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Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation

March 26, 1984

Senator Vic Fischer 
Alaska State Senate 
Pouch V  (MS 3100)
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Senator Fischer:

On behalf of the Board of Directors and the Shareholders of the
Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation (UIC), we would like tc cotrmend you on taking 
the initiative of introducing the Senate Joint Resolution No. 38 in the
Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Alaska. UIC represents
approximately 54% of the North Slope Inupiat.

We believe that Senate Joint Resolution No. 38 is an extremely
inportant piece of legislation which demands an objective positive review 
b y . the State Affairs and Resources Conmi ttees. The Ukpeagvik Inupiat 
Corporation Resolution 84-7, which is enclosed, affirms that position,.

We would like to bring to your attention two recarmcnded airmendnents 
to the Senate Resolution. They state:

That the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation strongly reconmends that 
Senate Joint Resolution No. 38 be amended to include language 
which would direct the Alaska State Legislature, the Governor and 
the Alaskan Congressional Delegation to promote and initiate 
substartive research on radionuclides and carcinogens in the 
Arctic environment, and

That tht Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation strongly rccomnends that 
Senate J rint Resolution No.38 be amended to include language 
which would direct the Alaska Stnte Legislature, the Governor and 
the Alaskan Congressional Delegation to seek irrmediate federal 
funding Tor a cancer diagnostic and treatment center to be 
located an the Alaskan Arctic.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this matter 
further, please do not hesitate to contact me at your convenience. Thi i 
matter is of critical concern to the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation, its 
Shareholders und all residents of the Arctic.

-4460
P. O. Box 427, Barrow, Alaska 99723

Telex 25287



Thank you in advance for your time, consideration and assistance.

Sincerely,

X < ? .

R.C. HARCHAREK, PH.D 
Director of Technical Assistance

Enclosure; 

cc: Files

RCH/el



Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation

RESOLUTION 84-7

WHEREAS, Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation is the village 
corporation of Barrow, Alaska organized pursuant to § 8 of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act; and

WHEREAS, the shareholders of Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation 
(UIC) represent 54% of the North Slope Inupiat; and

WHEREAS, Article III of the Articles of Incorporation of UIC 
states the purposes for which this corporation is organized; and

WHEREAS, enumerated item number three (3) of Article III
states as an organizational purpose; "To engage in all activities,
whether economic, cultural, social, or charitable to protect and
preserve the well-being of the Native residents of the Native Village 
of Barrow, and to engage in and conduct any and all lawful activity 
necessary or convenient in furtherance thereof"; and

WHEREAS, enumerated item number five (5) of Article III
states an an organizational purpose: "To do all and evei’ything neces­
sary, suitable or proper for the accomplislment or nttairment of any 
benefit or object herein set forth, including every act or thing 
necessary, incidental or pertinent to or growing out of or connected 
with the affairs of the Corporation"; mid

WHEREAS, Alaska State Senators V. Fischer, Ferguson, IVIoss, 
Krrttula and Josephsor. inti’oduced Senate Joint Resolution No. 38 in 
the Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Alaska relating to a 
nuclear free arctic; ard

WHEREAS, THE Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation Board of Direc­
tors at their regular monthly meeting discussed and analyzed at length 
the intent and content of Senate Joint Resolution No. 38; and

WHEREAS, an apparently inordinate proportion of. Inupiat 
residents of the Arctic of all ages arc being stricken with various 
forms of cancer; and

WHEREAS, there appears to be a correlation between the 
incidents of cancer and radioactive contamination of arctic and 
subarctic regions from previous use and testing of nuclear weapons; 
and

852-4460
P. O. Box 427. Barrow. A laska 99723

Telex 25287



UIC RESOLUTICK 84-7 
14 March 1984 
Page 2

s o P ' A

WHEREAS, the Utqiagvik Foundation, the non-profit adjunct of 
the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation has been independently pursuing 
preliminary investigations relating incidents of can er among the 
Inupiat and any correlation to nuclear weapons testing,

B E  IT RESOLVED, that the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation be on 
record as endorsing Senate Joint Resolution No. 38.

B E  IT FURRIER RESOLVED, that the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corpo­
ration underscores and emphasizes the sixth preamble to the Senate 
Joint Resolution which states "WHEREAS the radioactive contamination 
of the arctic and subarctic regions frcm the previous use and testing 
of nuclear weapons h,*.o caused the permanent inhabitants of the arctic 
and subarctic to carry body-burdens of long-lived, biologically 
dangerous radionuclides in amounts in excess of all the world's people 
except for the victims in Hiroshima and Nagasaki during August 1945".

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation 
strongly recommends that Senate Joint Resolution No. 38 be amended to 
include language which would direct the Alaska State Legislature, the 
Governor and the Alaskan Congressional Delegation to promote and 
initiate substantive research on radionuclides and carcinogens in the 
Arctic environment.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation
strongly recommends that Senate Joint Resolution No. 38 be amended to 
include language which would direct the Alaska State Legislature, the 
Governor mid the Alaskan Congressional Delegation to seek immediate 
federal funding for a cancer diagnostic and tx’eatment center to be 
located on the Alaskan Arctic.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation
commends Senators Vic Fischer, Frank Ferguson, H. Pappy Moss, Jay 
Kerttula and Joe Josephson for taking the initiative of bringing this 
important matter bcfoi’e the Alaska Legislature.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that tlxe Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation
requests the State Affairs and Resources Carmittees to take action in 
support of this legislation.

DATED this 14th dav of March, 1984.

ATTEST:

~ ' 7
Coiporate Secre tary

P j ^ S i d p t i t

• i w  , r r .
v s
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Mr. P r e s i d e n t  

T h e  C o m m i t t e e  on STATE A F F A IR S c o n s i d e r e d S J R  38

relating to a nuclear free arctic.
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SJR 38: NUCLEAR FREE ARCTIC

The League of Women Voters of Alaska supports enactment 

of SJR 38, which would request our Governor and our Congressional 

delegation to work (at the federal government level) to encourage 

international treaties establishing the arctic and subarctic as a 

nuclear free zone. SJR 38 also would discourage the disposal 

(including military disposal) of radioactive and nuclear wastes 

and materials in the arctic and subarctic.

We base our s u p po r t for SJR 38 upon a new po s i t i o n  

adopted nationwide by the League of Women Voters of the United 

States as a result of the first phase of our national security 

study. That first phase concerned arms control, and resulted in 

the position statement which we have attached for your reference.

In s u p p o r t i n g  S J R  38, we s p e c i f i c a l l y  rely upon the 

following two p oi n t s  of the LWVUS position: (1) the League

advocates limits on the spread or proliferation of weapons to 

inhibit transfers of nuclear technologies or weapons from one 

nation to another, or to a geographic region such as the sea bed 

or outer space; and (2) the League supports use of bilateral (as 

opposed to unilateral) means of achieving the objectives in our 

arms control statement of position.

Elizabeth Cuadra 
Natural Resources Portfolio 
9151 Skywood Lane 
Juneau, Alaska 99801

3 /n lz i



ARMS CONTROL STATEMENT OF POSITION

The League of Women Voters believes that arms control measures are 
essential to reduce the risk of war and increase global stability. Toward 
that end, the U.S. government should give the highest level o-f importance 
to arms control efforts that:

® limit or reduce the quantity of weapons;
• limit proliferation and prohibit first use of nuclear weapons;
• prohibit first-use and possession of chemical, biological and 

radiological weapons; and
• reduce tensions in order to prevent situations in which weapons 

might be used.

%

While these objectives should receive the highest level of attention, 
the U.S. government also should negotiate measures that inhibit the 
development and improvement of weapons, particularly nuclear weapons that 
increase incentives to attack first in a period of crisis.

As a long-term goal, the League supports the worldwide elimination of 
nuclear weapons.' .’ .

The League of Women Voters recognizes that peace in an interdependent 
world is a product of cooperation among nations and therefore strongly 
favors multilateral negotiations. Given the potential for worldwide 
proliferation of nuclear technology, efforts involving all countries are 
essential to limit the spread of nuclear weapons and to protect commonly 
held nuclear-weapons-free regions such as the seabed and outer space. Multi­
lateral efforts are appropriate as well to achieve bans on the possession 
of chemical, biological.and radiological weapons.

The League of Women Voters believes, however, that for arms control 
to be effective, bilateral efforts also'are'necessary. Bilateral 

efforts may be especially appropriate in negotiations to limit and reduce 
quantities of weapons. The League believes that unilateral initiatives 
are not the most appropriate means to achieve arms control.

