


&la2ka ibtate legislature

POUCH V
JUNEAU. ALASKA. 99811
(907) 465*4907

Senate

Committee on Ee”ource”

March 3, 1986

Esther Wunnicke, Commissioner
Department of Natural E.esources
Pouch M

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Commissioner:

Enclosed is a letter from the Mat-Su Loggers Association
recommending additional acreage~tfi-ihe proposed Susitna State
State Forest. As you know/”B 22*3jls in the Senate Resources
Committee and scheduled forTU"rlll~r public hearings on March
19th. At our last public hearing on February 24th, it was
suggested by the committee that some nonforested lands be
deleted and some additional forest lands be added.

I would appreciate having the Division of Forestry review the
enclosed proposed additions for inclusion in SB 223.

Thank you.
Sincerely yours,
LyiytA.

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Chairman, Senate Resources Committee

Enclosure: Letter from Mat-Su Loggers

cc: Greg Bell
Calvin L. Kerr



MAT-SU LOGGERS ASSOCIATION
P.O. BOX 111293

ANCHORAGE, AK 99511

fEu* 7 1986

24 February 1986

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V (MS 3100)

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Sturgulewski,

Greg Bell, President of the Ma+-Su Loggers Association, presented testimony
earlier today on SB 223 and S

As he stated, the enclosed map * .isents four (4) areas that the Association
would like considered for inc -within the proposed forest.

IT there is anything Greg or 1 could provide on behalf of the Association,
please let us know.

Thank you again for the opportunity to testify.

Calvin L. Kerr, Forester
Secretary-Treasurer

CLK:clk
end

cc: Mr. Greg Bell, The Valley Sawnmill



MAT-SU LOGGERS TESTIMONY

(Full text: brief version presented 24 Feb 1986)

Good afternoon. My name is Greg Bell and | am here testifying
as President of the Mat-Su Loggers Association, and

individually as owner of The Valley Sawmill in Anchorage.

Our Association supports establishment of the Susitna State
Forest through passage o” SB 223 and strengthening of the

Forest Products Preference act through SR 8.

The Mat-Su Loggers Association represents about 45 individual
loggers and manufacturers in the Mat-Su Valley and Anchorage.
Our members cut firewood at Point McKenzie, saw house logs at
Trapner Creek, produce lumber in Anchorage and manufacture
Alaskan birch cabinets. Our members sell to domestic, not

export, markets.

Land ownership in this area is dominated by the State of
Alaska and the Mat—-Su Borough. There is no firm forest land
base managed by the State. The Mat-Su Borough, however, has
conducted an inventory, written a management plan, and
established the Chijuk Creek Forest Management Area as land
suitable for long term forest land management. The State has
continued to plan instead of acting. Hopefully this will

change with passage of SB 223.



The forest products industry needs forests. It may sound
obvious but few in the State seeta to understand why such a
long term land base must be established. Trees take longer to
grow than barley or fish and must be carefully managed to
reach maximum growth potential. Other areas in the State,
such as Fairbanks and Haines have established public forest

land bases to provide a continuing flow of raw material.

This raw material, called stumpage, ensures the industry will
survive. Bankers and other financial institutions demand a
visible continuing flow before committing money for equipment

and working capital. This is a problem for our members.

Our Association has seen a steady erosion of forest Iland
suitable for timber narvest over the last *en (10) years. A
transportation report issued by the State Department of
Transportation and Public Facilities reports an annual
harvest (on state land) in the Cook Inlet Region of close to
30 million board feet in the mid 1970's dropped to less than
2 million board feet in 19841 A major factor was bankruptcy
of Tyonek’'s export chip mill; smaller businesses, such as
those operated by our members, have survived. We face
increasing demand for firewood, lumber and timber throughout

the State with a declining forest land base.

The Susitna Area Plan is one cooperative government effort to

allocate the State’s lands. The Association notes that much



of these efforts have been diluted in the area of forests.
For example, the 530,000 total acres suggested for the
Susitna State Forest includes less than 190,000 (3650 acres
designated as commercial forest land. Much of the land in the
proposed forest is actually tundra and goat rock, included at
the request of Fish and Game employees. We are told there is
considerably more volume in less acres within single use

lands such as park land.

We feel the existing boundaries should be retained as a

minimum with four (4) additions, shown on the enclosed map:

A. The so-called "Delta Islands" area west of
Willow should be added. This 17,100 acre area
supports 141 million board feet of cottonwood in

the Susitna Flood Plain.

B. Another area, called Gate Creek, also west and
slightly north of Willow should be added. This
addition of about 14,000 acres supports an
estimated volume of 70 million board feet of

spruce, birch and cottonwood.

C. The third area is called "Trail Ridge" and is
part of Desca Flats Management Area of Susitna Area
Plan. These 13,800 estimated acres support about

159 million board feet of wood; adding this unit



will consolidate boundaries and ease management of

the area, especially road access.

D. The fourth area is north of Skwenta and consists

of about 9000 acres supporting 77 million board
feet of timber. I1f this addition is acceptable to
residents of Skwenta, it would also consolidate

access and management along the north shore of the

Skwenta.

These four additions would increase viability of the Susitna
State Forest as well as consolidating ownership for

management efficiency.

We also support SR 8 and note that Mayor Tony Knowles of
Anchorage has included the Forest Products Preference clause
into bid documents of the Eklutna Power Project. We don’t

know of any similar State use of the State’'s own clause.

In summary, we support passage of SB EE3, with the given

additions, and concur with adoption of SR 8.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to present our

comments.

(QUESTIONS?)
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Alaska Loggers Ass*ct;at:on, Inc.

111 STEDMAN, SUITE 200
KETCHIKAN, ALASKA 99901
Phone 907-225-6114

March 17, 1986

Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch vV (MS 3100)

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Arliss:

It was good talking to you last week and meeting with Frank
Homan on concerns of the Alaska Loggers Association. 1°11
briefly list those concerns here that 1 discussed with Frank:

* H.B. 44 Marine Parks
* H.B. 587 & H.B. 570 both dealing with land entitlements.

ALA favors both bills with some exceptions. In each case
land grant entitlements should not impede or be used to
conflict with resource development. For example, Marine Parks
should not be located iIn areas necessary and needed for log
rafting grounds, dumps or storage areas. On the uplands, land
entitlements should not be located on lands needed by the State
for land management purposes. This could include road or trail
right-of-ways, Qlog sorting yards, log dumps or transfer sites.
The Division of Forestry could assist iIn i1dentifying such
administrative sites and retain those lands for management
purposes.

* S.B. 30 Cape Yagataga State Forest as well as
legislation to establish the Susitna State Forest.

“he Alaska Loggers Association has been on record iIn the
support of State Forest, again with exceptions. These are:

Commercial timber lands are to be managed for the economic
benefits they hold. Timber production must be given a
preference position in managing commercial forest lands to
ensure that i1t i1s utilized and not managed for recreational or
wildlife purposes as has happened in the Tanana and Haines
State Forest. In establishing State Forest, where commercial
forest lands are included, timber production must be the
mBLincipal multiple-use resource.

SERVING ALASKA'S TIMBER INDUSTRY



Alaska Loggers Association, 1inc.

Letter - Senator Arliss Sturgulewski - March 17, 1986 - Page 2.

This i1ssue could be resolved by adding language to Sec.
41.17.230 (@ through @) such as .."Management plans for State
Forest shall i1nclude timber production as the primary use of
commercial forests lands with other resource values being
managed within the framework of sound silvicultural timber

production principles™.

thank you for your help, the Alaska Loggers
appreciates your assistance.

General Manager

JG/ jmg

pc: ALA Board of Directors
Jerry Reirnwand
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Memo to Senator Vic Fischer
Regarding: Coalition for Community Forests concerns

The Coalition for Community Forests isa group of people iIn the Talkeetna
area who have expressed for years our concerns about community forest
needs In the areas where state land have been disposed. In particular,
people from Sherman, Gold Creek, Chase, Bald Mountain have expressed the
need for reservations of state forest for personal use needs. We have
urged DN.R. throughout the Susitna Area Plan process to incorporate the
carrying capacity of the lands In their decision making. We have been
consistently ignored by the department. Their view has been that we are
Taced with encrouching development (often caused by their policies) and
when we run out of wood to heat our homes and builld our living structures,
then we will just have to haul Inheating aill. We don“*twant to do this.
Why shoulld we be forced to do this ?

The land  there iIn these communities now to be reserved for future
personal firewood and buillding needs. We could easily dedicate this land
with the input of local residents. This has been advocated all along in the
recent state land management process.

What the state seems to fail t realize that in the long run It is going
cost them more by not dedicating forest lands to these purposes. When the
wood runs out, and we have t haul Inour heating fuel and building
supplies, there will be a public outcry for roads to our legislatures. This
isa problem that could be solved now by DN\R.

This is the background to our resistance to the passage of SB 223. We
support the i1dea of a multi-use state forest and the management process
inherent, but we think our needs are just as important as those needs In
creating the Susitna State Forest. This ison the same lewel as the
subsistence isske. We just want the right to be able to use wood Inour
local areas for the rest of our lives there.

Thanks for your time and effort t
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CEF prc B AN BILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR
Ho O\l ¥ A M rx

u Lniw I£ Oy uiniy ¢ '7') *JWLTV

DEI'AITMEIVT OF NATURAE RESOURCES pouchm  1&tIQ

JUNEAU, ALASKA 99811
PHONE: 907-465-2400

Oi FICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

March 18, 1986

The Honorable Arliss Sturgud swski
Chair, Senator Resources Committee
Alaska State Legislature

P.0. Box V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Sturgulewski:

Thank you for providing me with the information supplied by
the M -Su Loggers Association concerning additions to the
propo! d Susitna State Forest. | asked both planning and
forestry staff to consider the suggested forest additions 1in
lignt of the department"s existing and proposed land classi-
fications and other relevant planning and forestry
information. As you may know, state forests are multiple
use areas, to be permanently retained iIn public ownership
and actively managed to provide commercial commodities such
as timber and minerals, as well as opportunities for
tourism, hunting, Tishing and recreation.

From our review of the suggested additions, we have
concluded that one area, the Trail Ridge area, should be
included iIn the proposed Susitna State Forest. The legal
description for this area i1s as follows:

TIbN R7W S.M.
Section 18 Swi/4, WI1/2 SE1/4
Section 19 WI/2, SE1/4, WI1/2 NE1/4
Section 28 WI/2 Sw1/4
Section 29 WIl/2, SE1/4, S1/2 NE1/4
Sectionsi 30-33

R8W S._M.

Section 1 WI/2 WI1/2
Sections; 2-3

Section 4 EI/2

Section 10 NI1/2, SE1/4
Section 11

Seccion 12 WI/2, WI1/2 SE1/4
Section 13

Section 14 NI/2, SE1/4, NE1/4 SW1/4
Section 15 NI/2 NE1/4
Section 23 NE1/4, ElN/2 SE1/4



The Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski -2- March 18, 1986

Sections 24-25
Section 26 EI/2 NE1/4
Section 36 ElI/2

A second area, near Gate Creek, 1Is not appropriate for
inclusion in the state forest at this time. This area
contains one of the few large contiguous blocks of good
agricultural soils in the Susitna region and also has high
value for forestry and wildlife habitat. It was designated
as a resource management area in the Susitna Plan, and
intended for retention in public ownership for 5-10 years
until the best long-term use for the land iIs determined.
Including this area iIn a state forest now would preclude its
future use for agricultural purposes.

The remaining two areas recommended by the Mat-Su Loggers
Association for inclusion iIn the state forest, the Delta
Islands area and the region north of Skwentna, are also not
appropriate for inclusion iIn the forest at this time.
Although some commercial forest lands are located within
these two areas, portions of these areas have agricultural
potential and the land adjacent to Skwentna could be needed
for community public facilities. The public iInterest would
best be served if long-term commitments for these areas are
postponed.

In previous discussions with the committee, some members
suggested that land which did not have commercial timber
potential should not be included iIn the Susitna State
Forest. 1 believe that the purpose of a state forest is to
retain public land for long-term multiple use, i1ncluding but
not limited to timber harvest. But i1If the commmittee wishes
to delete certain non-commercially forested areas from the
forest, and management of the deleted portions would not
create land management problems, 1 would not object.

Please let me know 1If 1 may provide additional information
or assistance.

Sincerely,

Commissioner
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March 19, 1986

COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES
LETTER OF INTENT
FOR
SUSITNA STATE FOREST

POUCH V
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 99811
9071 465-4907

The increasing number of land classifications and disposals

in the Southcentral area presents a particular
the long-term commitment of adequate commercial

problem for
forest lands

for a growing forest products industry. The creation of the
Susitna State Forest by the legislature is intended to pre—
serve commercial forest lands for commercial timber harvest
and related activities. The legislature intends that the

Susitna State Forest lands should be used for the production

of forest products for commercial and personal

use and should

optimize other values in relation to timber production. It
is the intent of this legislation that commercial timber
harvest be given a preference in the preparation of the

Susitna State Forest Management Plan.



Resolution AASWCD 86-4
Passed March 22, 1986 | _ . .
by the Alaska Association of Soil and Water Conservation Districts

Whereas, the Alaska Association of Soil and Water Conservation Districts
supports the concept of highest and best use of the state's renewable
resources; and . -

Whereas, the state association agrees to the concept of establishing
a legislatively designated state forest; and

Whereas, the state of Alaska, through Department of Natural Resources,
has the responsibility to manage its resources for the long-term
benefit of Its residents: and ,

Whereas, the Susjtna Area Plan was designed as a general land-use plan
to reco%mze the potential" for futUre resource development; and .
Whereas, adequate levels of E)_rotecuon currently exist under the Susitna
Area Plan to protect the timber resource base recognized as having

high forestry potential within the Susitna Basin; and

Wheréas, the reSource data used to develop the Susitna Area Plan lacks
the detail necessary to %ust,n‘y legislative designation under any
land-use category as stated in” the plan; and _ _

Whereas, the Mafanuska-Susitna Borough Assembly has issued a formal policy
statement in opposit’ > to Senate”Bill 223,7Susitna State Forest,
based on public testimony with regard to the above; and _

Whereas, detailed resource |n_ventor¥, data must be gathered to refine the
limits of legislative/administrative designations prior to enacting
the Susitna State Forest legislation; and o

Whereas, propased mter-arqency_ changes In land-use designations as stated
In the Susitna Area Plan will be™a result of public input;

Therefore Be It Resolved that the Susitna Area Plan is considered the
first step in reaching the state's long-term renewable resource manage-
ment objectives, Legislative/administrative designations based on a
lack cf detailed resource data are mot considered™to be in the best

. interests of the citizens of the State of Alaska; _ o

Be It Further Resolved that the local Sojl and Water Conservation Districts,
In cooperation with the Matanuska-Susitna Borough Agricultural and Logging
Advisory Board, will work jointly with the Department of Natural Resources,
Division of Forestry, to define ‘the limits of 'the Susitna State Forest
to satisfy the objections of the Matanuska-Susitna Borou?h and the Alaska
Association of Sotl and Water Conservation Districts to the Susitna State
Forest legislation.

