationship with na—
ture,”" he said. “ Indian bowhunters
lived ina balanced state with nature for



“10,000 years. But what we re saying is
that the relationship between man and
animals has changed dramatically.

These hunters are an extension of the \

Detroit urban-industrial ecosystem, j
They have no place in Spatsizi. In a;
park set aside for protecting these ani-;
mals, we must stop thinking of them as
a natural resource and think of them as
a national treasure.”

Moore®s disclaimer notwithstand-
ing, Greenpeace’ program would ef—
fectively end hunting Itwould totally
rule out all trophy hunting, even under
the rigidly controlled conditions pre—
vailing in Spatsizi. It would prohibit
hunting by all outsiders, insisting that
only food hunters ““that are part of the
(local) environment be permitted to
hunt." Ktwould, in short, permitonly
subsistence hunting, and then only if
the cessation of hunting would "dra—
matically affect” the life-style of the
hunter, and only ifsubsistence hunting
remained in “balance"” with the envi—
ronment.

Moorc repeate/ly insisted that the
hunters who wer. assailed by the
Greenpeacers were .hthinking trophy
freaks who habitually left the meat of
their animals to spoil after removing
homs, antlers, and capes. All three
hunters heatedly denied the charge,

noting that they had painstakingly

packed all usable meat back to camp,
cither for shipment home or for use by
the outfitter’s crew. The outfitters con—

firmed this. In fact, British Columbia

law requires that the meal of game ani—

mals be removed and used for food,
and in its exhaustive investigation of
the
department found no violations of the

incidents, the provincial game

law by the hunters.
For the record, Moore denies any of

the Greenpeace activists at Spatsizi
committed assault by grabbing any—
one’sanm. He denies that Mielke’s rifle
was pushed, but he insists that either
Mielke or hiscompanion shoved one of
the Greenpeacers into the icy waters of

“They’re crazy—I’'m
afraid of them,” Gary
Zechel’s wife said. She
spent the final days of
the hunt in her tent.

Bug Lake. He concedes that they tried
to block progress of the hunters” hors—
es ,but denies any member ofhis group
seized them by the bridles. "They ran
their horses at us," he insisted.

"Our intention is to be there again
this year. We intend to shut down tro—
phy hunting in Spatsizi to show that it
can be done. They say we arc intefering

with them. We deny that. We"re com —
peting, as isour right, and they can’t
stop us."

Perhaps more philosophical than
many hunters would be, Richard
Mielke warns future hunters of Spatsizi
that the Greenpeace anti-hunters “are
trying to provoke you into taking a
poke at them. And that’s the last thing
anyone should do. It’s exactly what
they want."

Unfortunately, however, it isn"t the
last thing that’s likely to happen-
unless British Columbia takes a page
from Newfoundland’s book and con—
trives a way to keep the Greenpeace
people away from the hunters. There
are some indications B.C. officialdom,
perhaps belatedly, isnow working hard
to find a way to end the harassment of
hunters. In reply toa letter of complaint
from Mielke, B.C. Minister of Envi—
ronment Stephen Rogers wrote:

"1 wish toextend my personal apol —
ogies for the harassment you suffered
(and) 1 also want to congratulate you
and your hunting partner for the
restraint you both showed under trying
circumstances. The hunters in Spatsizi
by their good behavior, as oppored to
the conduct of Greenpeace, gained in
general public stature while Green—
peace ruffcred.

"We are working with the Parks
Branch to sec what can be done to pre—
vent situations such as you L
experienced from recurring.M J A
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Humane Group To Seize
AnimalLeghold Traps

BySTEVEGRANT -

.Friends of Animal? Inc said Friday
it.is going to trip >Zp|irappers by emetting
0ff their leghold traja whoa the 'reason
opens next week.

The organization itald It will ask Its
4,500 member's in Connecticut to look
for the traps, touch ihen. off with a
stick and remove them, because It be-
lieve* the traps are linhumane.

. “We can’t as an organization advise
people 5 remove legally set leghold
"traps. It wouldn’t be k smart thing to
do. what We're asking them to do-Jtre-

for seeing that trapping is conducted
legally and that be understood the
grcp < a told by DEP notto remove
Illegal traps but Intfaad to report them
to a game warden.

Mi. Feral said a trapper’'s name le-
gally can be placed anywhere on a trap,
9O members would have to trip them to
check. She said members would not bt
advised to reset legal traps. « * « . . .

"DEP can read theriot acttesme if It
ewishes. But noway will we aid the trap-

. per. Our object is to getrid of the leg-

Ebld trap,” ahe said.

move lllegally set trace. Ourjuess it, *The organization hsa argued that the

mostofthem are illegal,” said Priscilla
Fend, the organization’s Connecticut
director.

"eeGame laws require all leghold traps
to have the owner's name on them and
they must be placed underwater or in
an animal's bnrrow. s

A spokesman for trappers questioned
the new campaign, which will begin
next Saturday, when the season opens.

‘They're setting up a vigilante group.
Vigilantes In any situation an totgood.
They don’'t know enough and they tend
to break the law themselves,” said Rob-
ert Crook of Madison, a member and
former president of the Connecticut
Trappers Association, which has about
800 members.

“l wouldn't objectlo anybody Coming
out and checking my traps, as long as
they had ths permission 0f the landown-
errand as long as they didn’t steal them,
set them off or take animals out But {
really don’t think thut's their responsi-
bility,” Crook added.

Re said the state Department of En-
vironmental Protection is responsible

trap, which has twO steel Jaws that
slam shut when an animal touches a
piece of bait, is barbaric because soma
animals die slowly 0l are left crippled,
Ms. Feral said domestic animals also
have been caught In the traps. There
are other trape available that are more
humane, she said.

Crook estimated that (here art 8,000
trappers in Connecticut, with the aver-
age trapper placing 50 or 100 traps In
the wild.

The mostcommonly trapped animal
In the state fa the muskrat, which can
yield a pelt'tnat will fetch up to |8.
Raccoon, fox, mink, opposum, weasel,
skunk and beaver also can be trapped
legally, though the season for some of
those animals does not begin Until later.

Friends of Animals, which Is based In
New York, has waged other campaigns
against hunters. Some members went
Into the Connecticut woods recently to
play recorded wolf howls to alert ani-
mals of danger when the deer hunting
season opened.



January 1933

Repressntative Eick Schultz
State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Bear Dick:

Cn January 9, 1?83 the Tok Cutoff-Xabesna Road Advisory Committee met in
a general meeting to discuss hunting regulations. There were several things
discussed vith two of them pertaining to you.

#1 We would like to see ltgislation written and passed that would control
or rather stop harrassmsnt of hunters, trappers, and fishermen. We would,
be able to carry on our life-style without harrassment from the '"greenies". -

#2 We would like to see legislation written and passed that would eliminate
the $25 trophy tag for resident grizzly/brcwn bear hunters. We believe the
State is rich .enough without charging its residents a $29 fee.

Our committee will bo meeting witl'dn a few weeks and correspondence from you
would be appreciated. I would like to able to tell the folks something about
these two items,

Good luck and if there is anything | or this coramitti™ can do to help, please
let me know.

Sincerely,

3111 EIlli?, Chairxan

Tok Ouicff-"abesr.a Rd. Advisory Corar.it
S. ?. Err 330

Oaktna, Alaska 99335

907/822-31:26



HOUSE RESOURCES COMMITTEE OBSERVER/WITNESS SIGN-UP SHEET

DATE: March 18, 1983 SPONSOR: Rep. Dick Shultz

SUBJECT(S)k—(B 163: obstructing lawful use of public land.
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