The League does not support tying progress in arms control to other 
issues. The League believes that arms control is too important in and of 
itself and too crucial to all nations to be linked to other foreign and 
military policy goals.

Arms Control Criteria

The League of Women Voters believes that arms control measures should 
be evaluated in terms of the following factors:

Eouity: The terms should be mutually beneficial and each nation's 
security and interests should be adequately protected. Equity does not 
necessarily require equality in numbers of weapons but may be achieved through 

a relative balance in total capabilities.



Verifiabil itv: Each party should be able to insure that other parties
comply with the terms of the agreement, whether using national technical 
means (satellites, seismic sensors and electronic monitors) or on-site 
inspection. The League believes it is extremely important to ensure 
compliance, recognizing that absolute certainty is unattainable.

Equity and verifiability are critical in efforts to limit and reduce 
quantities of weapons and to prohibit the possession and spread of 
nuclear weapons.

Confidence-building: Each party should be assured of the political or
military intentions of other parties. Fostering confidence is vital in 
efforts to prohibit the first use of weapons and to reduce tensions.

Widespread Agreement: All appropriate parties should participate in and 
approve the results of the negotiating process. However, the League 
recognizes that, in specific cases, progress .can be achieved even though 
some key parties do not participate.

Environmental Protection: The quality of the earth's environment should
be protected from the effects of weapons testing or use. Environmental 
protection has special significance in negotiations to prohibit the 
possession of chemical, biological and radiological weapons and to limit 
the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Continuity: Negotiations should build on past agreements and should be
directed toward future negotiations whenever feasible. Innovative . 
thinking and new approaches should, however, be encouraged when appropriate.

Application

Arms Control Objectives

League support of arms control measures includes action on proposals, 
negotiations and agreements.

The League supports efforts to achieve quantitative limits or reductions 
that focus on nuclear warheads, missiles and other delivery systems, anti- 
ballistic missiles, conventional weapons or troop levels.

The League advocates limits on the spread or proliferation of weapons 
to inhibit transfers of nuclear technology or weapons from one nation to 
another or to a geographic region such as the seabed or outer space.

The League's pursuit of bans on the possession or use of weapons may apply 
to existing weapons or to those not yet developed.

The League seeks to reduce tensions through better means of communication, 
exchange of information or prior notification of military tests and maneuvers 
in order to avoid the risks of miscalculation or accident. Other League-supported 
measures to reduce tensions and create a climate of trust among nations 
include scientific and cultural exchanges, conflict resolution training and 

Strengthening the United Nations.____

The League supports efforts to inhibit the development and improvement 
of weapons through qualitative limits, including limits on the testing of 
weapons. These constraints may be selective or comprehensive in their 
appl ication.
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Arsenals move north

by William A-. Atkin

THE GOAL of military superior­
ity is central to the Reagan Ad­
ministration’s maritime strategy. The 

key to this strategy is shifting warfare 
to the far north —into the Norwegian 
Sea, the Arctic, and the northern Pacif­
ic. In the words of Secretary of Defense 
Caspar Weinberger’s 1984 Defense 
Guidance, “Emphasis will be given to 
offensive moves against Warsaw Pact 
flanks to force diversion of Pact re­
sources from the Central Front." The 
new ..tratcgy has a number of interact­
ing goals: interception of Soviet forces 
with offensive operations as close to 
homeland bases as possible; exploita­
tion of Soviet vulnerabilities and weak­
nesses; and diversion of disruptive 
threats to the “sea lines of communica­
tions.” “We must be able to prevent 
the Soviets from achieving the initia­
tive," says Secretary of the Navy John 
Lehman, "Jtus enabling their subma­

rines to prey on shipping in the Atlan­
tic and Pacific."

The most important shift is in the 
north Atlantic, where the new forward 
strategy seeks to threaten the principal 
domain of vhc Soviet Union’s naval 
power, and its primary strategic sub­
marine operating area. The 1984 De­
fense Guidance stated that, “Naval 
forces, with the assistance of Air For­
ces, will give first priority to establish­
ing control of I.OCs [lines of commun­
ications] in the North Atlantic by at­
tacking and destroying naval and air 
forces and defending . . . key island 
bases." The objective of U.S. Atlantic 
strategy, as presented to Congress in 
1983, is, “Military superiority, prima­
rily naval and air; over, on, and under 
the sea in areas such as the Norwegian 
Sea, the Greenland-Iceland-Norway 
gap, the North and Atlantic sea lines 
of communications and in the mid^ 
Atlantic." This calls for better in'.er- 
servicc and allied cooperation, includ­

ing the “integration of maritime air 
operations” to place “more emphasis 
and provide more visibility to NATO 
offensive exercises in the northern and 
southern regions.”

The old strategy was to control the 
“choke points” which Soviet ships and 
submarines have to go through to 
threaten U.S. targets or disrupt rein­
forcement: of Europe. Improvements 
in Soviet submarine forces and land- 
based aviation are the primary justifi­
cation for the strategy shift. Within the 
last ten years, the Soviet Union has 
augmented its short-range submarine- 
launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs), 
which had to operate in forward posi­
tions to strike U.S. targets, with long- 
range SLBMs that can hit them from 
home waters. Soviet Naval Aviation 
now has the long-range Backfire bomb­
er armed with the 200-milc range AS-4 
anti-ship missiles. Bear bombers as­
signed to the strategic bomber force 
have also adopted the AS-4 missiles to 
augment their secondary mission of 
supporting the Soviet Navy. Admiral 
Lee Baggett, Director of Naval War­
fare, testified before the House Armed 
Services Committee last April that 
“Our answer to . . . [the Soviet] threat 
cannot be simply to throw a passive 
barrier across the Creenland-Iccland- 
U.K. gap. . . . Our preferred approach 
is to destroy enemy bombers before 
they can reach missile launch range by 
intercepting them in the outer defense 
zone."

IMPROVEMENT of forces and facili­
ties in Iceland and Norway is the cen­
tral goal of the new strategy. The Joint 
Chiefs of Staff conducted a major re­
view of the U.S. force posture in Ice­
land in 1981 which led to a new pro­
gram called the “North Atlantic De­
fense System." This Air Force-Navy 
program includes “improvements to 
command, control and communica­
tions and surveillance equipment.” 
One of the plans revealed for the late

William M. Arkin is director o f  the arms race and unclear weapons 
research project at the Institute fo r  Policy Studies in Washington, D. C. 
(201)09). He is co-author o f the encyclopedic Nuclear Weapons Data- 
book (1984).

Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 
5



Fbom Washington
1980s is the deployment of “relocata­
ble over-the-horizon radars” with de­
tection ranges of 1,800 miles in Ice­
land or Scotland for early warning of 
Backfire flights taking off from Soviet 
bases. “We would perceive,” says Ad­
miral Wesley L. McDonald, Com­
mander of the Atlantic Command, 
“that Norwegian air defense, U.S. Air 
Force squadrons based in Norway, 
would be the first line of intercept."

Aiirborne Warning and Control Sys­
tem (AWACs) aircraft operating out of 
Iceland and the United Kingdom 
would then direct interceptors (includ­
ing the F-15, planned for deployment 
in Iceland by 1986) against these 
bombers. The Navy has proposed to 
upgrade the U.S. base at Kefiavik, Ice­
land,, with a “semi-hardened” opera­
tions center, for seven days of self- 
contained “full wartime operations 
under applicable war plans," and build 
a hardened aircraft shelter complex 
2.5 miles from the present ramp, The 
new plan will provide 45 days of V.c! 
storage in Iceland “for aircraft not is- 
signcd to NATO, such as strategic 
bombers,” as well as NATO aircraft.

Naval forces for the new plans 
would include up to four aircraft car­
rier battle groups and nuclear-armed 
anti-submarine patrol aircraft and at­
tack submarines. Navy Secretary Leh­
man, in an answer to Congressional 
questions in the 1984 budget hearings, 
wrote that “some SSNs [attack subma­
rines] will carry the battle to the ene­
my’s home waters and adjacent sea 
areas as necessary to engage the Soviet 
submarine fleet before it can disperse 
and threaten our battle groups and sea 
lanes." Assignment of a naval “surface 
action group” to New York, will, ac­
cording to the Navy, "enhance our res-

nsivcness in the Northern Atlantic 
..rea." The Air Force’s role in the new 
plan would include the use of strategic 
B-52 bombers to support anti-ship 
missions. The 1984 Defense Guidance 
states that “planning for this role 
should include both nuclear and con­
ventional weapons."