UA
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SENATE BILL NO. 223
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act establishing the Susitna State Forest; and
providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 41.17 is amended by adding a new sectionto read:
ARTICLE 5A. SUSITNA STATE FOREST.
Sec. 41.17.410. SUSITNA STATE FOREST. (a)  Subject to valid
existing rights, and except for land owned by or transferred to the
University of Alaska under ch. 22, SLA 1983, the state-owned or
acquired land and water lying within the parcels described in (c) of
this section are designated as the Susitna State Forest.
(b) The commissioner shall consider and permit the uses de-
scribed in AS 41.17.230(e) within the Susitna State Forest, subject to
the procedures established in AS 41.17.230(f).
(c) The Susitna State Forest includes the state-owned or
acquired land and water lying within the following described parcels:
Township 22 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian
Section 19
Section 28: W1/25W1/4
Section 29: WI/2, SEL/4, WL/2NEL/4
Sections 30 - 32
Section 33: WI/2, SEL/4, SWL/ANEL/4
Section 35: WI/2

Township 22 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1. SWu/4

-1- SB 223
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Sections 12 - 36

Township 22 North,
Section 13:
Section 14:
Section 15:
Section 16:
Section 21:
Sections 22
Section 28:
Section 33:
Sections 34

Township 21 North,

Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
SI/2. S1/2N1/2

SI/2, S12N1/2

SI/2, S1/2N1/2

SE1/4

El/2

- 21

El/2
NEL1/4, N1/2SE1/4, SE1/4SE1/4

- 36

Range 6 West, Seward Meridian

Section 2: WI/2
Section 5 WI/2, N1/2NE1/4

Sections6 and
Section 8:
Section 11:
Section 14:
Section 15:

1

NW1/4, N1/2SW1/4
Wif2

NWL/4

SEL/4, EL/2NEL/4

Sections 18 and 19

Section 20:
Section 22:
Section 29:
Section 30
Section 31:
Section 32:
Township 21 North,

Wi/2
NI/2
Wi/2

NI/2, SE1/4
W1/2SEL/4, SWI1/ANEL/4
Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Sections 1-14

Section 15;

SB 223

NI1/2, SE1/4

-2-
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Sections 16 - 21

Section 23:

NE1/4

Sections 24 and 25

Section 2T:
Section 28:
Section 33:
Section 34:
Section 36:

WI/2, W1/2E1/2

EI/2, EL2W1/2

NEL/4

NW1/4, SE1/4, W1/2NE1/4, SE1/ANEL/4
El/2

Township 21 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 and 2

Section 3:

Section 11

NEL/4SW1/4

EI/2, EL/2NW1/4
NEL/4, EL2NW1/4,  NWL/ANWL/4,  SEL/4

Sections 12 and 13

Section 14

NEL1/4, N1/2SE1/4, SE1/4SE1/4

Sections 17 - 20

Section 21:
Section 23:
Section 24
Section 25:
Section 26:
Section 27:

W.L/2, SEL/4
E1/2E1/2, SW1/4SE1/4

WI/2, W1/2EL/2
EI/2, SW1/4, EL/2NW1/4, SWL/ASW1/4
SEL/4, S1/2NE1/4, S1/2SW1/4, NW1/ASW1/4

Sections 28 - 3

Section 36:

WI/2, W1/2E1/2

Township 21 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 7:
Section 8
Section 12:

NI/2, N1/251/2

S1/25112

Sections 13 and 14

-3- SB 223
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SB 223

Section 16:  SI/2, S1/2N1/2

Section 17 EI/2, E1/2NW1/4

Section 20: NE1/4, NE1/4SE1/4

Sections 21 - 27

Section 28: NE1/4, NE1/4ANW1/4, NE1/4SE1/4

Section 34: NE1/4, NE1/4NW1/4, NE1/4SE1/4

Sections 35 and 36
Township 21 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian

Section 1. that portion of SI/2 north of the
bank of the Yeotna River.

Section 12: that portion east of the west bank <
Susitna River,
Township 20 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian

Section 5:  E1/2W1/2, W1/2SW1/4

Section 6

Section 8 WI/2, WI/2, SE1/4

Section 17

Section 20:  WI/2, W1/2SE1/4

Section 28: SW1/4

Sections 29 - 32

Section 33:  WI/2, SE1/4, SWI1/4NE1/4
Township 20 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Section 1. El/2

Section 18: Sl/2

Section 19

Section 25: El/2, E1/2W1/2

Section 28:  SW1/4

Sections 29 - 32

Section 33: NI/2, SWL/4

—4-
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Section 36:
Township 20 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1.
Sections 2 - 17
Section 12:
Sections 13 - 20
Section 21

the Yeotna River

NE1/4
Wi/2
WI/2, SEl/4

that portion north of the south bank  of

Sections 22 - 26
Section 27:

Yeotna River

that portion east of the west bank of the

Sections 34 - 36

Township 20 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 and 2
Section 3:
Sections 11 - 13
Section 14: NE1/4

Section

24

E1/2NE1/4

Township 19 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 4 and 5

Section

6:

NI1/2, N1/251/2

Section 8: El/2

Section
Section
Section
Section
Section
Section
Section

9

10:
15:

16
21

22:
27

Wi/2
WI/2, W1/2EL/2

WI/2, W1/2E1/2
WI/2, W1/2E1/2
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24
25
26
21
28
29

Section 28
Section 33

Section 34;

wis/2, W1/2E1/2, SE1/4, SE1/4NEl/4

Township 19 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Section 4:

NW1/ANW1/4

Township 18 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian

Section 2:
Susitna River.
Section 3
Section 10:
Section 11:
Susitna River.

that portion west of the east bank of the

NI/2, N1/2S1/2
that portion west of the east bank of the

Township 18 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 28:
Section 32:
Section 33

SI12
El/2, SWL/4

Township 17 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Section 4:
Section 5:

Sections 6 -

Section 9:
Section 15:

SW1/4

SI2, S12N1/2
8

WI/2, SEl/4
WI/2, S1/2SE1/4

Sections 16 - 22

Section 23:
Section 25;

SW1/4
SW1/4, S1/2NW1/4

Sections 26 - 36
Township 17 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 1:
Section 2:

SE1/4
SI/2
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Sections 3 -5
Section 61 EIf2
Sections 7-36
Township 17 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 12: SE1/4
Section 13: EI/2
Section 24: EI/2, ELI2W1/2
Section 25
Section 26: El/2, SW1/4
Section 34: E1/2E1/2
Sections 35 and 36
Township 16 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-24
Sections 27 - 34
Township 16 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian (all)
Township 16 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 -3
Section 8: EI/2
Sections 9-17
Section IS: EI/2, SWL/4
Section 19: NI/2
Sections 20 - 28
Section 29: EI/2
Section 32: NE1/4
Sections 33 - 36
Township 16 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Seiction 13: SE1/4
Sfiction 24: NE1/4
Township 15 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian



Sections 3 -7

Township 15 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-22
Sections 29 - 31

Township 15 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-4
Sections 10 - 15
Sections 22 - 27
Sections 34 - 36

Township 14 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 3

Township 24 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 31: SI/2
Section 32:  SWi/4

Township 24 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 36: SEL/4

Township 23 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5:  NW1/4, W1/25W1/4

19 Section 6

Section 7. NW1/4, WI/2Nr I/4, NEL/ANEL/4, W1/2SW1/4

[T T G T
oo —~Jd O

20
21 Section 18:  WI/2

2 Section 19:  W1/2SW1/4

23 Section 30:  W1/2W1/2, SE1/4SW1/4

24 Section 31

25 Township 23 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
26 Sections 1 and 2

21 Section 10: S1/251/2

28 Sections 11 - 14

29 Section 15: EIl/2, E1/2W1/2
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24
25
26
21
28
29

Section 22: El1/2, E1/2W1/2

Sections 23 - 27
Section 28: EI/2, E12W1/2
Section 30: SW1/4
Sections 31 - 36
Township 23 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Section '25. SE1/4
Section 36: EI/2. SW1/4
Township 22 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5:  SW1/4, W1/2SE1/4
Sections 6 -8
Section 9 W1/25W1/4
Section 16: NW1/4NW1/4
Section 17: N1/2N1/2
Section 18: N1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 12
Section 13 N1/2N1/2
Section 14 N1/2N1/2
Section 15 N1/2N1/2
Section 16 N1/2N1/2
Section 17 N1/2N1/2
Section 18 N1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1
Section 12: NI/2, SE1/4"
Section 13: N1/2NE1/4
Township 28 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 19

SB 223



[ N N
oo —Jd oo

19

B R B

24
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21
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29

SB 223

Section 20: Wil/2

Section 27.  SW1/4
Section 28:  SI/2
Section 29:  WI/2, SE1/4
Sections 30 - 34
Section 35 WI/2
Township 27 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 29:  WI/2
Section 32 WI/2
Township 28 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 25
Sections 35 and 36
Township 27 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1. WI1/2W1/2
Sections 2-11
Section 12 WI/2, SE1/4
Sections 13 - 24
Section 25:  WI/2
Sections 26 - 35
Section 36 WI/2
Township 27 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 and 2
Section 3. SI/2
Sections 10 - 15
Section 16: El/2
Sections 19 - 36
Township 27 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 24 and 25
Sections 34 - 36

-10-
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Township 26 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5: NW1/4, N1/2SW1/4
Section 7. NI/2, SW1/4
Section 18 WI/2
Section 20: SE1/4
Section 21: SI/2
Sections 27 and 28
Section 29: NE1/4
Section 31  W1/2SE1/4
Section 33
Township 26 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 2
Sections 4-10
Section 13
Sections 15 - 22
Sections 24 - 36
Township 26 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-17
Sections 21 - 28
Sections 33-36
Township 26 North, Range 10West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 and 2
Township 25 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 3 and 4
Section 6: WI/2; NI1/2NE1/4
Section 7: WL/2NW1/4
Section 8. EI/2, E1/25W1/4
Sections 9 and 10
Sections 15 - 17

-11-
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SB 223

Sections 20 -

Section 23;
Section 26:

Sections 27 -
Sections 32 -

Section 35:
Township 25 North,

22
Wi/2
WI/2
29
34
Wi/2
Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Sections 1-12

Section 13;

Sections 14 -
WI/2, W1/2E1/2, E1/2SE1/4

Section 24:

Sections 25 -

TownshiJ 25 North,
Sections 1 -3
Sections 10 -
Section 22:
Sections 23
Section 35:
Section 36

Township 24 North,
Sections 3 -5
Section 6:
Section 8:

NI/2, SWL/4, W1/2SEL/4
23

36
Range 9 West,  Seward Meridiain

15

E1/2E1/2
- 26

El/2
Range 7 West,  Seward Meridian

NE1/4
NI/2, SEL/4, N1/2SW1/4

Sections 9 and 10

Section 18:
Section 19:
Section 20:
Section 28:
Section 29

SW1/4, SWL/ANW1/4, SW1/ASE1/4
WI/2, SEL/4, W1/2NEL/4, SEL/4SW1/4
SI2

Wif2

_12-
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23
24
25
26
21
28
29

Section 30

Section 31

Township 24 North,

Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Section 1. WI/2

Sections 2-1
Section 12:

* Section 14:
Sections 15 -
Section 21:
Section 22
Section 23:
Section 26:
Section 27:

Township 24 North,
Section 1

1
WI/2, W1/2SE1/4
SW1/4
20
E1/2NEL/4

WI/2, W1/2SE1/4, NE1/4
N1/2NW1/4, NW1/ANEL/4
NE1/4NEL/4

Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 2: El/2

Section 10

Sections 11 -

Section 15:
Township 24 North,
Section 30:
Section 31
Section 32:
Township 24 North,
Section 20:
Section 21:
Section 22
Section 23:
Section 25;

El/2

14

E1/2EL/2

Range 1 West, Seward Meridian
S1/25W1/4

NW1/4, SW1/4, S1/2NEL/4, EL/2SW1/4
W1/2SW1/4

Range 2 West, Seward Meridian
S1/251/2, NE1/4SE1/4, SE1/ANEL/4
SI/2, NE1/4, S1/2NW1/4

WI/2, W1/2SE1/4
SI2NW1/4, N1/2SW1/4, SE1/4

-13- SB 223



Section 26: NE1/4
Sections 27 and 28
Section 29: NI/2, SWi1/4
Section 30: SI/2, S1/2N1/2
Section 31.  WI/2
Section 36: NI1/2NE1/4
Township 24 North, Range 3 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1. SI/2
Section 2. S1/2SFI/4
Section 3: WI/2, NE1/4, W1/2SE1/4
Section 4
Section 5: SI/2, NE1/4, SE1/4NW1/4
Section 8: NI/2
Sections 9-16
Sections 19 - 36
Township 23 North, Range 1 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5:  NWL/4NW1/4
Section 6: NEI/ANE1/4
19 Section 7. SE1/4
Section 18: WI1/2E1/2, E1/2W1/2, W1/2SW1/4

S5 REBREB o 0 w0 o1 &= wpn e

o —~J o

20
21 Section 19:  WI/2, SW1/4SE1/4

2 Section 29: WI/2

23 Section 30: El/2, EL/2NW1/4

24 Township 23 North, Range 2 West, Seward Meridian
25 Section 13: E1/2SE1/4

26 Section 23: SEI/4, S1/2SW1/4

21 Section 24: NI/2, SW1/4

28 Section 26: N1/2N1/2, S1/2NW1/4

29 Section 27: NI1/2, N1/2S1/2

SB 223 -14-
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23
24
25
26
21
28
29

Section 28. NI1/2, N1/2S1/2
Section 29: NI/2
Section 30: NI/2, SW1/4
Section 31 WI/2
Township 23 North, Range 3 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-6
Sections 9-16
Sections 21 - 28
Sections 33 - 36
Township 22 North, Range 1 East, Seward Meridian
Section 7. S1/2NW1/4, SI/2
Section 8: S1/2SW1/4
Section 17: N1/2N1/2
Section 18: N1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 1 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5. S1/251/2
Section 6. S1/2S1/2
Sections 7 -9
Section 10: SI/2, S1/2N1/2, N1/2NW1/4
Section 11: SI/2, S1/2N1/2
Section 12. SI/2, S1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 2 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1. S1/2S1/2
Section 2. SI/2
Section 3. SI/2
Section 4. Sl/2
Section 5. SI/2
Section 6: SI/2, NW1/4
Sections 7 - 12

-15-
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Section 15:

Sections b

Sections 28 -

Section 31

Section 32:

Section 33:
Township 22 North,

Sections 1-4

N1/2N1/2

21
30
N1/2
N1/2
N1/2
Range 3 West, Seward Meridian

Sectionh: El/2
Section8: EI/2
Sections9-12

Sections 13 -

Section 17:
Section 20:
Sections 21 -
Sections 33 -
Township 2L North,

16

El/2

E1/2NEL/4

28

36

Range 3 West, Seward Meridian

Sections2-10
Section 11: NW1/4

Sections 15 -

Sections 27 -

Township 21 North,

Section 25: S1/2SE1/4,

22

34

Range 4 West, Seward Meridian
SE1/4SW1/4

Section 36: EIl/2, EL/2W1/2

Township 20 North,

Range 3 West, Seward Meridian

Sections3-10

Sections 15 -

Sections 20 -
Sections 26 -

18
22
28

-16-
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Section 29: NI/2, N1/2§1/2, SE1/4SE1/4
* Sec. 2. The commissioner of natural resources shall prepare a manage-
ment plan for the Susitna State Forest under AS 41.17.230.  Within the
first 10 days of the First Session of the Sixteenth Alaska State Legisla-
ture, the commissioner shall submit the management plan to the legislature
for its review.
* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect July 1, 1985.

-17- SB 223



[J Commissioner/Deputy

Management

Lj Director/Deputy
[1 Personnel

[J Fiscal/Supply

Southeast Region J

ifForestry
T5 Parks
[1 Recorder's Office

Fairbanks - HO

L) Land 4 Hater

O Forestry

LJ Mining Information

[3 Recorder's Office
Bees

O
O Technical Services

awwpPIC BLDG
556 Cordova

Land 4 Hater

LJ Uirector/Deputy
Land Management

J Hater Management

C3 Resource Allocations

[j Retained Lands
(5th Floor

[3 Project

REMRS

CEPARTMENT OF NATLRAL RESOLRTES

TRANSMTTAL SLIP
FRONTIER BLDG FRONTIER BLDG Cont,
3601 C Street
Parks
LJ l)irector/Deputy
3 Administration
3 History i Archaeology

3 Commissioner's Office
1 Public Affairs Office

Management 3 Southcentral .
L3 Personnel ) ) ) rypg| C
[3 Admin. Svs./Switchboard ~ Technical Services “-*'e
3 Mail room 13 Director/Deputy i t

[3 Administration’
] Land Title Records

3 Revenue Unit

Mining [3 Uniform Commercial Code
J Cadastral/Coastal Surv-
3 Land RfcWfvfo:Sec; '/h

LJ Olrector/Deputy
Q3 Leasing 0:S
3 Surface MIHIW ] Status Grsphici_

3 Locatables (Mining Claims) [3 LAS Implementation

[3 Field Op/Permitting 1] Info Services', r
[J Recorderl?, Office
Oil 4 Gas
L3 Olrector/Deputy Land & Hater
Royalty L3 Contract Admin.
Lease Sales [1 Southcentral Region

[1 Lease Admin.

Geo/Geo Survey

LJ Director/Deputy
[3 Administration
|3 Geoprocessing
3 Resource Anal.
1 Archaeology

3 Oil 4 Gas

3 uata Processing

Forestry

L3 Director/Deputy

[3 Resource Management
3 Fire Management

3 Forestry Asst.

L3 Southcentral Region

DIVISEC/UIST

Q pQ-ho only) If

1 A%riculture
P.O. Box 949
Palmer, A< 99645-0949

ANHRAGE

.1 I0OMB Processing

143 E. 9th Avenue
LJ Central Duplication

1Qli W it!-Avenue )
LJ Attorney General’s Office

%gn@m of Administration

LJ Genefai Services/Supply

ACTION

] Sign &Forward
J Sign 4 Return
3 Necessary Action
] Return w/comment
Draft Reply
For Your Info.
3 Circulate
1 As Requested
3 Per Phone Call



Legal Description

Skwentna
T2W, tdOW, S.M.
Section 13: S% NWbo, NW%SWo
Sections 14-18
Section 21: All north and east of
right limit of Yentna River
Sections 22 and 23:
Section 26
Sections 27, 28, and 35: All north and
east of right limit of Yentna River.

Deshka Flats

TION, R7W, S.M.
Section 3
Section 10: NE%

T20N, R8W, S.M.
Section 1: E%
Section 12: NE%

T20N, R7W, S.M.
Section 2: S\,
Sections 3-10:

Section 11: W%, SBE%, WNIE%
Section 12: W% SW%
Section 13: W%
Section 14-17
Section 20-23
Section 24: W% W%
Section 25: W% W%
Section 26-27:
Section 28: NW%, E%
Section 33-35:
Section 36: Wb, SE%

T2IM, R7W, S.M.
Section 28: W%
Section 29-32
Section 33: W%, SE%
Section 34: SW%

T2IN, R8W, S_M.
Section 25: E% E%
Section 36: E% E%



Legal Description
Page 2

Susitna Fdver Block
T2IN, RBW, S.M.
Sections 24-26
Section 26: NE%
Section 27
Section 28: NE%
Section 33: SE%
Section 34-35

T20N, R5W, S.M.
Sections 24
Section 5: E% E%
Section 8: E%
Sections 9-11
Sections 14-17
Section 18: E% E%
Section 19: E%
Sections 20-22
Sections 27-29
Sections 32-34

T20N, REW, S._M.
Section 25: E% E%
Section 36: E%

TION, R5W, S.M.
Section 3-10
Sections 15-22
Sections 25-34

TI9N, R6W, S.M.
Section 1: 1%
Section 12
Section 13
Sections 24-36

Trail Ridge Block

T18N, R7W, S.M.
Section 18: S\, W% SE%
Section 19: SB%, W% NE%
Section 28: W% SW
Section 29: SB%, S% NE%
Sections 30-33

TI8N, R8W, S._M.
Section 1: W% W%
Sections 2-3
Section 4: E%



Legal Description

Page 3

Trail Ridge Block (contd)
Section 10: SE%
Section 11
Section 12: \Oh, SE%
Section 13

Section 14: Nb, SE%, NE% SW
Section 15: N% NE%

Section 23: NE%, E% SE%
Sections 24-25

Section 26: E% NE%

Section 36: E%
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SB 223

Section 28

Section 33

Section 34: WI/2, W1/2E1/2, SEL/4, SEL/ANEL/4
Township 19 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Section 4: NWL/ANWL/4
Township 18 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian

Section 2. that portion west of the east bank of the
Susitna River.

Section 3

Section 10: NI/2, N1/281/2

Section 11. that portion west of the east bank of the
Susitna River.
Township 18 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 28: SI/2

Section 32: El/2, SWi/4

Section 33
Township 17 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Section 4: SWL/4

Section 5: SI/2, S1/2N1/2

Sections 6 -8

Section 9: WI/2, SEl/4

Section 15 WI/2, S1/2SEl/4

Sections 16 - 22

Section 23:  SWL/4

Section 25:  SW1/4, SI/2NW1/4

Sections 26 - » 3o 5N A
Township 17 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section1:  SEL/4

Section 2:  SI/2

&
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Sections 3 -5

IS-1S 5eb”20".Co>i

Townsig &' WoRA'=Range 10 WestO RewdidsiBrlliarpciirklofy GW 5

Section 6: EI/2

Sections 7 - 3* 1
Section 12: SE1/4

Section 13: El/2

Section 24:  EI/2, E1/2W1/2
Section 25

Section 26: El/2, SW1/4
Section 34: E1/2E1/2
Sections 35 and 36

Township 16 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
ZE seves. 107z s> | IHH serlivtsia  +Sero*vissho f,

e 3

Township 16 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian (-edi)
Township 16 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian"""/™

Sections 1 -

Sections 1
Section 8:

Schons 9
Secnon 18
Section 19
Sections 20 -

-3

El/2

B serirvs Nz

2Z-2H

EI/2, SWL/4

NI/2

3 ﬁvﬁrﬁb%/z

Section 32;

NE1/4

Sections 33 -
Township 16 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian

Section 13:
Section 24;

SE1/4
NE1/4

119-

Stiiw sj-jy

Sec’ievs.
stevewj 23
Stct «lo
\o-tl
Stciri, V7.y ~
Swifts n-tf
StA'V. 7
seav* 1227

SaiM«v. 23: E *|, £ASU)4
Se"G*s3H-.5¢

Township 15 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

-7-
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Sections 3 - @ s. s, Sec>icui/7

Township IS North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 93 SeAenS". SeAwt.". 1~11
Sections 29 - 31

Township 15 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 -4
Sections 10 - 15
Sections 22-27
Sections 34 - 36

Township 14 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 3

Township 24 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 31: SI/2
Section 32: SW1/4

Township 24 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 36: SE1/4

Township 23 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5 NW1/4, W1/25W1/4
Section 6
Section 7. NW1/4, WI/2NEL/4, N 21/4, WL/2SW1/4
Section 18 WI/2
Section 19: WI1/2SW1/4
Section 30: W1/2W1/2, SE1/4SW1/4
Section 31

Township 23 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 and 2
Section 10: S1/281/2
Sections 11 - 14
Section 15 EIl/2, EL2W1/2

*om



Section 22: EI/2, EL2W1/2
Sections 23 - 27 —
Section 28: EIl/2. El/2WI/2>"
Section 30;  SWL/4
Sections 31 - 36
Township 23 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Section 25: SE1/4
Section 36: EI/2, SWi1/4
Township 22 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5 SW1/4, W1/2SE1/4
Sections 6 -8
Section 9: WI/2SWl/4
Section 16:  NWI1/ANW1/4
Section 17:  N1/2N1/2
Section 18: . N1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-12
Section 13:  N1/2N1/2
Section 14:  N1/2N1/2
Section 15:  N1/2N1/2
Section 16:  N1/2N1/2
Section 17:  N1/2N1/2
Section 18:  N1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 11 West, “Seward Meridian
Section 1
Section 12: N2, SE1/4

Section 13: N1/2NE1/4

¢ -OV~>»



mm
Township 27 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Section 29:  WI/2

Section 32 WI/2

Township 27 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
o'Section 1. W12W1/2

Sections 2 -* .

16 Section 12: WI/2, SE1/4
17 +Sections 13 - -2
18 Section 25+ Vfh

19 * ctions 26 - 3
Section 36:  WI/2

B R B

24
25
26
21
28
29

SB 223 -10-



Township 26 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5: NW1/4, N1/25W1/4
Section 7: NI/2, SW1/4
Section 18: WI/2 .
Section 20: SE1/4
Section 21: Sl/2
Sections 27 and 28
Section 29: NE1/4
Section 31 W1/2SE1/4

Section 33
Township 26 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 2
Sections 4-10"
Section 13
Sections 15 -M°
ections 3+ - .3
17
18
19
20
21
2 Dro3 il
23 Township 25 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
24 Sections 3 and 4
25 Section 6: WI/2, N1/2NE1/4
26 Section 7: W1/2NW1/4
21 Section 8: EI/2, EL/2SW1/4
28 Sections 9 and 10
29 Sections 15 - 17

'11' SB 223
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Sections 20 - 22
Section 23:  WI/2
Section 26:  WI/2
Sections 27 - 29
Sections 32 - 34
Section 35 WI/2

Sections 1 -m

SR I NI, SWL/4WL/2SEL/A

Sections 14-23

Township 25 3orth, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Section 24:  WI/2, W1/2E1/2," E1/2SE1/4

Sections 25 - 36

Sections 1 -3

Sections 10 - 15 [u'-X

Sections 3 5
Section 6;: ASH/4

Section 8:  NI/2, SE1/4, N1/2SW1/4

Sections 9 and 10

Township 25 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Township 24 North,"R&fge T ttesfrV- Seward Meridian

Section 18: SWL/4, SW1/ANW1/4,SW1/4SE1/4

Section 19:  WI/2, SE1/4,W1/2NE1/4,

Section 20: SI/2
Section 28:  WI/2
Section 29

-12-
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May, 1986

Copies of minutes listed below were originally included
in this file. The minutes are available on the STAIRS

date base CM 14. In order to save space copies of

minutes have not been left iIn the Tfiles.
Jeanie Henry
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&las(ka gbtate Hegtsflature

POUCH V
JUNEAU, ALASKA. 99811
(907) 465-4907

Senate

Committee on &e*ourcetf

MEMORANDUM April 12, 1985

T0: All Members
Senate Resources Committee

FROM: Staff;
Senate Resources Committee

RE: SB 223 "An Act establishing the Susitna State Forest; and
providing for an effective date."

Senate Bill 223 would establish the Susitna State Forest consisting of
525,000 acres in the Susitna Valley on the west side of the Susitna River.

The Susitna State Forest would be managed by the Department of Natural
Resources on a multiple-use basis. The management of the Susitna State
Forest would be similar to the Yakataga State Forest (SB 30) approved by
the Senate Resources Committee earlier this year.

The establishment of the Susitna State Forest is supported by the Alaska
State Society of American Foresters, Cook Inlet Chapter. In addition, the
Timber Task Force has recommended the creation of a state forest in the
Matanuska-Susitna Valley.

A zero fiscal note has been received from the Department of Natural
Resources. It should be noted that DNR indicates the forester hired to
prepare the Yakataga State Forest Plan will also be used to develop the
Susitna State Forest Plan.

Encloisur, .s: a. Governor"s Letter

b. Fiscal Note - Susitha State Forest

c. Fiscal Note - Yakataga State Forest

d. Letter from Alaska State Society of American Foresters

e. Extract from Timber Task Force Report

f. Letter from State Forester regarding demand for interior
forest resources

g. State Forest Statutes AS 41.17.200



BILL SHEFFIELD
GOVERNOR

State of Alaska
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

Juneau

March 11, 1985

The Honorable Don Bennett
President of the Senate
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Bennett:

Under the authority of art. 111, sec. 18, of the Alaska
Constitution, 1 am transmitting a bill to establish the
Susitna State Forest.

This bill would place 525,000 acres of state land, located
on the west side of the Susitna River 1in the Susitna
Valley, 1iIn state forest classification. Under state
forest classification, the timber base In the area would
be dedicated to forestry. The land designated for inclu-
sion in the forest contains a combination of areas, and
areas with existing and potential value for public recrea-
tion and other public purposes. DNR 1i1ntends to manage
this land for multiple uses, including timber management;
habitat protection and enhancement; hunting; Tfishing;
hiking, skiing, and other recreational activities; mineral
exploration, development, and extraction; and the protec-
tion of water quality and scenic values.

Bill Sheffield
Governor



STATE OF ALASKA 1985 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date:

REQUEST FISCAL DETAIL ..

Bi liyResolutr&fi-Ne.; ~/6 £*JX3 Agency Affected; Division of Forest%

Title: Susitna State Forest L Program Category Affected: RESOUICe anagement
Sponsor: RU, Prggram or Subprogram Affected:
Requeator: Forest Management. Tand "nd Water Resources

Date of Request: 3/5/85

v 85 Fv fifi FY 81 FY 88 FY 89 FY 90
OPERATING
100" PERSONAL SERVICES
200 TRAVEL
i00 CONTRACTUAL
<0 SUPPLIES
500 EQUIPMENT
500 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 CRANTS, CLAIMS
BOO MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING -0- -0- -0- e-n- -0- -n-
f CAPITAL -0- 1 -o- 1 -o- 1 -n- -n- _n_ 1
1 REVENUE 1 1 1

FUNDING: (Thousands of Doll ars)
JENLHAL 1-UNU 1

rEDERAL FUNDS
3THER I
TOTAL -0- -0- -0- -0- .. -o- -n- I

POSITIONS:
-ULL-11HE

'ART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS: Attach a separate page if necessary

The position established to prepare the Yakataga Forest Plan (SB 30), will
alsolprepare this plan.