Submarine warfare on both sides 
has focused more and more on the i

Arctic in recent years. “Much of the 
high Arctic,” Admiral Tohn L. Butts, 
Director of Naval Intelligence, told the 
Senate last April, “is relatively, I say 
relatively smooth, with no more than 
about two meters of ice over much of 
it, even in the dead of winter, and so 
surfacing through the ice is a practical 
thing to consider. We have done it and 
the Soviets have dor.e it.” He further 
stated that, “One of the things that 
also attracted our attention this past 
year is the Soviet activity in and around 
the Arctic.”

Increased submarine operations have 
become possible through advances in 
submarine design and communica­
tions. The Typhoon submarines 
of the Soviet N,r ,c distinct ve 
features which, many speculate, givi it 
the ability to operate under the ice cap 
and to “punch through" the ice to fire 
missiles. Soviet Delta and Typhoon 
submarine deployments have evidently 
already begun. The fiscal year 1984 
Navy budget refers to "urgent require­
ments in Arctic ASW [anti-submarine 
warfare]" as a result of these opera­
tions. The United States is developing 

Arctic ASW capability called “Ice 
Pick,” which will allow air-dropped 
sonobuoys to drill t1, 'ough the ice and 
then activate in the water to detect 
submarines. Los Angeles class attack 
submarines are also being upgraded 
for Arctic missions. U.S. missile-firing 
submarines will also be able to patrol 
under the ice in 1985 when the ex­
tremely low frequency (ELF) system 
begins full operation. One of the least 
known purposes of the ELF system is 
communication with submarines on 
covert missions in the Arctic and under
flM-‘,.icc .ca jL    -----

“There is a striking symmetry," Ad­
miral Baggett states, “between the At­
lantic and Pacific in terms of elements 
of strategy. Fundamental importance is 
placed on a forward strategy . . . [to] 
keep the Soviet threat away from 
CONUS [the continental United States] 
and SLOCs [sea lines of communica­
tion] by early forward defense and at­
trition." In the northern Pacific, mili­
tary planners are concocting a new J

offensive threat to Alaska, while creat­
ing plans to “conduct offensive opera­
tions to exploit Soviet vulnerabilities” 
in the region.

Navy briefings show Alaska’s vul­
nerability by pointing to the 570-mile 
distance from Mys Schmidta, an Arc­
tic air base where Soviet Backfires con­
duct forward operations, to oil facili­
ties at Prudhoe Bay, or the 860-mile 
distance form Petropavlovsk to the 
Naval base at Adak. To deal with this, 
General John Vessey, the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff told Congress 
last February that “The Chiefs are in 
the process right now of examining the 
alternatives for improving the defense 
of the Western Aleutians and Alaska.” 

The new defense, according to the 
Navy, is called the “Full Forward Pres­
sure Maritime Strategy.”

As the Soviet Pacific fleet has grown 
in the past ten years, states Admiral 
Baggett, “the lower 48 United States 
have become dependent for one third 
of their oil needs on the Alaskan sea 
lanes. In fact, we are considerably 
more dependent on Alaskan oil than 
Middle Easi oil." Adak Island in the 
Aleutians is the key to naval and anti­
submarine operations in the region. 
The Navy plans to station a carrier 
battle group in the Puget Sound area, 
closer to the action. The United States 
has also conducted a number of provo­
cative naval exercises in the western 
Aleutians since 1981. “These kind of 
operations," Admiral James D. Wat­
kins, Chief of Naval Operations, told 
the Senate Armed Services Committee 
last March, “under the rigidity of prior 
strategy would have been disallowed." J 

The Reagan Administration’s strate- 
gy is subtler than just promoting the 
Soviet military as a global threat. In 
the North, as in other areas, the under­
lying belief is that the United States 
can best prepare for global warfare, 
which the Administration thinks is in­
evitable, by positioning its forces to 
strike at Soviet vulnerabilities. The 
North is another new theater of war­
fare, where the United States can prac­
tice containment in peacetime and win 
confrontations in wartime. □

March 1984
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3c NUCLEAR FREE ARCTIC

PLEASE VIGOROUSLY OPPOSE NUCLEAR FREE ARCTIC RESOLUTION. ALL OTHER 
ARCTIC NATIONS USE NUCLEAR HEAT. ONE LOW P RE SURF. SWEDISH "SLOW POKE' 
REACTOR WOLLD HEAT AN'; ALASKA VILLAGE AT TRULY NOMINAL COST, WITH 
ABSOLUTELY NO DANGER. "SLOW POKE" WOULD HAKE THE BUSH COMFORTABLE AND 
M-.KE U . S .  LEDS DEPENDENT ON FOREIGN O IL .
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• ETHICS AND STANDARDS OF CONDUCT FOR PERSONS 
IN THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF STATE GOVERNMENT

(Senate Bill 501)
• POLITICAL CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENDITURES

(Senate Bill 425)
At A Public Hearing Conducted By 

The Senate Committee on State Affairs 
State Senator Vic Fischer, Chairman

WHERE? !n Anchorage at the Legislative Information Offices’ 2nd FIc 
Conference Room, locatd at 1024 West 6th Avenue.

* • ' Y

WHEN? Friday, March 16th, beginning at 1 p.m. v " .
* • * •' '  '

HOW? Just show up; the hearing is open to the public. - . •

For more information, please call the Senate State Affairs Committee:

In Anchorage 278-3654 or 278-3668 
In Juneau - 465-4954



March 14, 1983

Senate Committee on State Affairs 
1024 West 6th Avenue 
Suite 204 C
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Dear Mr. Chairman,

If passed Senate Joint Resolution Ho. 38 would be another positive step 
towards stopping our headlong rush over the nuclear precipice. I 
support this resolution as it would increase wordwide security and help 
put a stop to the proliferation of nuclear arms.

Thank you,

Brett Fried



R E V I S E D  

SENATE STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

MEETING SCHEDULE

Senate Committee on State Affairs
Vic Fiscner, Chair • Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811 

Official Business (907) 465-4954

March 13, Tuesday 3;00 pm Butrovich Room
Capitol Building

SB 419 Historical preservation of Governor's mansion

-56-495— Cenftderrtri-a-'H-ty-of-voter--4-nfoniia-t4on---

SB 506 Older Alaskans Commission

March 15, Thursday Butrovich koom
Capitol Building

NO MEETING

March 16, Friday, 1:00 pm **ANCH0RAGE** Legislative Information Office
1024 W 6th Avenue

SB 425 Election campaign contribution 

SJR 38 Nuclear free arctic

SB 501 Standards of conduct for public employees 
in the executive branch

3/13/84
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CITIZENS AGAINST 
NUCLEAR WAR
3605 Arctic B lvd . #1717 Denise Woods
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 Director, 338-5811

March, 1984

UP FBONT AND URGENT

On 2/10/84 a crucial bill was Introduced into the state legislature calling 
Tor a Nuclear Free Arctic. Its message was hard-hitting and especially mean­
ingful to all of us who have been waging our own battle for a nuclear free 
world. This bill provides us with the ci?.ance to bring the issue home and join 
with the indigenous people who have already passed pwerful resolutions calling 
for 0 nuclear free arctic. This bill will not only keep nuclear missile sys­
tems out but will haxt further deposition of nuclear materials and prevent 
nuclear testing in the r e g i o n . *  (Continued on page 8)
There* are two urgent things each and every one of us needs to to support this 
bills passage:

1. The State Affairs Committee will be holding a public(that means you) 
hearing on the Nuclear Free Arctic Bill March 16th at the Legislative Tele­
conference Office, 1024 W* 6th. st. (Call Vic Fischer's office for the time 
and a copy of the bill if desired 278-3654) Please attend and speak out in 
support of SJR-38. We need to pack the room and bring the rafters down with 
our calls for an end to this nuclear madness, literally in our backyard.

2. Send a Public Opinion Message to your legislator urging passage of , 
SJRr 38. It's free just call 278-3668. A letter, of course, would be even 
more effective. Do it NOW!

BAKE SALE FOR THE MILITARY

"IT WILL BE A GREAT DAY WHEN SCHOOLS GET ALL THE MONEY THEY NEED AND THE
AIR FORCE HAS TO HOLD A BAKE SALE TO BUY A BOMBER"

In the tradition of the above saying CANW will be holding a bake sale for
the military! Prices for the baked goods, of course, will be concurrent with 
the military's and we will be selling 1 cupcake for 16,500, 2 cookies for 
113,000 anu a brownie for 19>800. Accordingly, at the end of the day there 
will be a "dr''-old" jump in prices by at least 70?$. Of course there will be 
a peace tabic ere the prices will extremely reasonable to the tax-paying 
public. All r* ;eeds vail go to educating the public on the threat of nuc­
lear war.
/»afco: March 14th Time: 11:30 - ? Place: The Federal Building 
If you can bake something please call Denise. We need your help.