Prepared By: carol Wilsonl Phone: 455-2400
PiViSion:- cgmmiGGionore— 0Od Date: 3/6/85
Approved by Copmissioner: Date: z/J/x
agency: Natural Resources

Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management and Budget

Impacted Agency(ies) 7/1/84



STATE OF ALASKA

REQUEST
Bill/Resolution No.: 30

Title: Yakataga state Forest
Sponsor: Eliason

Requestor:
Date of Request: 1/22/85

1985 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date:

FISCAL DETAIL L
Agency Affected: Division of Forestry - dnr

PrOREbUTRE MdnagdmRAt e

BRU, Program or Subprogram(s) Affected:
Forest Management. Land & Water Resources

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 85 FY 66
OPERATING
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 49 g 49 9
200 TRAVEL 10.0 10.0
300 CONTRACTUAL 20.0 20.0
WO SUPPLIES 50 5.0
500 EQUIPMENT
S00 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAINMS
800 MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 84.9 84.9
1 CAPITAL
1 REVENUE £850.0 1 850.0

FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)

B4.9 84.9
IEDERAL FUNDS
DTHER
TOTAL 84.9 84.9
Urir-tNle 1.0 1.0
ART-TIME
TEMPORARY

FY 87 Fy 88 FY 89 FY 90

P e A
OO O ©
0O ®©

74.9

i850.0 - 1

74.9

74.9

4.0

ANALYSIS: Attach a separate page if necessary

YFimber sale receipts from state forest.

Prepared By: _DaVB VVaHingford
Division: Division of Fore”r

Approved by Commi ssioner
Agency:

Phone: 265-4499
Date: 17221785

LL

Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):

Legislative Finance

Legislative Sponsor

Requestor

Office of Management and Budget
Impacted Agency(ies)

7/1/84



POSITION TITLE

Natural Resource Manager 1

TYPE OF POSITION
PFT

CONTINUATION LEVEL
—  tyre arliKPERGTMIC"

STAFF MOUTHS
12

$

PERSONAL SERVICE?

Salary
Benefits

Supplemental Benefit*

Fixed Benefit*

TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES

Travel
Contractual
Commodities
Equipment
Othar

TOTAL COST

RECEIPT OOCE

FDR BAH USE ONLY
4A KEY NUVBERR

(13 REQUEST FOR
i NEW POSITION

0t-nj6l17/1J1-11

FUNDING SOURCE
Federal Receipt* TQO2
C.F. Match
General Fund*
I-A Receipt*
Program Receipt* 102B
Other

RP NUMBER

PCN NUVBER

New

*49.962

io.odo

-M.962-

ACENCV Natural Resources

program Mqgmt.

beu.Forest Mcnagement

component .FCEast. Keoaflrtnent.

of Forest.

RANGE/STEP FORK 12  PAGE/LINE
18A
LOCATION ELECTION DISTRICT
Anchorage
JUSTIFICATION

This position w Ill'coordinate the development and
Implementation of State Forest Management Plans within
Southcentral Region. Incumbent wjll be responsible for
organizing and chairing Interagency planning teams for
gathering pertinent planning information, for preparing
draft plans, fcr arranging and conducting public hearings,
and for preparing final plan for submission to and approval
of coimfsslonerm Subsequent to management plan completion
Incumbent w ill be responsible for coordinating (Implementation

of. the plans* Incumbent w ill coordinate development of
operating plans for interaggncy review. W ill review and
recommend ammendments to plan, and will coordinate preparation!
of plan updates.

[ FY88 J

Land & Water Resources




ALASKA STATS SOCISTYV
0F
AMSRICAN FORSSTSRS

Cook Inlet Chapter

Senate Committee on Resources February 22, 1985
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Committee Members:

The current legislative session provides another opportunity to assure that
responsible, active management of the State"s forested land is initiated. By
this, | mean land management actions based on recognition of the presence and
values of the various land resources and on objectives to preserve, protect,
conserve, enhance, and harvest those resources as appropriate. The productive
forest lands in State ownership need management if they are to provide the
full range of products, services and amenities of which they are capable. A
system of State Forests is provided for in the statutes. Appropriate units of
forest land need to be added to the system, which now includes only the Haines
and Tanana Valley State Forests.

Senate Bill 30 would add a Cape Yakataga Forest to the system. A bill, yet to
be introduced, would add a Susitna Forest the the system. Both of those
forests are of high priority because one contains the most productive forest
lands in State ownership (Yakataga) and the other a portion of the forest land
available in the Susitna River Basin where on half of the State"s population
resides.

Both provide excellent opportunities for wood production and growth, wildlife
habitat enhancement and protection, dispersed recreation opportunities, and
all of the additional benefits of forested land. The people of Alaska will
receive the full benefits of public land ownership when those Jlands are
actively and efficiently managed for multiple resource protection and use.

Your support of the establishment of these units of the State Forest system is
needed. The Cook Inlet Chapter of the Society of American Foresters urges you
to provide that support to speed passage of these bills.



VI, STATE FORESTER *S REPORT
A. Merger of State Forester®s and TaskForce Reports

As part of the charge given by Governor Sheffield in
Administrative Order No. 80, the Task Force was asked to review
and comment upon the State Forester"s draft report entitled:
"Wood Products Industry Development - A Report to the Governor,”
October 1984. After broad circulation within industry and the
administration, the Task Force and the State Forester have merged
that report iInto the Task Force report. Many of the recommen-
dations and findings of the State Forester were similar to those
produced by the Task Force and have been enhanced through the
Task Force process. The overview section of the State Forester”s
report contains valuable background i1nformation which provides
facts, analysis and basic observations pertaining to the present
status of the timber industry. This section has been edited and
revised and is attached hereto as Appendix IV.

B. Need to Assess State Forest Resources
1. State Forests

The forests of Alaska have the potential to provide

Alaskans with building materials, fuel, recreational oppor-
tunities, diversity of wildlife and many other benefits 1In
perpetuity. Recent shifts iIn ownership patterns and allocations

of State lands have i1nhibited development of a viable forest
products industry, especially iIn the Interior and Southcentral
regions of Alaska.

The full impact of these forests on the public well-
being will not be fully realized for years and possibly decades.
Continued shrinking of publicly owned forestland available for
multi-use management is eroding this base.

Accordingly, the Task Force finds that it is in the best
interest of the State to legislatively designate large tracts of
forested lands for long-term public retention and management for
multiple use, as envisioned by the framers of the Alaska Consti-
tution. The Task Force recommends that the Governor support
legislative designation of new State forests iIn Southcentral and
the Interior of Alaska to maintain these resources for multiple
use. Priority areas for the establishment of such areas are
Yakataga Forelands, Mat-Su Valley, Copper River and Kuskokwim

River.

By 1992, a system of State Forests should be established
having a minimum goal of 2.0 million acres of commercial forest
land which could provide an estimated one-half of the State"s
annual domestic requirement TOL dimensional lumber and firewood
projected for the year 2000.

-51-



BILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Rach 0B
Abla9Bl10
DIVISION OF FORESTRY PHONE: T

9-3100

January 8, 1985

The Honorable John 3. Coghill
Senator

P.0. Box 268

Nenana, Ak 99760

Dear Senator Coghill:

You contacted our office several weeks ago regarding a request to put up
additional timber sales in the Delta area. We are aware, as you so well
explained, that the demand for timber 1is greater than the State can provide
in this area. The domestic market continues to grow stronger, and thus the
demand for more timber is expected to increase steadily. This has been the
trend for the Interior for the past 10 years, and we have had a difficult
time staying ahead of that demand.

In addition to the request in Delta for more sales, we have had other
requests from the Tanana Valley area, including 6 in Manley and several in
Fairbanks. We are having a meeting of our foresters in mid-January to try
to decide what we can do with the people and funds we currently have. Each
year we prepare a five-year timber harvest schedule. We attempt to keep to
this schedule so the timber industry can plan their harvesting operations
in a timely manner. However, if demand patterns significantly change, we
are willing to modify our harvest schedule to accommodate these needs.

At this time we are optimistic that we can help thesituation in Deltaby
the shifting of funds and manpower. 1 will contact you afterour meeting

in January and let you know exactly what we can provide. I would also
appreciate the opportunity to discuss a more permanent solution to this
problem. During the legislative session, | travel to Juneau frequently.

I will schedule a meeting with you to discuss this problem. There is no
question that the forests of Alaska can do much to strengthen and diversify
the economy of interior Alaska.

We are now only supplying 56% of the current demand for rough-cut, green
lumber. With the addition of some small Kkilns and planers and a grading
system, a whole new domestic market would open up. Since the State of
Alaska owns 50% of the 22.5 million acres- of cormercial forest land in the
Interior, it can very easily effect the development of a forest products
industry.



mld-Janu«ryy°Ur 1r<terest in forestry. | will contact you again



X 41.J.1.4UU ALASKA bi"ATUTES 9 4i.i/.221U

Revisor's notes. — Formerly AS
41.17.140. Renumbered in 1983.

NOTES TO DECISIONS

“Quoted in Southeast Alaska Conserve- 2662 (File No. 5855),  P.2d  (1983).
tion Council, Inc. v. State, Sup. Ct. Op. No.

Article 3. State Forest System.

Section Section

200. State forest purposes 220. Management of state forests
210. State forests 230. Management plans

Sec. 41.17.200. State forest purposes. The purpose of AS
41.17.200 — 41.17.230 is to permit the establishment of designated
state-owned or acquired land and water areas as state forests. The
primary purpose in the establishment of state forests is the
perpetuation of personal, commercial, and other beneficial uses of
resources through multiple-use management. (§ 1 ch 91 SLA 1983)

Sec. 41.17.210. State forests, (a) The governor may propose to the
legislature the establishment of state forests consisting primarily of
commercially valuable forest land determined by the governor to be
necessary for retention in state ownership for management under the
principles of multiple use and sustained yield and consistent with AS
38.04.005. The proposal of the governor shall include a report and
recommendations of the commissioner including

(1) a preliminary forest inventory;

(2) a summary of the testimony offered at public hearings held on
the management of the proposed state forest in communities proxi-
mately located to a proposed state forest;

(3) the findings ofthe commissioner on anticipated incompatibilities
of uses described in AS 41.17.230(e) under AS 41.17.230(f);

(4) written comments from appropriate state agencies on the
compatibility of the uses described in AS 41.17.230(e) within the
proposed state forest;

(5) an estimate ofthe cost ofa full implementation ofan operational
level forest inventory and the management plan.

(b) A state forest established by the legislature shall be retained
state ownership. (8 1 ch 91 SLA 1983)

Sec. 41.17.220. Managementofstate forests. Land within a state
forest or within a unit of a state forest shall be managed under

(1) the principles of multiple-use and sustained yield;

(2) this chapter; and

(3) a management plan prepared by the department. (§ Ich91SLA
1983)

in

§ 41.1 (.230 1-"UHUC 1tKSOUKCIiS 9 41.1t.2JU

Sec. 41.17.230. Management plans, (a) The commissioner shall
prepare a management plan consistent with AS 38.04.005 and this
chapter for each state'forest and for each unit of a state forest to assist
in meeting the requirements ofthis chapter. An operational level forest
inventory shall be completed before a management plan for the state
forest or the unit of a state forest is adopted. The management plan
shall be adopted, implemented and maintained within three years of
the establishment of a state forest by the legislature.

(b) The commissioner shall review a management plan at least once
every five years and may revise the plan when necessary.

(c) A management plan may not be adopted or revised after the
establishment of the state forest without prior review by the Board of
Forestry and by other appropriate state agencies or without prior pub-
lic hearings held in a community proximately located to the state forest
or to a unit of a state forest.

(d) A copyofa managementplan orarevision to a managementplan
adopted or prepared by the commissioner shall be provided to the leg-
islature within 30 days ofits adoption orrevision or within the first 10
days of the first regular session of the legislature to convene after its
adoption or revision.

(e) The commissioner shall consider and permit the following uses
under a management plan prepared under (a) or (b) of this section
subject to a determination under (f) of this section:

(1) commercial timber harvest and related activities;

(2) harvest of forest products for personal use;

(3) mining, mining claim, and mineral leasehold location;

(4) mineral leasing;

(5) material extraction;

(6) recreation;

(7) wildlife and fisheries habitat management including critical
habitat management;

(8) greenbelts;

(9) trapping and sport and subsistence fishing and hunting;

(10) grazing;

(11) watershed management;

(12) research;

(13) uses consistent with the policies of AS 38.04.015; and

(14) other traditional, compatible uses.

(f) A management plan prepared by the commissioner shall consider
and permit the uses described in (e) ofthis section. If the commissioner
finds that a permitted use is incompatible with one or more other uses
in a portion ofa state forest, the commissioner shall affirmatively state
in the management plan that finding ofincompatibility for the specific
area where the incompatibility is anticipated to exist and the time
period when the incompatibility is anticipated to exist together with
the reasons for each finding. (8 1 ch 91 SLA 1983)
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glatffea g>tate Hegtslatuce

POUCH V
JUNEAU. ALASKA. 98811
(907) 465-4907

IE>enate

Committee on &efourcet

MEMORANDUM February 24, 1986
TO: All Members
Senate Resources Committee
»l
FROM: Staffy Senate Resources Committee
RE: SB 223 "An Act establishing the Susitna State
Forest; and providing for an effective
date™1

In addition to the previous packet distributed to all members
of the Senate Resources Committee, the following additional
information i1s now provided:

1. Revised fiscal note from DNR

2. Copies of statutes governing the creation of
State Forests

3. Letter from Paul Bratton, Coalition for Community
Forests, requesting a delay

4. Public Opinion Messages



STATET)F ALASKA

REQUEST

B|II/Resqut|onNo SB 223
Title: Establish the Susitna State

Forest
Sponsor:  Rules at request of Governor

Requestor : Senate Rpsnnrnps

Date of Request: t

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES :
OPERATING FY 86
PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVE
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLI

(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 87 FY 88

MISCELLANEOUS
TOTALOPERATING 0 0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING :

GENERALFUND
FEDERALFUNDS

(Thousands of Dollars)

0 0 )

POSITIONS

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS : Attach aseparate page if necessary

Carol J. Wilson

Preparedby: S . .
Commissioner's .Office.

Division:

Approved by Commissi

I
Aoency. . Natural Resources

tu 4 -

1986 LEGISLAANIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

_2-12-86.

Revision Date:

FISCAL DETAIL

BEUY A" ““Eorest Management

Natural Resources

Components :.

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91

Phone:, 465-2400

Date:
ALz &

Date:

Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management and Budget

Impacted Agency(ies) 1- of

page___

10/25/85



8§ 41.17.20 Alaska Statutes §41.17.220

Revisor 3 notes. — Formerly AS
41.17.140. Renumbered in 1983.

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Quoted in Southeast Alaska Conserve- 2662 (File No. 5855), p.2d (1983).
tion Council, Inc. v. State. Sup. Ct. Op. No.

Article 3. State Forest System.
Section Section
200. State forest purposes 220. Management of state forests
210. State forests 230. Management plans

Sec. 41.17.20. State forest purposes. The purpose of AS
41.17.20 — 41.17.230 s 1o permit the establisment of desigated
state-omned or acouired land and water aress as state faests. The

rimary purpcse in the establidmet of state faests s te

10n of parsoal, comercial, and otrer beeficial uses of
through nultaple-use management. @ 1 ch 91 SLA 1983)

Sec. 41.17.210. State forests, @ The govermor may propose tothe
legislature the establishment of state foarests arsisting prinerily of
camercial ly valusble farest lad determined by the govermor to be
necessary far retention int tate ovnership farmanagement under the
prirciples ofrultiple use and sustained yield and arsistatwith AS
B.A0B. The prgosal of the govermor dall incluce a rgoort and
recomendations of the commissioner including

@ a preliminary faest Inatory;

©@ a summary of the testimony offered at public hearings held on
the management of the proposed state farest In comunities prod-
mately locataed o a proposed state faest;

@ the fairdings ofthe camissioner on antacipated inoatabilrtaes
of uses desoribed INAS 41.17.23X(e) under AS 41.17 23XT);

@ witten coments fron goorgoriate state agacies on the
apatability of the uses desaribad In AS 41.17.230() within the
proposed state faest;

® an estinate of the asstofa full Inplementation ofan qeerataarel
ledl faest Inentn-y and the management plen.

O Astare jeestablided by the legislature dall be retaired in
state onrerbiyp. @ 1ch 91 SLA 1983)

Sec. 41.17.20. Management of state forests. Land withinastate
faest or within a unirt of a state forest dalll e managed under

@ the prirciples ofmultiple-use and sustained yiekd;

@ thisdgoter; ad

@ amanagement plan prepared by the department. @ 1ch 9L SLA
1983)

H



220

i537as Tag7kEx

25

841.17.230 Public Resources 841.17.230

Sec. 41.17.230. Management plas, @ The comissioner dell
prepare a management plan axrsistait with AS 38.04.006 and this
dgpter fareach state forestand fareech unit ofa state farest toassist
inmeeting the requirementsofthisdgoter. An goeratiaal leel faest
inattory Sall be completed before a management™plan farthe state
faest or the unirt of a state farest sadypted. The management plan
dull be adypted, implemented and maintained within three years of
the esteblishent ofa state faest by the kegislature.

O The comissioner dall revievamanagement plan at lesstace
every fTae years and may revise the plan when necsssary.

© A management plan may not be adopted or revisd after the
establishment of the state farest without prior review by the Board of
Forestry and by other goorgpriate stute agenciies orwirthout prior pub-
Iichearings held inacomunity praximately located to the state farest
or o a unit of a state faest.

© A ooy ofamanagement planara revision tbamanagement plan
adopted or prepared by the camissioner dall be provided o tre leg-
islaturewrthin 30 days of itsadoption or revisianarwirthin the farst 10
days of tre first regular session of the legislature  convere after its
adoption or revisian.

© The comissioner dall arsider and permit the folloving usss
uder a management plan prepared under @ or () of this ssctaan
Sbject to a determiration under () of this sectio:

(D comercial tinber hanest and relatd a:tlvltles;

©@ hanest of forest products for persoal e

© mining, mining claim, and mireral leesstold loatian;

@ mireral lessig;

O material edractaa;

©®© reaeataay;

@ wildlife and fideries hebitat management  including aitical
hebrtat management;

© geatelts;

© trgping and sport and susistencee fishing and huntding;

d0) grazing;

(D) watershed management;

) ressarth; ) .

@3 uses arsistentwith the policies of AS 3.04.015; and

(4 other tradiiael, aopatible usss.

@ A management plan prepared by the comissioner dall arsicer
and permit the uses desariibad in @) ofthis sectaon. Hithe commiissiianer
s that a permirtted use s IncoTpatiable with ane ormore other uses
Ina porticnofa state faest, thecomissioner Sl affimataely state
inthe management plan that farding of incovpatabi lity fa-the escific
area Wwhere the incopatability s anticipated to east and the time
periad when the incompatability s antacipated o edast together with
the reasos fareach firdig. @ 1 ch 91 SLA 1983)
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841.17.950 Alaska Statutes 841.17.950

Sec. 41.17.990. Definrtias. In this chapter, unless the context
otherwise requires,
(1) "board” means the Board ofForestry established in AS 41.17.043;

(2) "broadcast chemicals” includes pesucides, herbicides, fungicides,
fertilizers, poisons, and any other substances

(A) used for silvicultural management or related purposes;

(B) not native to the ecosystem in which they are being applied; and

(C) having a foreseeable adverse impact on the welfare ofrenewable
resources, as determined by the commissioner of environmental con-
servation;

(3) "commissioner” means the commissioner of natural resources;

(4) "department” means the Department of Natural Resources;

®) "division” means the division of forestry;

(6) "forest land” means land stocked or having been stocked with
forest trees of any size and not currently developed for nonforest use,
regardless of whether presently available or accessible for commercial
purposes, and includes any such land under state, municipal, or private
ownership;

(7) "forest landowner” means a person who owns forest land;

(8) "multiple use” means

(A) the management of all the various resources of forest land so
that they are used in the combination that will best meet the needs of
the citizens of Alaska, making the mostjudicious use of the land for
some or all of these resources or related values, benefits, and services
over areas large enough to provide sufficient latitude for periodic
adjustments in use to conform to changing needs and conditions;

(B) thatsome land will be used for less than all of the resources: and

(C) harmonious and coordinated management of the various
resources, each with the other, without significant impairment of the
productivity of the land and water, with consideration being given to
the relative values of the various resources, and not necessarily the
combination of uses that will give the greatest dollar return or the
greatest unit output;

(9) "operations” means timber harvesting or activities associated
with timber harvesting or forest development unless exempted under
AS 41.17.900(a)-(c);

(10) "operator” means a person who is engaged in timber harvesting
or activities associated with timber harvesting or forest development,
or who contracts with others to conduct operations for that person,
except a person who is engaged in an operation as an employee with
wages or piecework as the sole compensation;

(11) "person” includes ajoint venture as well as the entities set out
in AS 01.10.060(7);

(12) "significant impairment of the productivity of the land and
water” means any activity which may foreseeably result in prolonged
or substantial damage to renewable resources or prolonged or substan-
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tial reduction of the continuing capability of the land or water to pro-
duce renewable resources at their natural or historic levels;

(13) "silviculture” means the art of producing and tending a forest,
the application of the knowledge ofsilvics in the treatment ofa forest,
and the theory and practice of controlling and managing forest estab-
lishment, composition, and growth;

(14) "state forest” means an area which is retained in state
ownership in order to

(A) provide a base for sustained yield management of renewable
resources; and

(B) permit a variety of beneficial uses;

(15) "sustained yield” means the achievement and maintenance in
perpetuity of a high level annual or regular periodic output of the
various renewable resources of forest land and water without signifi-
cantimpairment ofthe productivity ofthe land and water, but does not
require that timber be harvested in a non-declining yield basis over a
rotation period; and

(16) "timber owner” means a person who owns timber on forest land
or who has the rights to timber, but does not own the land itself. (8 |
ch 108 SLA 1978; am & 88 ch 59 SLA 1982)

Revisor’s notes. — In 1983 paragraphs amendment substituted “forestry” for
(12) — (16) were reorganized to place the "forest, land, and water management"” in
terms defined in alphabetical order. paragraph (5).

Effect of amendments. — The 1982

NOTES TO DECISIONS

The "sustained yield principle” as basis over a rotation period"; and it should
used in Alas. Const, art. VIII, § 4 accords be read as permitting timber cutting at a
with the definition set forth in AS level thatcannot be sustained overa forest
38.04.910(10), and the added language in rotation period only in unusual circum-
the definition of "sustained yield” in this  stances. Southeast Alaska Conservation
section that it "does not require that tim-  Council, Inc. v. State, Sup. Ct. Op. No.
ber be harvested in a nondeclining yield 2662 (File No. 5855), P.2d (1983).

Chapter 20. Parks and Recreational Facilities.
[Renumbered as AS 41.21.010 — 41.21.990.]

Chapter 21. Parks and Recreational Facilities.

Article

1. Administration (8§88 41.21.010 — 41.21.040)

2. State Parks (88 41.21.110 — 41.21.167)

3. Alaska Marine Parks (88 41.21.300 — 41.21.306)

4. State Recreation Areas (88 41.21.410 — 41.21.490)
5. Wildlife Preserves (8§ 41.21.610 — 41.21.630)

6 Roadside Rests, Beaches (8§ 41.21.800 — 41.21.805)
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1986
Talkeetna, AK 99776

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski C

Alaska State Legislature Q gg
Puuch Vv (MS 3100)

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Sturgulewski,

I am writing In regard to the consideration of SB 223 by your
Senate Resources Committee. This bill would establish the
Sufcitna State Forest and i1s being promoted by the Department of
of Natural Resources. For the reasons | will explain below,

I do not believe that this bill has any real support among

rural residents iIn the Susitna basin.

There i1s a real need for legislatively-designated public forest
lands 1n the Susitna basin. A secure public land reserve is
needed to guarantee continued public acoess to hunting, fishing,

and recreational activities as well as to provide building logs,
sawtimber, and firewood on a sustained-yield basis.

However many residents of the upper Susitna basin are not convinced
Ttfat the current administration bill will produce a Susitna Forest
that can serve the fbrest needs of communities wltnln oub regionT"

T Recently members of the Chase Community Council, along with residents
of Talkeetna, Bald Mountain, Sherman, and other remote communities
have formed a Coalition for Community Forests. We request that
the Resources Committee defer action ofl the Susitna Forest Bill
pending development of a forest proposal designed to serve a broader

range of forest users than are represented in the administration bill.

More public«involvement i1s needed in affected communltiesprior to
legislative action. So far the only local public hearings that
touched upon the Susitna Forest were those on the overall Susitna
Area Plan™xuhere was a broad base of public support for dedicated
state forests. However once DNR planners selected specific lands

most public comments were negative.

For example one Bartlett Hills farmers stated that sections of the
Kashwitna forest proposal are better suited for agriculture. At the
SAP hearing in Talkeetna this farmer attributed this forest selection
to vocal forest support among remote residents. He went on to point
out that DNR was placing an agricultural disposal(Chase 11l which 1is
being challenged in the Supreme Court) in the remote area where
residents were seeking public forest designations. This farmer
asserted that DNR had gotten its signals mixed up.

As a remote‘resident 1 couldn"t agree more. A state forest is being
located adjacent to farmers seeking a greater agricultural base,
while remote 2*esidents on small (less than re) tracts are facing
loss of access to the lands whose resources support our families.



As 15% of all state land disposals since statehood have occurred
within 15 miles of Talkeetna, our area is now the center of conflict
over adequate public forest allocation in the vicinity of stat«
settlement areas. However these conflicts ean only spread as

people pressures meet up with resource limiitions in other areas.

Unfortunately DNR has virtually written off the forestry needs
of remote settlers under SAP. This despite the DNR report "Carrying
Capacity of Remote Lands for Settlement” (Welbourn, 1982) which

stated that "(f)ive acre tracts... can not provide an adequate base
for subsistence (woodgathering) activities even under optimum
conditions.” Even the words'carrying capacity” were banished from

the final version of SAP.

Instead DNR discusses ''personal use of nearby resources'" where

""some blocks of land nearby may be retained in public ownership

to provide some firewood and/or houselogs™. Obviously this policy
does not provide a firm base for developing communities or families
attempting to build a sustainable life In rural Alaska,

Since DNR refuses to address these issues and the courts can only

rule on_ the technical legality of agency actions, we must turn to
the legislature for help.

f€ the present Susitna Forest Bill, which is designed_ to serve the
nterests of the DIv. of Forestry over local comminities, 1Is passed

DN1 will have no incentive to address community forest needs.
Therefore we urge you to defer action oft DNR*"s Susitna Forest Bill
until public hearings are held in Talkeetna and other affected
communities to formulate a more balanced sate forest proposal”.

Thank you.

Regards.

Paul Bratton
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T0 JUNEAU INFO * FROM JUDY/MATSU

T0: SENATOR M H HV 0 F, FAHRENKAMP, COGHILL, ELIASON, FISCHER,

HALFORD, ZHAROFF, KERTTULA, . AND DEVRIES AND REPRESENTATIVES
LARSON AND HURLEY

FR:  AIMEE WESEMAN AND'MIKE CHARTARND
P*0* BOX 1448
TALKEETNA Al 99676

RE: SB223 SUSITNA STATE FOREST

WE ARE OPPOSED TO THE SUSITNA STATE FOREST BILL AS IT IS NOW* T
IS IN THE WRONG PLACE FOR THE WRONG PURPOSE* WE FEEL THAT
COMMUNITY USE BASED FORESTS SHOULD BE A PRIORITY™* THERE IS A

NEED LIC HEARN S CONCERNING TYPES OF FORESTS NEEDED
pi r<\n~ Jr> CLUF p&cp L’ i
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FROM: ROSE PALMQUIST
POB 870294
WASILLA 99687

RE: SB 223 - SUSITNA STATE FOREST

| RECOMMEND A GREAT DEAL OF FURTHER STUDY* THF MAT-SU AG BOARD
IS DEVELOPING A POSITION THAT I SUPPORT. A FORESTRY MANAGEMENT
SHOULD . BE CONCERNED ONLY WITH LANDSTHAT CONTAIN COMMERCIAL
FORESTS AND NOT LANDS SUITABLE TO AGRICULTURE, RECREATION, ETC.
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FROM: ANNIE IN FAIRBANKS'

RE: MESSAGE FOR SENATOR STURGULEWSKI T/C AT 1:30 2/24/86

MESSAGE FROM STEVE LAROE IN FAIRBANKS*

| WOULD LIKE TO TESTIFY ON SB223, SUSITNA ST* FOREST BUT CANNOT
GET TO THE T/C UNTIL 3:00 P.M. « HOWEVER, IF YOU ARE HEARING
ANOTHER BILL AT THAT TIME I  WILL SEND WRITTEN TESTIMONY™* THANK

you. ;
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matanuska—-susitna borough

ASSEMBLE RESOLUTION SERIAL # 85-37?

A RESOLUTION OF THE ASSEMBLY OF THE MATAMJSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH SUPPORTING
THE ESTABLISHVENT OF A SUSITNA STATE FOREST.

WHEREAS, the Assembly recaimends establishment of the Susitna
State Forest; and

WHEREAS, the Susitna Area Plan has identified these lands for
retention in public ownership for multiple-use management of
forest lands; and

WHEREAS, " legislative designation will insure long term retention in
public ownership; and

WHEREAS, establishment of a dedicated land base is important for
the development of forest products industries; and

WHEREAS, establishment of the Susitna State Forest will assist the
Borough and State agencies in encouraging development of said industry
in the Borough.

NCW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Assembly of the
Matanuska-Susitna Borough does hereby support the establishment of a
Susitna State Forest.

ACCEPTED AND APPROVED by the Assembly of the Matanuska-Susitna
Borough this Jnrl day of f\pC j 1985

Borough Mayor

ATTEST: REQEIVED
Land Management
Office

Borough Clerk
a

REVIEWED AND APPROVED:



Susitna State Forest Senate Bill 223

In 1983 the legislature established a state forest system and
created the Hailnes State Forest. Senate Bill 223 establishes a
state forest of approximately 460,000 acres in the Susitna
Basin area. Approximately 150,000 acres in the proposed
Susitna State Forest contain stands of commercial timber, and
the annual allowable cut for commercial timber could be as high
as 1.5 million board feet for softwood such as spruce and 15
thousand cords for hardwoods such as birch and aspen.