WATCH OUT CARL SAGAN!

Our March 20th Public Education Meeting plans to be- ”ery exciting. We will 
have a distinguished panel including Carl Sagan, Paul Erlich, Dr Vladimir 
Alexandrov, Dr Seruei Kapitza and Senator Edward Kennedy discussing the 
.'ori.d .’idc Consequence  el Hue! ear ’"nr . Never mind that the panelists look 
extremely similar to CANW members! All joking aside, we will be doing a re­
enactment of the Kennedv-Hatfield Joint American-Soviet Scientific Forum on 
-lur.lrnr '"pr.^he actual forum took-place Doc. 8th, 1983 and"" focusses on----

•CitU
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C  . s/W*To keep th< 
free of nuclear arms

K eeping  the  a rc tic  from  becom ing  e i th e r  tool or 
ta rg e t  in the  w o r ld ’s n u c lea r  a rm s  race is the  objec t of 
a proposed  a rc tic  n u c lea r  free zone u n d e r  co n s id e ra ­
t ion  in  th e  A laska  L eg is la tu re .  T h e  idea  deserves  y o u r  
a t te n t io n  and  com m ent.

A reso lu tion  ca ll ing  for a n u c le a r  free  zone w as 
in troduced  th is  y e a r  in th e  s ta te  S e n a te  w i th  som e 
h eav y w e ig h t  sponsors: S e n a te  P re s id e n t  J a lm a r  K ert-  
tu la ,  Sen. Vic F ischer, Sen. F r a n k  F erguson , Sen. Joe 
Josephson  and  Sen. P a n p y  Moss. Sen. F ische r  will 
convene his S ta te  A ffa irs  C o m m it te e  in  A nchorage  on 
F r id a y  to  ta k e  pub lic  te s t im o n y  on th e  issue.

The reso lu tion  calls  upon  the  g o v e rn o r  an d  A la s k a ’s 
de lega tion  in Congress to  seek  a  b a n  on nuc lea r  
w eapons, rad ioac t ive  w a s te  d isposa l  and  nuc lea r  
te s t ing  in a rc tic  and  subarc t ic  regions. The reso lu tion  
calls  for b i la te ra l  and  m u lt i - la te ra l  t re a t ie s  am ong  
arc tic  na tions  to e s ta b l ish  th e  n u c le a r  f ree  zone, and  
specifically  ask s  a b a n  on “ a ll  i tem s  capab le  of 
n uc lea r  w eapons  d e l iv e ry .”

T h a t  is a sw eep ing  n o n -n u c le a r ’agenda , w i th  consi­
de rab le  po lit ica l  h u rd le s  to  c le a r  a long  th e  w ay. 
G a in ing  in te rn a t io n a l  a g re e m e n t  on such  a zone is 
su re ly  som e d is tance  ove r  th e  horizon.

But p rogress  comes in sm a ll ,  g ra d u a l  s teps . The 
A laska  reso lu tion  w ou ld  be a u se fu l  s tep  to w a rd  
a rc tic  consensus on th e  issue. A nd  th e  a rc tic  s till  
enjoys one conside rab le  ad v a n ta g e :  it is su b s ta n t ia l ly  
free of nuc lea r  dep lo y m en t.  If  g o v e rn m e n ts  can  be 
m o tiv a te d  to  m a k e  a f f i rm a t iv e  decisibns a g a in s t  
push ing  nuc lea r  w eapons  in to  th e  a rc tic ,  th e  s ta tu s  
quo can be p rese rved .

It is no t  a t  all a far-fe tched  idea. A  n u c lea r  free 
zone a lre a d y  ex is ts  in A n ta rc t ic a  b y  in te rn a t io n a l  
t re a ty .  The In u it  C i rcu m p o la r  C onference — an 
o rgan iza tion  of a rc tic  N a t iv e  peop les  from  Alas.ka, 
C anada  and  G reen land  — has so u g h t  a n  a rc tic  nuc lea r  
b a n  since a t least  1977. T he  S c a n d in a v ia n  n a t io n s  all 
have  m ade  serious e ffo r ts  in in te r n a t io n a l  fo rum s to 
achieve a Nordic n u c lea r  free  zone.

R esidents  of the  a rc tic  a l r e a d y  k n o w  th e  b iological 
r isks  of nuc lear  a rm s  ac tiv it ie s .  R a d ia t io n  from  
a tm ospheric  n u c lea r  te s t in g  in  th e  1950s an d  early  
1960s has been ab so rb ed  in to  a rc t ic  ecosyste ' ns in 
e x tra o rd in a ry  concen tra tions ;  ev idence  of a r c t . : con­
ta m in a t io n  p ro v id e d  p a r t  of th e  im p e tu s  b eh in d  the  
f irs t  in te rn a t io n a l  b an s  on a tm o sp h e r ic  tes t ing .

N ow  A la sk a  can jo in  fu r th e r  e ffo r ts  to  exc lude  the  
n uc lea r  a rm s  race f rom  thk  a rc t ic  as m uch  as possib le . 
The S en a te  S ta te  A ffa irs  C o m m it te e  w ill  accept 
com m ents  on th e  p roposed  re so lu t io n  a t  a  pub lic  
h ea r in g  F r id a y  a t  1 p .m . in  the  A n ch o rag e  L eg is la tive  
In fo rm a t io n  Office, 1024 West S ix th  A venue . A la sk a n s  

d o j ^ H q ^ o w j i p 1f ^ j 3A h e a rd . ------



Part g provides the authority to the Alaska Public Offices Commission to 
adjust the campaign expenditure limitations as establshed in section f. This 
section becomes moot, as section is no longer relevant;.

Section 6. In order to avoid possible confusion for this year's election 
reporting procedures, the act takes effect January 1, 1985.

Fiscal information 
zero fiscal note

Back-up information

fiscal note from Dept, of Admin, 
transmittal letter from governor
Common Cause Summary of Contribution Limits for State Elections



Official Business (907) 465-4954

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senate State Affairs Conmittee

FROM: Senate State Affairs Committee Staff

RE: SJR 38

DATE: March 15, 1984

This resolution would call upon the Governor and the Alaska Congressional 
delegation to promote efforts to establish a nuclear free zone encompassing 
the arctic and subarctic through:

1. international agreements guaranteeing this region as nuclear free;

2. banning all systems capable of nuclear weapons delivery;

3. preventing the disposal of radioactive nuclear wastes in this 
region; and

4. preventing nuclear testing and nuclear devices in the arctic and 
subarctic.

Four other major international nuclear free zone treaties have already been 
adopted. These are:

^Antarctica Treaty (1959) signed by 21 nations including the USA and 
USSR prohibits the depoloyment or testing of nuclear weapons and disposal of 
nuclear waste;

*0uter Space Treaty (1967) signed by over 100 nations including the USA 
and U'SR prohibits the deployment of weapons of mass destruction in space;

ireaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (1967) 
was signed by all Central and South American nations except Cuba and Guyana 
arid guaranteed by all five nuclear powers; and

international Seabed Treaty (1971) with over 100 signatories including 
the USA and USSR, prohibits the deployment of nuclear weapons on or under the 
seabed beyond 12 miles offshore.



It is important to note that since 1959, several nations in the arctic region 
including USSR, Norway, and Sweden have proposed a Nordic Nuclear Free Zone.

Back information

Anchorage Daily News Editorial, 3/15/84 
history of nuclear free zones 
nuclear free zones in America 
Inuit Circumpolar Conference Resolution 83-01 
position paper - League of Women Voters of Alaska



CLEAR FREE ZONES
history of...

• '. Nuclear Free Zone Treaties
Nuclear Free Zone Proposals 

Grass-Roots Nuclear Free /tone Declarations

NUCLEAR PREE ZONE TREATIES
• 1959 Antar ctica__Treaty (21 signatories, Including USA and USSR) Declares that

Antarctica shall be used for peaceful purposes only. Prohibits the deployment or 
testing of nuclear weapons and the disposal of nuclear waste. Expires in 1992.

1967 Outer Space .T reaty (over 100 signatories, Including the USA and the USSR) 
Prohibits the deployment of weapons of mass destruction in space, it was 
originally adopted as a U.N. resolution In 1963.

1967 Treaty for Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons In Latin America (Treaty of
Tiatelolco, signed by ail Central and 5outh American nations* except Cuba and 
Guyana and guarentced by a ll five nuclear powers) The treaty was proposed In 
1963 In response to the Cuban missile crisis and it was negotiated through the 
United Nations. Garcia Robles, its architect and chief negotiator, received the 
Noble Peace Prize in 1982 for his work. . • r

1971 International Seabed T r^W  (over 100 signatories, Including USA and USSR) The
treaty prohibits the deployment of nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass 
destruction on or nder the seabed beyond 12 miles offshore.