The legislation requires the Department of Natural Resources to
prepare a management plan for the forest according to the
principles of multiple use and sustained yield. All potential
uses of forest resources will be permitted under the management
plan including; commercial timber harvest, harvest of forest
products for personal use, mining, mining claims, mineral lease
hold locations, mineral leasing, material extraction,
recreation, wildlife and fisheries habitat, greenbelts,
trapping and sport fishing, watershed management, research, and
other traditional uses.

The State of Alaska manages over 900 thousand acres in the
Susitna area with high or moderate potential for commercia®l
timber management. Through the area planning process, which
included substantial public involvement, acreage suitable for
the proposed forest was designated. Lands proposed for the
forest are generally high quality lands that are currently
accessible by road or are likely to have road access iIn the
near future. At present, most of the wood harvested from these
lands is used for fuel. Some of the harvest is manufactured by
the 30 or so local sawmills i1nto rough green lumber. A smaller
amount is manufactured into cabinets, siding and other
products.

Legislatively designating suitable state-owned commercial
forest land as a state forest will ensure a secure supply of
wood for the wood products industry and enable financial
investment in industry projects. Committing lands to long term
forest management i1n the Railbelt area i1s critical to the
achievement i1n Alaska of a long term self sufficiency with
respect to fuelwood, lumber and other forest products.






ONCEPT SUMMARY *

ie concept of developing a major visitor destination on the south side of the Alaska Range has been discussed
id studied for many years. Views of Mt. McKinley and Its companion peaks are spectacular In this area and

e highlighted by the greait glleciers which flov down the south sice of the rage. The dramatic sculptured

ndscape offers scenery and recreational opportunities that could attract worldwide tourism visitation and
:pand outdoor recreation opportunities for Alaskans as well.

askan artist Sydney Laurence painted his most famous scenes of Mt. McKinley from the south side. In the
)20a, the Alaska Railroad built a hotel and scheduled an overnight stop at Curry Station. A bridge and trail
dto a lookout on top of Curry Ridge. Over the past 20 years, potential South Denali development Sites have
en studied by state and federal agencies and have been the subject of environmental and economic Investiga-
>ns and public meetings. The resulting public interest Influenced creation of the 282,000-acre Denali State
Ik (expanded to 324,240 acres in 1976) by the 1970 Alaska Legislature.

& revieming these studies, the partacipants fooused treir analyses on altermatives wirthin the most pramising
re far site selectin. The Qurnry Ridge area offars an ecellat corbination of public baefits, ata com-

ratlvely low cost, with minimal environmental Impact. Within this focus area, an array of alternatives for
th location and type of development exist.

e outstanding features offered by the Curry Ridge area are:

sw — Curry Ridge Is the first place where a traveler heading north along the P”~ks Highway enters the en-
onment of the Alaska Range. Hillside benches have spectacular views of Mt. McKinley and the Alaska Range,
e ridge top offers the sense of space and isolation of a remote Alaska location. Some points afford a 360
gree panorama of the mountains of southcentral Alaska.

cMs — Rotetaal sites would be within a dort distance of the year—roud Parks Highway. A hiking trail
m the Alaska Railroad can be developed by recreating the historic footbridge and trail to Curry Lookout,
cated approximately 140 miles from Anchorage and 220 miles from Fairbanks. Curry Ridge is a convenient,
jirably spaced stopover along an established tour route.

tdoor Recreation — The varied ecosystems in the Curry Ridge vicinity (riverine, forest, sub-alplne and alpine)
er awide range of outdoor recreation possibilities. Fishing, boating and camping would be possible on nearby
jrs and lakes. The wooded hillsides and ridge top provide a variety of opportunities Including: hiking, cross-
jntry skiing, wildlife and wlldflower viewing.

Ique Designation Point — As a development within a park, South Denali must have distinctive qualities
ich protect and enhance the visitor experience bf.natural Alaska. It should be a place where people feel
se to nature and enjoy the natural world. With appropriate design and operational controls, the development
t provide a unique and memorable experience leaving the visitor with a sense of having experienced tne
icious vistas and remoteness of Alaska.



GOALS

<. To provide far pblic use and enjoyment of state and federal park lads In the South Derali region
To establish a visitor destination in a location with a prime view of Mt. McKinley
To enhance outdoor recreation opportunities In the surrounding region

' lic with Informati h I | ltural hi f the Alask
odprovkql% %lngPeilc am th% Otg?naatllio?eSPoonUt the geology and natural and cultural history of the Alaska

To integrate planning of the South Denali destination with updating of plans for Denali State Park, Denali
Natl%ngl arfg and nFgreserve, and the surrounél%g area peating otp

To develop facilities which are.compatible .in architecture, design and use with the natural beauty of the
setgm; ?dp crea{e a unique wsﬂortgpatttractlon J Y

2. To manage and protect area resources
To develop in a manner which complements and protects the site's natural character
To minimize impacts to wildlife populations
To provice addrtaael outdoor reareation gyortunities and management fadliies n Derali State Park
To complement and guide development within and adjacent to Derali State Park
To offer an alternative to visiting the park facilities on the north side of the Alaska Range
.. To develop and diversify the state's economy

To encourage the expansion of the Anchorage-Fairbanks tour business
To exterd tte legth of the tourisn season

To provide additional sources of state revenues and private sector jobs
To encourage government/private partnership in tourism development
To benefit the local economy and minimize impacts on local lifestyles



ACL(GROGND: LOCATIONS CONSIDERED IN PREVIOUS STUDIES
dlan Ridge 3lte (Cullra Pass)

“es5p, McCormick, andPamt A Program For Increasing the Contribution of Tourism to the Alaskan Economy.
epared for State of Alada. Department of Economic Develgoment. Trael Divisian and U.S. Department
Commerce. Economic Development Adninistration, December, 1968.

tls study discussed the need and defined the planning considerations for a hotel complex on the soutn side
the Alaska Range. The site selected was in the vicinity of Chulitna Pass looking across the Chulitna River

> the Eldridge Glecier o Mt. MKinley. 42 miles anay. A 300-room lodgpAotel was O be located at the
700-foot level one mile east of the Parks Highway (approximately Mile Post 164-165) and 5V miles from
e railroad. Although other sites also met location criteria, the team selected Chulitna Pass area. They recom-
ended control of the land by a government agency and development of a variety of facilities catering to
rlous types of visitors, saying, "If visitor travel Is to continue to Increase in proportion to Alaska's potential,
major hotel must be built In the vicinity of Mt. McKinley."

ter construction of a road, this site would have convenient access to the railroad and the highway. The loca-

>n Ba morth-facing slgoe which could be aold. Winds through the pass and severe weather could limit the

ason. Some think this viewshed Is not as dramatic i.s other locations.

suth Qurry RIdg* Site

. Department of the Interiar, Natiaal Park Service. Lodging for Mount McKinley National Park-Present
d Projected Requirements and Its Relationship to Park Visitation, Possible Park Enlargement, and Alaska

urism, April 4,1969.

is study selected south Curry Ridge because It "provides a superlative platform for viewing and interpreting
}climactic section of the Alaska Range". It outlined a major park-oriented tourism complex with a hotel/lodge
125 rooms in the first phase. This site is within the zone proposed for site selection In this brochure.

5. Department of tre_Interiar, Natiaal Park Service. Draft General Management Plan, Denali National Park
d Preserve, March 198b5.

is study recomm.ends a south Cyrry Ridge site and a location to be decided by ajoint state and federal group.

ers Lake Site

*
Jte of Aladka, Department of Higways, Environmental Impact/Section 4f Statement, September 1973.
ile of Alada, Division of Parks, Development Prospectus, Denali State Park, May 1974.

ite of Alada. Division of Parks, C?nall State Park, a Master Plan, 197/5.

e Environmental Impact Statement ar.d Development Prospectus were prepared to solicit proposals for develop-
=t of a service complex by a concessionaire In the Byers Lake area (Parks Highway, approximately Mile

& 147). This complex was o Incluce a lade, da ae, park heedquarters and visitar cater.

e Denali State Park Master Plan further discussed this site. The site has easy access, a nice view of Mt.
Kinley, and topography conducive to a recreational development. The area can support a variety of activities
luding camping, hikirg, boating, fish and sdirg. Qurentdy, this arean Includes a 66+unirt campground, 15
nlc sites, boat launch and a small boat-in campground. Potential negative aspects of developing this site
lude the anticipated change in future use patterns, proximity to the lake and associated utilities, and location
a sewage treatment plant. As a recreation area for boating and camping, Byers Lake provides a valuable
nponent in the overall recreational opportunities of the Curry Ridge area.

cosltna Site

te of Aladka, Divisian of Parks and U.S. Department of the Inferar. Natianal Park Service, Environmental
sstlgatlon and Site Analysis = Tokositna, Denali State Park, July 1980, ad 14olhersuﬂy gots.

»Takositna area hes a lag history of intaest. The concept of a f:cil' Inihaareawas proposed In 1951
Dr. Bradford Washbum, the scieast who fastmap Mt-McKlnI was supported In 1969
;re Mount McKinley Netionel Parklvalsterle n 1975 nte | State Mester Plan. In 1976

reli State Park was expanded 1o incluce tre Takos maarea. Ih 1978. money was goprgpriated by the State
Jiskiue o ealuate the fessthility of developing a visitar faality.

- Tokositna study site sapproxinetely 15 milles west of the Parks Hig nearL Foint. This site hes
‘arlathe viens Up the Tokosita Glacier of ME. McKinlley. 35 miles aﬁ 1 numerous otrer
reatiael qmrlmmes including flaat triys, hiking, fidirg, sdirg, W rléwe/vlrg and glecier eploration.



mend two possible routes of aocess. One would require building an entirelynew 14-mile road, the other upgrading
22 miles of the existing Petersvllle Road (Mile Post 114.8 Parks Highway) and constructing 12 additional miles
to the site. Currently, the road construction costs would be prohibitive.

"Three public meetings were held In January 1979. Miners expressed concern that upgrading the Petersvllle

Road would have adverse effects on their mining operations in Cache Creek. Other local residents felt a new
road would Impact their rural lifestyles. The variety of mixed land uses in the Peters Hills and Dutch Hills.
particularly mining activ ,ty, might conflict with a large Increase in visitor use. The Tokositna site Is ori a north-

Facing slope and would be cold, windy and sunless during parts of the year.
Alder Point Area

Naticral Park Service Ragers, Derali State Park Ragers, and loal residaits, Memorandum, Development
Alternatives, South Denali, Aol 17,1985.

This site was never seriously considered as a major development site but was discussed as a main vantage
point. It Is located in the mountains and has superlative views of Mt. M- Kinley. Though the costs of road or
tram access would be prohibitive. Alder Point may be a feasible destination for hiking.



coor<raUvel~ WItfl roles and re3p=n3ibi,it€3 33 follows:

8tit*"~ B«d(™yroS*dIVeiopment will be located within Derali State Park, the State Division of
Parta sfldOutdoor 1 1 1I™"WNWTthervt as project leed and make fwral decisians regarding use of state laos.

mtr Fadtrat Covemja>airr .The victor center would be a point of orientation for public use and enjoyment
of the nearby national peril lands as well as state park lands. The National Park Service will work with the
itate In the joint development and operation of South Denali.

Private Developers — Private sector participation is essential for the development of commercial components
)f the South Denali destination, primarily the lodge and related facilities and utilities.

rhe Public — South Denail represents a major use of public resources. The public will be asked to provide
nput and guidance by reviewing and commenting on the proposal. This brochure Is the first step in public
evlew. A second public review will occur next year when the draft environmental impact statement Is complete
mb' the proposed alternatives are defined.

rF"sumary, purposes of this brodhure are:
& Inform — To Introduce the concept of developing a major visitor destination in Denali State Park

0 generate Interest — To generate discussion and stimulate thinking and Ideas from both governmental par-
icipants, private corporations and the public; to facilitate this process public workshops will be scheduled

‘0 generate comment — To ask public assistance in Identifying significant issues which should be analyzed
nd noting alternatives which should be considered or eliminated

0 help dcefire the scope of future studies - Rubliccomment generated by thasbrochure willl assist ndesfining
Mtsoope of forth-caning studies, including anenvirommental impact statementt which walll be prepared subject
3 fedral goorgoriatias

'ROPOSED TIMETABLE

'‘ebruary to April 4,1986

« Public workshops and commenton concept brochure
.pril 4to June, 1980

= Cosideration ofpubliccomments

= Consideration of soope of future slicss *
= Decision by Legislature to include study funds In FY'87 budget
uly, 1986 toJanuary, 1967

= Siteaalysis

m Analysis of economic feasibility and operations

= Preparatlonof concession contract guidelines '

= Preparation of environmental studies
ebruary to Apri., 1987 *

« Public review of draft report on alternative proposals and draft environmental impacts
,ay toJune, 1987 *

= Analysis ofpubllc review on alternative; -
= Revisionand printaing of rqport -

= Preparation of draft concession aotract tems

My, 1987 /
« State/feckral decision on preferrad alterratine

= Competitive contracting process for concessions [

pril, 1988

= Target date for start of development phase
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LYZED

»
During th&MUriﬂ comment on the following topics will be gathered to determine th*'
Xrope and{

1 * A *
OUtdOO{ recreation lieS. — Development In the Curry Ridge area should serve as a center for a wide
range o outdo©# | activities.radiating.throughout.the area. Alaskan tourists and recreationiats are

Increasingly: looking fclT# diversity of outdoor activities. Shuttle bus service could connect the visitor with
opportunities for river trips, fliyhtseeing, hiking, fishing, wildlife and bird viewing. Cross-country skiing, dog
sledding and other snow-reiated activities will also be analyzed.

CROSS-COUNTRY SKIING

NN&J&%#B&ORY WILDLIFE OBSERVATION
TING, RAFTING
%‘QB@W ER WALKS, éﬁvﬁ%ﬁm &A]E&OS%FNA
DOG SLEDDING ICE SKATING
SPORT HUNTING SLEDDING
CAMPING/PICNICKING HIKING/CLIMBING
DOWNHILL SKIING FLIGHTSEEING

SMOWMQBILING

acllltles Included — The types of services to be provided by the development Include lodging, visitor Informa-
lon and Interpretation, access and maintenance. These services indicate that the Following developments should

e Included:;

Visitor center
Lodges) and restaurants) @one or more sites)

Campgrounds

Maintenance compound

arking lot(s)
Jframw%ly
Youth hostel
Trails /

Utilities

miteselection criteria:

soils weather conditions
drainage vegetation

view ofAlaska Range cost

wildlife habitat access

impocts to wildlife, plants, view diversity of recreation



ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS

&flt McKmleg/ North America’s tallest mountain, conmstgqt rap at the of Alaska's attractionsforvisitors.
everal recent factors contribute to the economic viabi ty the Sout enall project:

1. gAr\Aaslhan tourism has Increased more than 25% in the past four years, with estimates of a7% to 10% annual
wt

2. Qruise ships are now calling on southcentral ports of Anchorage, Whittk tand Seward. This not only brings
more visitors directly into the Anchorage-Falrbanks tour route, but also reduces-by ot lease one day the
time necessary to get Into that route. Formerly, passengers disembarked at Haines or Skagway and traveled
by bus to Anchorage.