NUCLEAR FREE ZONE PROPOSALS
19J6 Rapackl Plan for a Nuclear Free Zone encompassing Poland, Czechoslovakia, East

Germany, and West Germany, Proposed by Adam Rapackl, ‘Polish1 foreign 
Secretary. The Zone was to be ratified Independently via unilateral declarations 
of the countries involved* It was to be reinforced by a commission of non- 
aligned,NATO, and Warsaw Pact states aided by a system of Investigation posts- 
The proposal was rejected by NATO because it did not address the broader issues 
of conventional force reduction as well. Versions of the Treaty were resubmitted 
in 1958 and 1962 but rejected for the same reason. The plan has been on hold 
indefinitely since France's development of an independent nuclear capability, 
(See artic le in section on international perspectives.)

1957 Romania proposes a CMkans Nuclear Weapons Free Zone, modelled after the
Rapackl plan. PropossTIt rejected by NATO.

1959 Ireland proposes a gradual plan for region by region creation of a global Nuclear
Free Zone.

 NUCLEAR FREE AMERICA,
2521 Gv'ilford Ave., Baltimore, M D  2 1 2 1 8  (301) 235*3575 

the national clearinghouse and resource center for Nuclear Free Zones

« I*
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* Argentina, Brazil, and Chile refuse to waive the Treaty's "entry Into force" clause which *;&
means they w ill not be bound by the Treaty until a ll countries affected have signed (ta, Cuba '79,
and Guyana),



USSR, proposes a Nordic NFZ and a Balkans/Adriatic NFZ (the la tte r to include 
Albania, Bulgaria, Ita ly , Romania, Yugoslavia, Turkey, and Greece)
Fourteen A frican states propose a Nuclear Weapons Free Zone for a ll Africa in 
response to French nuclear testing In the Sahara. The” zone has been 
consistently endorsed by the Organization of African Unity arid opposed by the 
United States, B ritain , and South Africa. ______

• . f • ,
Unden Plan (proposed by Swedish Foreign Minister tftgjfcn) calls /for a Nordic 
NF2 to include Norway, Sweden, Denmark, and Finland. Norway and Denmark 
have unilaterally refused to deploy nuclear weapons in peacetime and Sweden 
renounced any deployment In 1969 (see below),

Sweden un ila te ra lly .enounces any deployment or use of riixiear weapons and 
declares Itse lf a Nuclear Free "one. Renews ca ll for a Nordic NFZ.

1963 Finland repeats c a ll for a Nordic NFZ.

1974 Shah of Iran proposes a Middle-Eastern NFZ. Proposal Is supported by most 
Arab states but blocked by Israel, which insists on b ila tera l negotiations with 
each state rather than a blanket treaty-

1975 United Nations a jop ts a formal definition of NFZs which a ll nations agree to 
recognize. To be sanctioned by the U.N., an NFZ must be codified by a 
statute declaring the total absence of nuclear weapons within the zone and 
supported by an international system of verification and control. States of the 
region must solemnly declare that they w ill refrair. on a reciprocal basis from 
producing, acquiring or Ir. any other way nossesaing nuclear explosive devices, 
anti from perm itting the stationing <f u icicar weapons on their territory by 
any third party. They also agree tc place a ll of their nuclear activ ities under 
International A tom ic Energy Agency safeguard*, In addition, a set of 
protocols is required between the nations of the zone and the existing nucloar- 
weapons powers.. The nuclear-weapons states must agree to respect the zone's 
nudear-weapons free svatus by neither Introducing nor transporting nuclear 
weapons within the zcne, they must "refrain from contributing t(i tensions in 
the zone which might encourage the violation of the treaty, and lastly , they 
must refrain from using or threatening to use nuclear weapons against any 
state In the region."

1979 U.N, Mlcronesian Trust Territory of Belau (administered by the United States)
adopts the world's firs t Nuclear Free constitution, banning a ll nucloar mater-* 
lals. (See artic le  in section on international perspectives-)

i

19S0 The European Nuclear Disarmament campaign is founded and immediately pro­
poses a Nuclear Free Europe, stretching-from Poland to Portugal.

"  * ,St 
.. |** 

‘ • »*: . 
* . • . • *

In summary, an NFZ treaty should Include guarantees that the zone Is both . • 
free of nuclear weapons and immune from the threat of having nucioar 
weapons used agair.st it , • •.

1978 United Nations dafinltior. Is eyeended to Include ail sea and air-space within a ‘ ~
zone. Installations capable o f  s-jpporting or basing nuclear weapons are banned . ..
from the NFZs. ■ .



1981 Norway resubmits a Nordic NFZ proposal. It Is endorsed by the Norwegian
Labor Par'ey, Norwegian Trades Union Congrews, and the Social Democratic 
parties of a ll the countries Involved,

1981 Israel proposes a framework for negotiating a Mid-East NFZ In response to •,
nuclear weapons development programs underway in Libya and Iraq, A ll Arab 
states have refused to negotiate since Israel's bombing of the Iraqi reactor.

1982 The independent Commission on Disarmament (Palme Commission), repre*
sen ted by 17 countries, recommends a Battle fie ld Nuclear Weapons Free Zone 
extending 150 km on both sides of the Iron Curtain (seeArticle in section on ..
International perspectives).

1982 Bulgaria, Greece, and Romania a ll propose plans for a Nuclear Free Balkans. 
Romania's is contingent upon cancellation of U.5. Pershing "and Cruise m issile 
deployments. Together with Yugoslavia, a ll the countries agreud to hold a 
summit meeting on NFZ* in 1983. (See enclosed artic le  In section on 
International perspectives )

1983 Belauana reaffirm  their Nuclear Free constitution by rejecting a "compact of 
free association" with the United States. Although the compact itse lf was 
actua lly approved by 6296, It contained a clause permitting U.S. stationing of 
nuclear weapons in Beiau. According to the Belauan constitution, any such 
agreement must lie specifically approved by at least 7596 of tfv? voters. Only 
3396 did so ir, a separate question. The compact is, therefore, voided and must

. be either wrt)etlated or withdrawn. Whether the United States, which wants to 
establish a Trident submarine base and guerrilla wa.fare training center in
l.'slau, w ill respect the constitution Is unclear, however.

CftASS-ROOTS NUCLEAR FREE ZONE DECLARATIONS
The following history is by no means complete. We have no doubt overlooked many NFZ 
declarations. Please inform us of any correction and/or additions. A full lis t is available 
from Nuclear Free America.
Australia

The NFZ movement originated in Australia in 1975, sparked by the Movement Against 
Uranium Mining. In support of a ban on ail uranium mining, the movement asked 
sympathetic c ity councils to endorse NPZ resolutions that banned a ll non-medical 
nuclear materials. The firs t town to declare Itse lf Nuclear Free was Fitzroy. Fltzroy 
was also the first to put up signs saying "You are now entering a Nuclear Free Zone." 
There are at least 30 other Nudear Free d tie s and counties in Australia.

* i

England
Thti C ity Council of Manchester adopted an NFZ resolution in November 1980 and, within 
two years, was followed by over 130 British towns, d t ie s , and counties, including all of • 
Wales. Thirty-two of fifty-one million Britons are represented by Nuclear Free Local 
Authorities. Acting together, the Nuclear Free Local Authorities have refused to 
participate in c iv il defense planning for nuclear war and, through their c iv il disobedience, 
forced the federal government to cancel Its annual national c iv il defense exercise two 
year* in a row (1982 and 1983). Many Nudear Free Local Authorities are now boycotting 
TARMAC, the largest construction firm In Britain, to protest its work in preparing the 
Cruise missile base a t Greenham Common. TARMAC must choose between one contract 
at Greenham Common and hundreds with the Nuclear Free Local Authorities, including 
all the largest c ities in England.