3.- The road into Denali National Park, a hundred miles north of the south Denali site, has reached Its visitation
‘capacity; additional traffic would diminish wildlife viewing opportunities. Necessary limitations will Inhibit
further hotel development In that region and encourage development elsewhere In locations with a good
view of the mountain and access to park lands.

However, the main economic strength of the South Denaii development stems from Its attractiveness on Its
own merits, It Wil be;

< A unique "in park" facility, especially designed and developed to harmonize with its natural setting
J A central point In a range of surrounding outdoor recreational opportunities

=« Asite which can be accessible during the earlv spring and late fallseasons as well as the summer

= A center of information and interpretation of Mt. McKinley and the Alaska Range

= A destination with a magnificent view of Mt. McKinley

SOCIO/CCLTCIRALCONSIDERATIONS

Sogo/economlc Impacts of Pe dev?Pep TntW|(! also be studied. This assessment will Include Impacts on local
and regional economy, population, lifestyles and cultural resources. , (



ENRONMENT

The area proposed for further study includes several different ecosystems within the 1 ,000-foot rise covered in
the distance of two or three miles between the highway and the ridge top. The terrain ranges from relatively level
ground along the river and highway, to gradual slopes with occasional bench lands, to the steep hillside leading
to the alpine ridge top. Treeline occurs at about 1,650 feet of elevation where the ridge levels to become an un-
dulating hilltop plateau. Summit points in the central area of the ridge are between 2,500 and 2,900 feet of
elevation.

Ecosystems roughly align with elevation: >

Weather is moderated by the relatively warm coastal waters 100 miles to the south, and protected by the Alaska
Range against the extreme cold of the Interior to the north. Snow accumulations, beginning In October, build
to five or six feet by March. Snow usually melts during April and May, although snow patches above 2,500
feet often persist Into July. Summer temperatures average from 44 to 68 degrees with occasional highs above
80, and more than 20 hours of mid-summer daylight. In winter, average temperatures range from zero to 40
above, though extremely cold days can reach minus 40 and lower.

Through this brochure and the public workshops, agencies are seeking public comment on the Issues to be
considered In the preparation of an environmental Impact statement. Initially, the following categories of con-
sideration have been ldentified:

*

Wildlife protection, prevention of bear/human conflict

Water quality

Viewshed

Automobile and aircraft noise

Climate, including cloud cover, wind, temperature, precipitation, avalanche potential, whlteout conditions
Solis, particularly problems associated with glacial till

Vegetation, particularly fragility of alpine vegetation

Development of roadside innoldings

Local economy and lifestyles



Slt selection — The S|te ?]E|ECIIOH zone e tends from tne Chuh[{na Rlver to the ndge holﬂ near tges uthern
end of Curry Ridge. Here there Is a magnl icent view of the Alaska Range across th itha an 0sitna

Rivenallesand the Ruth Qlecier. Inaddntaan, the hillsackand ride are conparatively near to the Parks Highnay,
" thuisminimizing tre distanoe and aost of aoess.

Terram Wlthm thls zone of ers a ch0|ce of sites near the hlqhwa on forested bench Iands partlally up the,
 hillside, In sub a(n %one and og the rid ge t(?# The above Tlisted facilities each have d| erent ocat ional re*
2ureinents and. could be arrange eve \3 ferent conf] uratlorhsdbtw ent en e top.
learly, t e maintenance compound s H e,In.a convenient but ocatlor *vt e h| hwasy dt e
ge-and visitor center require sites wit ?ood views: but the com |nat|on orse san of various facilities,
Lebehmce ofahillside suP Ialpme or alpinglocation and the accommodatlon? Parkh Squire careful analysis.
ublic comment on the following and other considerations would be helpfu

L a0t GRS A ma oSt mAa'Bhr‘ﬁ% el 07 e Al Hage s Sssantl bul shout dhe

« o center be located in the al |n one in a u alpine zone or on a pench in the forested hillside? Shoul
Ftstand alone within ‘an eaE,y ike of the gepor e incorporate WI%h the lodge In"a smgﬁe structurq

2. The IOdge also WI|| re ulre a premiere VIEW of the rang{e There will be two enei | txgesg Lent le; tou
fraveler r}]y over 9 ht vlsitors n vacationers a}nneq seyeral days. % e3| nF
fo cater t types oY visitors or anne as two seP at aCI|ItIﬁ) 0 eW|th a elsurey mospherg for
Iong -term V|3|tors and the ot erW|th e familiar conveniences desire yovernlg hters? Sho Id thes aC| Itles

hthe alpine, s ine or forested zones? Towhat extent should the lodge Include relagted amenities
suc ops ah)letlc (Lamt)tp gonventlon ?acﬁltles etc.? Shou?d Lh }odge %e demgneﬁor expansion
r s ouI fixed capacity be sét’
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"enjoyment of the parks, while protecting the resources that assure
tinuing high quality of visitors®™ experiences. With the national park road
already filling to capacity, the new facility could be a boon to visitors,
the resources, and the state® economy.”

Informal workshops on the concept will be held in March for the public

to review studies, maps, photographs, and other materials. Representatives

from the State Parks, the National Park Service, and the Denali State Park

Citizens Advisory Board will be present to answer quastions and discuss

concerns. A questionnaire will be given to those who want to comment on
the plan. An environmental impact statement is being prepared for the
proposal, and interested people uzxy suggest environmental issues that should

be considered.

The schedule for the workshops is as follows:
PALMER: Thursday, March 6, 4:00-8:00 p.m.
Mat>5u Borough Bldg,, 632 Denali St,

TAKEEINA  Monday, March 10, 4:00-8:00 p.m.

Susitna Valley High School

Mile 98, Parks Highway

HEALY: Tuesday, March 11, 4:00-8:00 p.m.
Tri-Valley Community Center

FAIRBANKS: Wednesday, March 12, 4:00-8:00 p.m.
Public Lands Information Center

250 Cushman (3rd and Cushman)

ANCHORAGE: Thursday, March 13, 4:00-8:00 p.m.
Pioneer School House

3rd and Eagle Streets

Please stop by any time between 4:00 and 8:00.p.m ..



For copis9 of the brochure or for furcher information, contact one

of the following.* K

(In Anchorage)
Fred Vreeraan Janet McCabe

N ational Park Service
Street, Rm 107

Alaska Department of Natural Resources

Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation 2525 Gambell
Anchorage, AK 99503-2892

Phones (907) 271-2697

3601 C Street, Rra 1208
P.O. Box 7-001

Anchorage, AK 99510
Phonej (907) 762-4517

Fairbanks residents may contact the Division of Parks and Outdoor

Recreation office at 479-4114, In W asiila, call the Division of Parks and

Oucdoor Recreation W asiila office ac 745-3975.
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PUBLIC OPINION HESSAGE

SENATOR ARLXS5 STURGULEWSKI

TO:

FROM

996H-5

SB 223

BILL NO:

ESTABLISHING THE SUSITNA STATE FOREST

SUBJECT:

MESSAGE:

MATSU LIO

39 SENT BY:

fS:

0f/21/86 TIME: If:

DATE:

COPIES TO:



PUBLIC OPINION HESSAGE

SENATOR ARLISS STURGULEWSKI

TO:

UIST.MATSU BOROUGH ASSEMBLY

FROM:

99687

SB 223

BILL NO:

ESTABLISHING THE SUSITNA STATE FOREST

SUBJECT:

MESSAGE:

04-/23/86 TIME: 11:39:58 SENT BY: MATSU LIO

DATE:

COPIES TO:



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

SENATOR ARLISS STURGULEWSKI

TO:

99587

FROM:

223
ESTABLISHING THE SUSITNA STATE FOREST

BILL NO:

SUBJECT:

MESSAGE:

IN PRIVATE OWNERSHIP

OH-/22/86 TIME: 13.26:27 SENT BY: MATSU LIO

DATE:

COPIES TO:
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M EMORANDUM April 22, 1986

SUBJECT: Susitna State Forest
[CSSB 223 (Resources)]

TO: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Chair, Senate Resources Committee

FROM: Richard A. Bradley/)
Legislative CounsaB?)

| have prepared the Committee Substitute for SB 223 as
requested.

Please note that the land descriptions have been reordered
in a more logical sequence.

| note that SB 223 as introduced had some apparent confusion
in its description of land. The bill provides descriptions
of Township *4 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian, in two
different places: see SB 223 at page 8, lines 12 - 14 and
page 13, lines 14 - 19. Since the descriptions are not in

conflict, | have combined them.

| also note some inconsistent or illogical descriptions of
land in the original bill (SB 223) that you may wish to
review:

In Township 19 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian, Section
34, the description given is "WI/2, WI1/2EL/2, SEl/4,
SE1/4|NE1/4". The second and third aspects of the description
overlap.

In Township 21 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian, Section
26, the description given is "El/2, SW1/4, EL/2NW /4,
SW1/4SW1/4™. The second aspect swallows the fourth aspect.

In Township 24 North, Range 1 West, Seward Meridian, Section
31, the description given is "NW1/4, SW1/4, SI1/2NEL/4.
EL/2SW1/4". The second aspect swallows the fourth aspect.



Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Page 2
April 22, 1986

In the land description received subsequently from the
department, there are some more problems. With reference to
Township 21 North, Range 5 West, Seward Meridian, the
descriptions offered were "Sections. 24 - 26, Section 26:
WI1/2, NE1/4". 1 have assumed that what was intended was
Sections 24 - 25 and Section 26 as qualified.

And | note that the original bill contained references to
the "Yeotna River." We find no such river in the dictionary
of Alaska place names and do find a "Yentna River" that is
in the area. | have deleted the "Yeotna" references and
substituted "Yentna" for them.

I also note that the later suggestions from the department
contained suggestions for additions. The format suggested
was that of "additions’l and the format required a reconsid-
eration of the descriptions for the bill. An example of
what was done may be seen by reviewing the descriptions for
Township 20 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian. A portion
of its description had read:

Sections 2-11
Section 12: WI/2, SEIl/4
Section 13 - 20
The department suggested adding "Section 12: NE1/4".

The result is that all of Section 12 is included (WI/2,
SEI/4,NEI/4) and that means that the description would read:

Sections 2-20

The descriptions regarding Sections 25 -36 in Township 20
North, Range 7 West are handled the same way.

While | believe that | understand what was intended, you
should review all the descriptions carefully.

If I may be of further assistance, please advise.

RA.3:mkr
m5/007

Enclosure



10 April 1986

Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairperson
Senate Resources Committee

Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V (MS 3100)

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Sturgulewski,

I have been reading, with no little trepidation, of the proposals
for the establishment of state forests in the Susitna basin and
Yakataga.

Firstly, the forests of the Gulf area contain little economically
recoverable timber. The long and dismal history of the forest
products industry in the Gulf area is well know/*#While the State
Division of Forestry and its legitimizers have no doubt painted a
rosy picture of the possibilities of the Gulf area, believe me,
only the State Division of Forestry stands to benefit. There 1is an
excellent opportunity for the state to send more good money after
bad by establishing a Gulf forest.

Secondly, the nature of the timber cover in the Susitna Basin 1is
sub-marginal on the whole and the establishment of a State forest
here would be the greatest of folly. Here too, the prospect for
economic income and jobs has been waved before us. The prospect of
"the Japanese coming"” at some future time excites the cupidity of
most people beyond all precedent. Here too, the magic figure of 60
jobs and plus $1,000,000 as income is cited. Believe me, the jobs
would no doubt be in the Division of Forestry and the proposed

income a myth.

The State Division of Forestry and the Institute of Northern
Forestry, UAF are growth 1institutions and represent great public
investment and no return. These people are not unlike the people
that gave Alaska the Delta barley and McKenzie Point milk

projects.

The spatial areas owned by the state can best be used for
recreation, timber sales, and other pursuits, 1in an unclassified
condition. It would seem that elected representatives of the
people of this state would make an effort to distinguish between
the necessary vs desirable and be exceedingly cautious of the
various ie"in the sky ™ proposals coming from every direction.

James W. Scott )
P. 0. Box 56
Eagle City, AK 99738



J ! Co0OO0OPERATIVE EXTENSTION SERVICE
UNITVERSITY OF ALASKA, USDA & SEA GRANT COOPERATING

University of Alaska, Fairbanks, Alaska 99775-5200

April 1, 1986

Representative Bette Cato j »
Alaska State Legislature /
P.O. Box V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Representative Cato:

John Sturgeon, the Director of the Division of Forestry,
wrote me on March 11, 1986, and requested that I send you a
"brief" letter on my thoughts regarding State Forests. |
hope that a "brief" letter will suffice.

Those who support astate forest system generally do so to
assure a long-termsupply of raw material for the wood
products industry and to provide continued public access to
all of the resources found on public forested lands.

The wood products 1industry in interior Alaska has been
unwilling to make additional investments, either in new
plants or in expanding existing facilities, because there
has been no guarantee of a continued long-term supply of
timber. Even though there are commercial forest lands owned
by the state that could provide a substantial 1increase 1in
the long-term supply of timber for local forest industries,
these lands are not in a classification that would prevent
them from being reclassified for other wuses by the
Department of Natural Resources. The industry wants a
secure forest land base, one that is protected by
legislation, i.e. state forest designation.

There have been suggestions that the state dispose of its
forest lands and have the private sector provide the needed

timber resources. Those who suggest this envision many
small and medium sized woodlot owners happily supplying the
industry. Any forest economist would tell you that such
operations are not economically efficient and could never
pay for their management <costs, not to mention the
difficulties the 1industry would have 1in obtaining a supply
from many small independent Jland ownerships. Even if it

were acceptable to Alaskans to have the state sell very
large acreages to the private sector, what 1is to prevent a
large private corporation from selling 1its products to the



Representative Bette Cato
Page Two
April 1, 1986

highest bidder, even 1if that bidder is overseas? Witness
what several Native corporations in southeast Alaska are

doing. They are liquidating their old growth timber for
foreign buyers. Not only is raw material not being
processed 1in Alaska, but the timber 1is not being harvested
at sustained-yield rates. In the not-too-distant future
there will be no forest to harvest. What may make good

economic sense to these corporations would not make economic
sense to an industry depending on a Jlong-term sustained
supply. Luckily for southeast Alaska, the U.S. Forest
Service 1is managing their lands on a sustained-yield basis.
What would happen to the industry 1if there were no agency
practicing sustained-yield forestry in interior Alaska?

Forests are reservoirs containing many other resources that
the public should have continued access to. Single-use land
classifications deprive the public of the array of resources
that would be possible under the multiple-use management of

state Tforests. Forested lands put into the private hands
would most likely put an end to public access to the land
for any purpose. State forests would be managed for a
variety of purposes, utilizing without impairment, the

capabilities of the land to meet different demands
simultaneously.

For your information, I have enclosed the Society of
American Foresters”™ position on the multiple use of forest
lands, a "Rationale for a State Forest System"” prepared by
the Alaska Department of Natural Resources and two
transcripts of SAF testimony prepared supporting the
proposed Susitna State Forest.