 — _________________NUCLEAR FREE AMERICA !_______________
2521 Guilford Avc., Baltimore, MD 21218 (301) 255*3375 

the national clearinghouse and resource center for Nucisar Free Zones • « r



'

United States
The first; NFZ campaign In the United States* took place In Santa Cruz County, CA, In 
June 19110. The proposed ordinance was defeated by a 63-37% margin*. The Lockheed 
Missile and Space Company which would have been forced by the measure to terminate 
work ori the Trident missile system, spent over $150,000 on voter opinion research and 
d irect /nail to defeat i t
Garrett Park, MD became America's firs t NFZ in May, 1982. Inspired by the 
declarations of English communities, ‘its citizens overwhelmingly approved an NFZ 
ordinance, the world's fiirst. (The vote was 245 to 46.)
The C ity Council of Sykesville, MD passed an NFZ resolution in June* 1982, by a vote of 
£"io  1. At the par.'sz meeting,"they unanimously approved tha Freeze resolution and 
rejected crisis relocation planning for nuclear war.
Ashland, OR adopted an NFZ ordinance by referendum In the November, 1982, 
elections; $5% In favor. The ordinance was the firs t to detail penalties for violations - 
up to $500 fine and/or six months in ja il.

Roosevelt Perk, NJ, passed an NFZ resolution In the November ejections. In favor. In 
January, 1983, the town council and mayor unanimously adopted die NFZ a; n ordinance, 
with the same penalties as in Ashland (above).
For a complete and up-to-date lis t of Nuclear Free Zones in the United States and major 
Campaigns underway, see the enclosed map of Nuclenr Free America.

» ,
Other Nuclear Free Zone Movements

Nuclear Free Zone campaigns are underway in a ll of the following countries. The 
numbt, ot locally-declared Nuclear Free Zones (as of May, 1983) is given in parenthesis.
Australia 
Belgium 
Canada 
Denmark 
Great Britain 
Ireland 
Ita ly 
Japan
Netherlands (55)
New Zealand (15)
Norway (81)
W. Germany (40)

* Nuclear Free declarations directed specifically at the prohibition of nuclear power and 
nuclear waste disposal proliferated in the 1970s but none, to our knowledge, addressed the 
issue of nuclear weapons. The Hawaii County Council (Big Island) passed a Nuclear Free 
ordinance in 1981 which prohibited "nuclear materials" hut, again, nuclear weapons were not 
specified.
** Includes Evere, command headquarters of NATO.
*** Includes Cold Lake, Alberta, site of the proposed flight-testing of the Cruise missile.



Nsadeaa* F re s  Zomes M A m erica
596,325 Americans in 36 Nuclear Free Zones 

January, 1984

Location Population Date type

I. Hawaii County, Hawaii 
(Biv, Island;

92,053 2/4/81 county council ordinance

2. Carrott Park, Maryland 1,200 5/3/82 referendum ordinance

3. Sykesville, Maryland 1,800 6/14/82 city council resolution

4. Ashland, Oregon 15,000 11/2/82 referendum ordinance

5. Roosevelt, New Jersey 850 11/2/82

1/12/83
referendum resolution 
town council ordinance

6. Waldron, Washington 10U 11/13/82 town meeting resolution

7. Isle Vista, California 16,700 2/77/83 community council resolution

8. Leschi, Washington 5,30U 3/23/83 community council resolution

9. - 2U. Barkedale, Bayview, 
Bayfield, He11. Delta, 
Kuyatono, Lincoln, Mason, 
Marengo, Morse, Russell, 
Washburn, Wisconsin

combinod 
pop.over

5,000

and

4/4/83
CO

4/20/83

town meeting resolutions 
(Keystone resolution 
adopted by Town Board)

21. Tisbury* Massachusetts* 3,110 4/5/83 town meeting by-luw

22. Luverett, Massachusetts 1,500 4/30/83 town meeting resolution

,’’3. Naw Salem, Massachusetts 359 5/77/83 town meeting resolution

24. Heath, Massachusetts 50U 5/2/83 town meeting ordinance

25. Gay Hoad, Massachusetts 220 3/11/83 town meeting by-law

26. West Tisbury, Massachusetts* 250 5/17/83 town mee( Ing by-law

27. Brookline, Massachusetts 55,062 5/31/83 town meetit \ resolution

28, Wilde Lake, Maryland 10,000 8/15/63 village board resolution

29. Wallingford, Washington 50,UU0 10/19/83 community council resolution

30. Claremont, California 30,950 10/25/83 city council ordinance

11. Somerville, Massachusetts 77 ,372 11/8/83 referendum resolution

32. Madison, Wisconsin 171,590 11/15/83 city council ordinance

continued over

N UCLEAR F R E E  AM ERICA
2521 Guilford Avc., Baltimore, MD 21218 (301) 235-3575
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NUCLEAR FREE ZONES IN AMERICA, January, 1984, continued ...

Location Population Date I£E£

33. San Juan County, Washington 7,838 11/29/83 county commission resolution

34. Placerville, California 6,739 12/5/83 city council resolution

35. Chico, California 2 o ,6U1 12/6/83 city council resolution

35. Tokoma Park, Maryland 16,231 12/12/83 city council ordinance

* Ordinance rejected as unconstitutional by State Attorney General.

Nuclear Free 2onea To Be Voted On In ...

Albany, California (ordinance, by referendum, April, 1984)
Uhico, California (ordinance, pending)

Nevada County, California (ordinance, by referendum, June, 1984)
Novato, California (ordinance, by referendum, April 1984)

Santa Barbara, California (ordinance, by referendum, June, 1984)
Santo Monica, California (charter amendment, by referendum, November, 1984) 
Willits, California (ordinance, by rafarendum, November.. 1984)
Maui County, Hawaii (ordinances (2), by county council, pending)
Ada County, Idaho (resolution, by county council, ponding)
Falmouth, Massachusetts (by-law, town meeting, April, 1984)
Manhpee, Massachusetts (by-law, town meeting, spring 1984)
Newton, Massachusetts (ordinance, Board of Aldermen, pending)

Orleans, Massachusetts (by-law, town meeting, spring 1984)
Sandwich, Massachusetts (bylaw, town meeting, spring 1984)

Yarmouth, Massachusetts (resolution, town mooting, spring 1984)
Ann Arbor, Michigan (charter amendment, by referendum* April, 1984)
New York City, New York (resolution, by city council, ponding)
San Juan County, Washington (ordinance, by referendum, February, 1984)

Nuclear Free Zona Campaigns Initiated in ...

Arizonar Tampe; California! statewide, Camp Meekeir, East Bay, Frosno, Laguna 
Beach, Martinez, Ojax, Pasadena, Petaluma, Redondo Beach, San Diego, San 
Luis Obispo, and Tulare; Florida! Key West; Illinois! First Congressional 

District; Maryland! Columbia; Massachusetts! Amherst, Belchertown, 
Barnstable, Bourne, Dennis, Long Meadow, Nantucket island, Northhampton, 
Scituace, Worthington^ Michigan! Saginaw; Missouri! Purdy;
Montana! Lewis and Clark County; New Joraey: Englewood, Essex County, 
Hoboken; New York! Bay Ridge (Brooklyn), Great Neck, Staten Island, Syracuse 
County; Ohio! Springfield; Oregon; statewide, Bandon, Klamath Foils, 
PorLland, Williams; Pennsylvania: Uunmore, Reading; Vermont! Burlington; 
Virginia! James County, Leesburg, Williamsburg; Washington, D.C.; Wisconsin! 
Eau-Claire

Local Contacts Available from Nuclear Free America

PLEASE KEEP US INFORMED OF NUCLEAR FREE ZONE CAMPAIGNS IN YOUR AREA



INUIT CIRCUMPOLAR CONFERENCE 

RESOLUTION 83-01
t

RESOLUTION STATING THE INUIT CIRCUMPOLAR CONFERENCE 
POSITION ON NUCLEAR ACTIVITY IN THE ARCTIC AND SUB­
ARCTIC AREAS.

WHEREAS, che Inuit Circunpolar Conference developed a fundamental 

policy restricting the arctic and sub-arctic to these uses which are 

peaceful and environmentally safe;

WHEREAS, this policy is reflected in the several resolutions
* • ,

adopted by the General Assembly and the Executive Council since the 

formation of the Inuit Circunpolar Conference in 1977;

WHEREAS, the governments of the United States and Canada intend 

to cooperate with each other to test the cruise missile in our northern 

Canadian homeland;

WHEREAS, the government of the United States has entertained the 

idea of basing the massive MX missile system in our Alaskan homaland;

WHEREAS, the Atomic Energy Canada, Limited, plans t.o test tho 

environmental and economic feasibility of the tnini-CANDU and tho 

SLOWPOKE 3 (small nuclear reLw-ors fcr generating electricity) in the 

Canadian north since they are prohibited from testing them in the 

Canadian south due to environmental restrictions; and

WHEREAS, the arctic and sub-arctic shall not be used far any 

nuclear testing or as a nuclear riump-yite;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Inuit Circumpolar Conforenco 

emphatically restates its nuclear position:

1. that the arctic and sub-arctic be used for purposes that are 

peaceful and environmentally safe;

I 2, that there shall be no nuclear testing or nuclear devices in

the arctic or sub-arctic;

3. that there shall be no nuclear dump-sitcs in the a: ctic or

sub-arctic;

4. that exploration and exploitation of uranium, thorium, lithium

or other materials related to tho nuclear industry in our

homeland bo prohibited;



• •

FURTHET MORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Canadian government be 

notiiied of our opposition to the testing of tho cruise missile in 

our Canadian homeland and that they be requosted to refrain from 

such tests:

FURTHERMORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Atomic Energy Canada,

Limited, be notified of our opposition lo the testing of nuclear 

reactors in the Canadian arctic or sub-arctic and that they he 

notified to refrain frcm such tests;

FURTHER.tORE EE IT RESOLVED THAT the United States government 

be notified of our opposition to the placement of the .MX missile in 

our Alaskan homeland and that they be requested to cease with any 

such plan;

FURTHERMORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the limit Circirnpolar Conference 

study and research current international treaties to determine whether 

or not they comply with the Inuit Circunpolar Conference Arctic Policy; 

and

FURTHEP-MORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Executive Council of the 

Inuit Circunpolar Conference lobby the United Nations and various 

international organisations to encourage members of the United Nations 

to adont a policy for a nuclear free zone in the arctic.

INTRODUCED THIS 29th DAY OF JULY, 19S3.

ADOPTED 'HIIS 29th DAY OF JULY, 1983.



SJR 38: NUCLEAR FREE ARCTIC

The League of Women Voters of Alaska supports enactment 

of SJR 38, which would request our Governor and our Congressional 

relegation to work (at the federal government level) to encourage 

international treaties establishing the arctic and subarctic as v 

nuclear free zone. SJR 38 also would discourage the disposal 

(including military disposal) of radioactive and nuclear wastes 

and materials in the arctic and subarctic.

We base our supp o rt  for SJR 38 upon a new p o s i t i o n  

adopted nationwide by the League of Women Voters of the United 

States as a result of the first phase of our national security 

study. That first phase concerned arms control, and resulted in 

the position statement which we have attached for your reference.

In su pp o r t i n g  S J R  38, we s p e c i f ic a ll y  rely upon the 

following two p o in t s of the LWVUS position: (1) the League

advocates limits on the spread or proliferation of weapons to 

inhibit transfers of nuclear technologies or weapons from one 

nation to another, or to a geographic region such as the sea bed 

or outer space; and (2) the League supports use of bilateral (as 

opposed to unilateral) means of achieving the objectives in our 

arms control statement of position.

Elizabeth Cuadra 
Natural Resources Portfolio 
9151 Skywood Lane 
Juneau, Alaska 99801



ARMS CONTROL STATEMENT OF POSITION

The League of Women Voters believes that arms control measures are 
essential to reduce the r\sk of war and increase global stability. Toward 
that end, the U.S. government should give the highest level of importance 
to arms control efforts that:

V.
• limit or reduce the quantity of weapons;
• limit proliferation and prohibit first use of nuclear weapons;
• prohibit first use and possession of chemical, biological and 

radiological weapons; and
• reduce tensions in order to prevent situations in which weapons 

might be used.

%

While these objectives should receive the highest level of attention, 
the U.S. government also should negotiate measures that inhibit the 
development and improvement of weapons, particularly nuclear weapons that 
increase incentives to attack first in a period of crisis.

• i*
As a long-term goal, the League supports the worldwide el'r',ination of 

nuclear weapons.' .

The League of Women Voters recognizes that peace in an interdependent 
world is a product of cooperation among nations and therefore strongly 
favors multilateral negotiations. Given the potential for worldwide 
proliferation of nuclear technology, efforts involving all countries are 
essential to limit the spread of nuclear weapons and to protect commonly 
held nuclear-weapons-free regions such as the seabed and outer space. Multi­
lateral efforts are appropriate as well to achieve bans on the possession 
of chemical, biological.and radiological weapons.

s

The League of Women Voters believes, however, that for arms contro; 
to be effective, bilateral efforts also are’necessary. Bilateral 

efforts may be especially appropriate in negotiations to limit and reduce 
quantities of weapons. The League believes that unilateral initiatives 
are not the most appropriate means to ach^ive arms control.

The League does not support tying progress in arms control to other 
issues. The League believes that arms control is too important in and of 
itself and too crucial to all nations to be linked to other foreign and
mil 'tary policy goals.

• *

Arms Control Criteria

The League of Women Voters believes that arms control measures should 
be evaluated in terms of the following factors:

Equity: The terms should be mutually beneficial and each nation's 
security and interests should be adequately protected. Equity does not 
necessarily require equality in numbers of weapons but may be achieved through 

a relative balance in total capabilities.



Verifiabilitv: Each party should be able to insure that other parties
comply with the terms of the agreement, whether using national technical 
means {satellites, seismic sensors and electronic monitors) or on-site 
insoection. The League believes it is extremely important to ensure 
compliance, recognizing that absolute certainty is unattainable.

Equity and verifiability are critical in efforts to limit and reduce 
quantities of weapons and to prohibit the possession and spread of 
nuclear weapons.

Confidence-building: Each party -hould be assured of the political or
military intentions of other parties. Fostering confidence is vital in 
efforts to prohibit the first use of weapons and to reduce tensions.

Widespread Agreement: All appropriate parties should participate in and 
approve the results of the negotiating process. However, the League 
recognizes that, in specific cases, progress .can be achieved even though 
some key parties do not participate.

Environmental Protection: The quality of the earth's environment should 
be protected from the effects of weapons testing or use. Environmental 
protection has special significance in negotiations to prohibit the 
possession of chemical, biological and radiological weapons and to limit 
the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Continuity: Negotiations should build on past agreements and should be 
directed toward future negotiations whenever feasible. Innovative 
thinking and new approaches should, however, be encouraged when appropriate.

Application

Arms Control Objectives

League supoor ; of arms control measures includes action on proposals, 
negotiations and agreements.

The League supports efforts to achieve quantitative limits or reductions 
that focus on nuclear warheads, missiles and o ’;her delivery systems, anti- 
ballistic missiles, conventional weapons or trco^ levels.

The League advocates limits on the spread or proliferation of weapons 
to inhibit transfers of nuclear technology or weapons from one nation to 
another or to a geographic region such as the seabed or outer space.

The League's pursuit of bans on the possession or use of weapons may apply 
to existing weapons or to those not yet developed.

# •

T ^eague seeks to reduce tensions through better means of communication,
exchan ; of information or prior notification of military tests and maneuvers
in order to avoid the risks of miscalculation or accident. Other League-supported
measures to reduce tensions and create a climate of trust among nations 
include scientific and cultural exchanges, conflict resolution training and 

Strengthening the United Nations.____

The League supports efforts to inhibit the development and improvement 
of weapons through qualitative limits, including limits on the testing of 
weapons. These constraints may be selective or comprehensive in their 
appl ication.



I n t r o d u c e d :  2 / 1 0 / 8 4
R e f e r r e d :  S t a t e  A f f a i r s  & R e s o u r c e s  F i s c h e r ,F e r g u s o n ,M o s s ,

K e r t u l l a ,J o s e p h s o n

IN T H E  S E N A T E
S E N A T E  J O I N T  R E S O L U T I O N  NO. 38

R e l a t i n g  to a n u c l e a r  free a r c t i c .

BE IT R E S O L V E D  BY T H E  L E G I S L A T U R E  OF T H E  S T A T E  OF  A L A SKA:
W H E R E A S  the m a i n  p u r p o s e  of  e s t a b l i s h i n g  n u c l e a r  fr e e  z o n e s ,  

as o f  all go o d  s e c u r i t y  p o l i c i e s ,  is to p r e v e n t  n u c l e a r  war: and
W H E R E A S  o t h e r  s t a t e s ,  c i t i e s ,  a n d  n a t i o n s  h a v e  p u r s u e d  

r e s o l u t i o n s  e s t a b l i s h i n g  n u c l e a r  free zones; and
W H E R E A S  t h e s e  z o n e s  w o u l d  a d d  to the l i k e l i h o o d  of p e a c e  in

t h e  wo r l d ,  and
W H E R E A S  the S o v i e t  U n i o n  h a s  d e p l o y e d  n u c l e a r  m i s s i l e s  c a p a b l e  

o f  h i t t i n g  A l a s k a  a n d  W e s t e r n  C a n a d a ,  a n d  the r e s u l t a n t  e s c a l a t i o n  
m a y  f u r ther e n d a n g e r  the l i v e s  of  the s t a t e ' s  p o p u l a t i o n ;  a n d

W H E R E A S  n u c l e a r  w e a p o n s  a r e  t h e m s e l v e s  n u c l e a r  t a r g e t s ,  a n d  to 
r e m o v e  the t a r g e t s  w i l l  r e d u c e  the ri s k  of d e s t r u c t i o n  to the 
t e r r i t o r y  in w h i c h  t h e y  a r e  l o c a t e d  in c a s e  of n u c l e a r  war; and

W H E R E A S  the r a d i o a c t i v e  c o n t a m i n a t i o n  of the a r c t i c  and 
s u b a r c t i c  r e g i o n s  f r o m  the p r e v i o u s  use a n d  t e s t i n g  o f  n u c l e a r
w e a p o n s  has c a u s e d  the p e r m a n e n t  i n h a b i t a n t s  of the a r c t i c  and 
s u b a r c t i c  to c a r r y  b o d y - b u r i e n s  of l o n g - l i v e d ,  b i o l o g i c a l l y  
d a n g e r o u s  r a d i o n u c l i d e s  in a m o  nts in e x c e s s  of all the w o r l d ' s
p e o p l e  e x c e p t  for the v i c t i m s  in H i r o s h i m a  and N a g a s a k i  d u r i n g  
A u g u s t ,  1945; and

W H E R E A S  any f u r t h e r  d e p o s i t i o n  of n u c l e a r  m a t e r i a l s  in the
a r c t i c  and s u b a r c t i c  f o o d - c h a i n  w i l l  r e s u l t  in b i o l o g i c a l l y  
u n a c c e p t a b l e  r a d i a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  for a r c t i c  a n d  s u b a r c t i c  p e o p l e  and 
e c o s y s t e m s ;  and

W H E R E A S  the I n u i t  C i r c u m p o l a r  C o n f e r e n c e  p a s s e d  a r e s o l u t i o n  
r e s t r i c t i n g  the a r c t i c  and s u b a r c t i c  to us e s  t h a t  are p e a c e f u l  and
e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y  safe, a n d  p r o h i b i t i n g  the use of, t e s t i n g  of,
s t o r a g e  of, and e x p l o r a t i o n  for m a t e r i a l s  r e l a t e d  to n u c l e a r  
d e v i c e s ;  and

W H E R E A S  the p e o p l e  of A l a s k a  d e s i r e  to c o n t i n u e  to l i v e  in
f r e e d o m  in a w o r l d  t h a t  is a t  p e a c e  a n d  s a f e  fr o m  n u c l e a r  p o l l u t i o n ;

BE IT R E S O L V E D  by the A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  that the 
G o v e r n o r  and A l a s k a  c o n g r e s s i o n a l  d e l e g a t i o n  are r e q u e s t e d  to 
p r o m o t e  and i n i t i a t e  e f f o r t s  to

(1) e n c o u r a g e  b i l a t e r a l  and m u l t i - l a t e r a l  a g r e e m e n t s  and 
t r e a t i e s  b e t w e e n  n a t i o n s  e s t a b l i s h i n g  the a r c t i c  and s u b a r c t i c  as a 
n u c l e a r  free zone;

(2) ban from the a r c t i c  and s u b a r c t i c  all items c a p a b l e  of 
n u c l e a r  w e a p o n s  d e l i v e r y ;

(3) p r e v e n t  all p a r t i e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  the m i l i t a r y ,  f r o m  
d i s p o s i n g  of r a d i o a c t i v e  a n d  n u c l e a r  w a s t e s  and m a t e r i a l s  in the 
a r c t i c  anf s u b a r c t i c ;  and

(4) p r e v e n t  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g  or n u c l e a r  d e v i c e s  in the a r c t i c  
a n d  s u b a r c t i c ,  or e l s e w h e r e  in the a t m o s p h e r e ,  b e c a u s e  t h e s e  
a c t i v i t i e s  r e s u l t  in i n c r e a s e d  l e v e l s  of r a d i a t i o n  in the a r c t i c  and 
s u b a r c t i c .

C O P I E S  of  this r e s o l u t i o n  s h a l l  be sent to the H o n o r a b l e  T e d  
S t e v e n s  and the H o n o r a b l e  F r a n k  M u r k o w s k i ,  U.S. S e n a t o r s ,  a n d  the 
H o n o r a b l e  Don Yo u n g ,  U.S. R e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  m e m b e r s  of the A l a s k a  
d e l e g a t i o n  in C o n g r e s s .



G R E A T  N E W S  - - R E S O L U T I O N S  L I K E  SJR 38 A R E  I N T R O D U C E D  IN B O T H  H O U S E S  I

If the N u c l e a r  F r e e  A r c t i c  R e s o l u t i o n  p a s s e s ,  it w i l l  m e a n  
th a t  a m a j o r i t y  of A l a s k a ' s  l e g i s l a t o r s  b e l i e v e  p e a c e  m u s t  s t a r t  

N O W . . .  a n d  t h a t  it m u s t  s t a r t  HERE.

A L A S K A N S  F O R  N U C L E A R  A R M S  C O N T R O L - P O L I T I C A L  A C T I O N  C O M M I T T E E
(ANAC-PAC) is one of the g r o u p s  w o r k i n g  to f u r t h e r  n u c l e a r
d i s a r m a m e n t .  It. is our p a r t i c u l a r  g o a l  to m a k e  s u r e  that w h a t  we 
b e l i e v e  is the c o m m o n  b e l i e f  o f  the p e o p l e  of  A l a s k a  - t h a t  the
g o v e r n m e n t  m u s t  b e g i n  to use e v e r y  m e a n s  p o s s i b l e  to r e d u c e  the 
t h r e a t  of n u c l e a r  war - is c l e a r l y  e x p r e s s e d  b y  v o t e r s  in the
N o v e m b e r  e l e c t i o n s .

A N A C - P A C  is r a i s i n g  m o n e y  to:

1 - M a k e  n u c l e a r  d i s a r m a m e n t  a m a j o r  t o p i c  of d e b a t e  in the 1984 
A l a s k a  C o n g r e s s i o n a l  c a m p a i g n s  - NO M A T T E R  W H O  RUNS.

2.- P u b l i c i z e ,  t h r o u g h  n e w s  m e d i a ,  p a i d  ads, and s p e c i a l  e v e n t s  the 
p o s i t i o n s  of c a n d i d a t e s  for C o n g r e s s  on s p e n d i n g  for n u c l e a r  war and 
on s t r a t e g i e s  for d i s a r m a m e n t .

If y o u  s u p p o r t  this e f f o r t  - P L E A S E  send c d o n a t i o n  ( r e f u n d a b l e  up  
to $100 from the S t a t e ' s  p o l i t i c a l  c a m p a i g n  program)

S E N D  TO: A N A C - P A C  - 725 F i f t h  St. - J u n e a u ,  AK 99801
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Alaska State Legislature
|  . !  . ? T : j  J

Senate Committee on State Affairs
Vic Fischer, Chair • Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811 

Official Business (907) 465-4954

MEMORANDUM

TO: Senate State Affairs Committee

FROM: Senate State Affairs Committee Staff

RE: SJR 38

DATE: March 15, 1984

This resolution would call upon the Governor and the Alaska Congressional 
delegation to promote efforts to establish a nuclear free zone encompassing 
the arctic and subarctic through:

1. international agreements guaranteeing this region as nuclear free;

2. banning all systems capable of nuclear weapons delivery;

3. preventing the disposal of radioactive nuclear wastes in this 
region; and

4. preventing nuclear testing and nuclear devices in the arctic and 
subarctic.

Four other major international nuclear free zone treaties have already been 
adopted. These are:

*Antarctica Treaty (1959) signed by 21 nations including the USA and 
USSR prohibits the deployment or testing of nuclear v/eapons and disposal of 
nuclear waste;

*0uter Space Treaty (1967) signed by over 100 nations including the USA 
and USSR prohibits the deployment of weapons of mass destruction in space;

*Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (1967) 
was signed by all Central and South American nations except Cuba and Guyana 
and guaranteed by all rive nuclear powers; and

^International Seabed Treaty (1971) with over 10U signatories including 
the USA and USSR, prohibits the deployment of nuclear weapons on or under the 
seabed beyond 12 miles offshore.



It is important to note that since 1959, several nations in the arctic region 
including USSR, Norway, and Sweden have proposed a Nordic Nuclear Free Zone.

Back information

Anchorage Daily News Edito. A ,  3/15/84 
history of nuclear free zones 
nuclear free zones in America 
Inuit Circumpolar Conference Resolution 83-0' 
position paper - League of Women Voters of Alaska
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