Sincerely>

TG/saj
Enclosures.

cc: Irv Skelton
James Matthews
John Sturgeon
Jan Faiks
Denny Rauw



SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS

Representing the Forestry Profession in America

MULTIPLE USE OF FOREST LANDS
A POSITION OF THE SOCIETY U AMERICAN FORESTERS*

Forests occupy some 3/4 billion acres, or one-third of the land area of
the United States. Demands on forest lands for goods and services are increas—
ing rapidly and are expected to increase still faster in the future. Conflicts
in use have become accentuated in recent years by requests to administrative,
legislative, and judicial bodies to influence and regulate public and private
forest management. Such conflicts are especially sharp where interest groups
believe that the use demands of other interest groups compete with their own.

Diversity of Use Demands on Forest Lands.

Forests receive, store, and make available most of the nation"s useable
water. They satisfy the nation®s requirements for wood, a major, renewable,
and highly versatile raw material. Forest vegetation stabilizes soil, has a
moderating effect on local climate, reduces sound and air pollutants, and helps
maintain atmospheric oxygen-carbon dioxide balances. Recreation, encompassing
a wide variety of individual and group activities, has become a major use of
forest lands. Forests, and the streams and lakes they help to sustain, provide
the habitat for wildlife and fish, which are also major, renewable resources.
Forest lands provide forage to help feed browsing wildlife and domestic livestock.
Some forest lands are an important source of minerals and others provide space
for utility lines, transportation corridors, reservoirs, and other land-consuming

uses.

What Multiple Use Is.

Increasing demands upon limited forest lands can be met with coordination
of uses on specific areas. Foresters have developed and applied the concept of
multiple use whereby land is managed for a variety of purposes which utilizes,
without impairment, the capabilities of the land to meet different demands simul—
taneously. Properly implemented, multiple use sustains production and avoids
environmental deterioration. The multiple-use strategy takes effective advantage
of capabilities of diverse portions of a forest to meet both current and pro—

jected demands.

Mt .y benefits accrue on a forest regardless of the management strategy
employed. For example, a forest managed exclusively for recreation can provide
water, climatic, and wildlife benefits. Similarly, one managed exclusively for
timber can provide water, climatic, wildlife, and recreation benefits. It is
extremely difficult to visualize any exclusive forest use which does not also
provide other benefits. The supply of forest lands is inadequate to meet all
demands, but the multiple-use strategy normally provides the largest sum of social,
economic, and spiritual benefits.

“Approved by the Council of the Society of American Foresters, November 20, 1980.
A position of the Society of American Foresters expires three years after the
date of its adoption unless, after thorough rt/iew, its continuance is approved.



Accomplishing the Objectives of Forest Land Ownership.

In application of the multiple-use concept, primary and secondary uses
emerge on specific portions of forest areas. The expertise of forestry profes—
sionals is required to determine, within the objectives of ownership which is the
primary use; how it can best be implemented; and, where desirable, how it can be
modified to accommodate secondary and incidental uses. To best accomplish the
objectives of the landowner, multiple-use forest lands- whether managed for
exclusive, primary and secondary uses, or left in a general-use category- should
be managed for the greatest sum of net benefits over time.
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RATIONALE FOR A STATE FOREST SYSTEM

Historically, the forests of Alaska have provided its inhabitants with
building m aterials, fuel, recreational opportunities, diversity of wildlife
and untold other benefits. Recent rapid shifts in ownership patterns and
single-use allocations of that land have severely haroered public
availability of these resources and stifled the development of a viable

forest products industry, especially in the interior of Alaska.

The full impact of these encroachments on the public use of the land, if
allowed to continue, w ill not be fully realized for years and possibly
decades. Continued pressures to further reduce the publicly owned forest

land available for multiple-use management is eroding this base.

It is in the best interest of the State to legislatively designate large
tracts of primarily forested lands for long-term public retention and
management for a m ultiplicity of resources, as envisioned by the framers of
the Constitution of the State f Alaska.

Sinple classification of the land as "forested" does not assure that this
diversity of benefits, so needed by Alaska, w ill remain available for

future generations.-

Forest land in private ownership might well produce the forest products
necessary for the development of the State, but not allow the use of the

land for its other resource values by the general public.

A state forest system is a use-oriented concept. It would not only provide
the incentive to develop a stable forest products industry capable of
reducing the amount of lumber being imported to meet our needs (some 75% of
the sawn lumber used in the Interior), but also provide access for hunting,
fishing, camping, berry picking, etc. State forests are not a lockup, but
a dependable year-after-year source of all the renewable resources of the

State, for all the residents of the State.
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Testimony Presented to the Senate Resources Committee Concerning
the Proposed Susitna State Forest

February 24, 1986
M/ name 1s Allen Richmond, speaking on behalf of the Alaska State
Society of American Foresters, representing aproximately 280
foresters throughout our state. Our Society strongly endorses

adding the proposed Susitna State Forest to the State Forest

System.

In 1983 the Alaska Legislature established a State Forest System.
State Forests are managed according to the principles of multiple
use whereby land 1s managed for a variety of purposes which
utilizes, without impairment, the capabilities of the land to
meet different demands simultaneously. Properly Implemented,

multiple use sustains production and avoids envronn.neni al

deterlorati on.

The proposed Susitna State Forest contains approximately 530,000
acres. Commercial forests cover 150,000 acres which could yield
an annual allowable <cut of 1 to 1.5 million board feet of
softwood and 10 to 15 thousand cords of hardwoods for comercial
and personal use. Much of the proposed state forest is also
valuable for recreation and tourism, and wildlife and fisheri 3
habitat. These and other wuses will be permitted under a

management plan to be prepared by the Alaska Division of



Forestry. Some of the other uses include mineral exploration ard
t
development, grazing, trapping, greenbelts, subsistence uses,

watershed management and research.

The changing and uncertain land status in Alaska has been one of
the factors that has discouraged the development of a wood
products industry by keeping the supply of raw materials
uncertain. If a wood products industry can take full advantage
of the estimated allowable <cut in the proposed forest, ar
estimated 60 direct and indirect jobs could result, providing

$240,000 in annual revenue and an annual payroll of $2.1 million.

Committing lands to long-term forest management in the Railbelt
IS critical if Alaska is to achieve any level of self
sufficiency, particularly, with respect to lumber. The Railbelt
could also eventually supply Alaskan, "Lower Forty Eight", and
foreign manufacturers with substantial quantities of fine birch
hardwood material for furniture manufacture, panelling and
flooring. Limited amounts of these products are being produced

today in the Matanuska and Susitna Valleys.

| would like tobriefly discuss, our Society's view of how
multiple use management is implemented. In application, the
multiple use concept involves managing a specific forest area for
various benefits and may result in 1) exclusive use on some
portions, 2) the emergence of primary and secondary uses on other
portions, and 3) a general-use category where no one use

justifies specific designation. An "exclusive wuse" is one for



which an area 1s reserved and managed for one purpose, with other
managed uses excluded. A "primary use" 1s one for which an area
1s predominantly managed but which permits secondary managed

uses. A "secondary use" Is a managed use other than that for

""ceherol-U-se.""

which the land area 1s predonmlnantly managed. In the <t?nral-uoe
category, forest lands are deliberately managed for specified

objectives, but no asslngment of priorities 1s made.

The Alaska State Society of American Foresters recommends that
the 150,000 acres of commercial forest land wllhln the 530,000
acres be designated as "primary use" because of the Importance of
the commercial forest land base to the development of a viable

forest Industry 1n the Railbelt area.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. If there 1s anyway we
can be of assistance to the Senate Resource Commltte 1n the
clarification of issues and policy regarding the management of

forest land please do not hesitate to call wupon us.

For further information contact:

Tony Gasbarro

Chalrman

Alaska State Society of American Foresters
2687 Horsetail Trail

Fairbanks, Alaska 99709



ALASKA SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTER’S POSITION ON THE SUSITNA STATE FOREST *

Presented by: V. J. LrBau
Research Forester
For: The Alaska Society of
American Foresters

The Alaska Society of American Foresters strongly endorses the concept of the
Susitna State Forest. This is consistent with the Alaska State Forest
Practices Act which mandates managing Alaska®"s forest lands according to the
principles of multiple use. It is also consistent with the State"s Land
Management plan for multiple use of the Mat-Su valley"s natural resources.
That plan calls for allocating uses to agriculture, forestry, parks and
refuges, mineral development, wildlife habitat, recreation, settlement, and
water resources. The plan, which has undergone 3 years of public review,
public input, and finally completion by the State Planners andapproval by the
Mat-Su Borough in 1985, deals with a 9.65 million acre area.

The development of a State Forest on 500,000 acres utilizes a mere 5% of the
total 9.65 million acres. Five percent is a very small portion to be
dedicating to something as important to all of us as forestry- the source of
most of our homes, buildings, and our paper products.

From vegetation inventory studies of the Mat-Su area, over 4millionacres 1is
in forest land, and about 2 million acres is classes as commercial timberland
(Hutchison®s ALASKA FOREST RESOURCES, 1967). It has been estimated that there
is about 158,000 acres of commercial grade timber in the 500,000 acre area
designated for a State Forest. 138,000 acres is only about 7% of all
commercial timberland in the valley. This is the only area of the 2 million
acres of commercial timberland in the valley that is designated for public
multiple use forest management. Good multiple use forest management requires
relatively large parcels of contiguous land for the most effective sustained
yield timber managment.This is best provided for in public ownership.

There has been concern raised that this State Forest area will be removed from
agriculture considerations. That is true. However based on information
provided by the State Planners office, of the 13 areas designated in the
Borough plan as "prime" agriculture areas, only a small corner of one of the
13 is located within that portion of the proposed State Forest near Peters
Creek. That area was originally designated as class 2-3, and was later
reclassed to4-5, which 1is unsuitable for agriculture.

The point isoften made that State Forests are land "lockups."” Multiple use
management of public lands is a "lock-up"™ only for private ownership and
settlement. The Society of American Foresters supports private ownership. It
is an important basis of our society. However, private ownership is in itself
the ultimate lockup to public and multiple use. When land goes into private
ownership, the "no trespassing"™ signs usually go up, and the possibilities for
public access for hunting, fishing, mineral exploration, Tfirewood and timber
extraction are excluded. We currently have a good deal of public land in
Alaska, but so did Colorado and Wyoming at one time. When one wants to get to
some of the best deer, elk and antelope hunting in Wyoming, there are the "no
trespass”’signs to deal with. One will not see "no trespass"™ signs preventing
hunting, fishing, mineral exploration, hiking, firewood harvest, and other
recreation activities on a State Forest. Public access is mandated by law!!!

We owe our children those land access freedoms, as well as the promise of good
public forest management programs on at least some, if only 5%t of the Mat-Su
valley forest lands. The Society of American Foresters strongly endorses the
establishment of the Sustina State Forest through the passage of State Senate
Bill # 223.

* Presented by Jim LaBau on March 18, 1986 to the Mat-Su Borough Assembly, Palmer,



PUBLIC FORUM: "DO ALASKANS WANT STATE FORESTS?™

The Case of the Proposed Susitna State

AN EVENING OF DEBATE

APRIL 17th, 7:00 pm

Mat-Su Borough Office Building, Assembly Rm., Palmer
e Isa state forest another land lock-up?
e Isthe proposed Susitna State Forest a threat to agriculture?

eWhat ismeant by multiple use? What restrictions to land use are there
on a state forest?

eWill Alaskans benefitfrom a state forestsystem?

Guest Speakers (Partial List)

Ron Vroman, former Mat-Su Borough Chairman; Dick Tindall, Resource
Development Council; Greg Bell, Mat-Su Logger®s Association; John
Sturgeon, Director of State Division of Forestry; Zane Cornett, Society of
American Foresters; State Division of Agriculture representative and others.

SCIFTY \

For more information call: Sponsored By

Fred Patten at271-2557

Deni Rauw at762-4220
Cook InletChapter
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (VM5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna‘Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section |:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of Its land and development of Its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in priva
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in r ~
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original Intent was when these

areas weru established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base i
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 95811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 1'3»972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:1111 is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in priva
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in

limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base. -

land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (Ms 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres Included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13»972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna'Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section |:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses-in priva
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in

limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely.



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski

Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V. <M 3100) rf
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
And thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carr/ the tax support burden on 13»972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna'Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section I|:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in priva
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...in recent years special interest groups have been successful in

limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.

An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. ..In recent years special interest groups have been successful in -
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.

An example Is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently class'fylng potential tax base

land Into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V. (Ms 3100)
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 3,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section |:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privat
ownership. True, the State plans Multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. ..In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base

land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska i-tate Legislature

Pouch V. (VM5 3100)
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:1111 is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...ln recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.

An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base

land into a restricted use Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V. (M5 3100)
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section I:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful In
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into ; * . -eat t™js bill.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (V5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economicfuture of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possibleprivate ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VI11, states in Section 1:1111 is the policy of the tate to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privat<
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful In
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original Intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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TELECOPIER MESSAGE

SEE BELOW
CRAIG COURTRIGHT - SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS
SENT BY STTKAJj*ALASKA LEGISLATIVE INFORMATION OFFICE,

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS ONE; 2

PLEASE NOTE THAT WE HAVE A XEROX 455 MANUAL TELECOPIERj THIS
MACHINE CANNOT RECEIVE/SEND PAGES LARGER THAN X 11",
OUR TELECOPIER DIRECT LINE IS (907)747-5807,

PLEASE TELEPHONE IMMEDIATELY 1IF ANY PAGES
ARE RECEIVED IMPROPERLY: (907)747-6277,

BILLED TO
PLEASE DISTRIBUTE TO*

SENATE RESOURCES COMMITTEE MEMBERS:
SENATORS STURGULEWSKI, FAHRENKAMP, COGHILL, ELITASON, V. FISCHER

HALFORD AND ZHAROFF

TKANK YOU



COOK INLIT CHAPTER
4UNEAU CHAPTER KEEP

KETCHIKAN CHAPTER ALASKA
YUKON RIVER CHAPTER GREEN
IITKA CHAPTER ALASKA SECTION

ETIKINI RIVER CHAPTER

SITKA CHAPTER
102 Austin St.
Sitka. Alaska 90835

Senators on the Senate Resources Committee

State Senate
120 - 4th St. Capitol Bldg
Juneau, Alaska 99801 Haroh 2, 1986

The Sitka Chapter of the Society of American Foresters supports
passage of Senate Bill #223. This Bill proposes establishment of
a new State Forest at Susitna.

The long-term multiple use benefits, this new forest will provide
ail Alaskans, make passage of Senate Bill #223 esaential, aadka
wise investment in the future of the State,

Sinoeroly,

Craig Courtright
Chapter Chairman

copy tos Senators on Senate Finance Committee
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Katanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:1111 is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available
for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privati
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. ..In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (Ms 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill §223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economicfuture of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possibleprivate ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:1111 is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistent with the public interest"”.

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privati
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. .-in recent years special interest groups have been successful 1in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section I:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privat
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful 1in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original Intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIM, states in Section I:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest"”.

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres Included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13»972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistent with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original Intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (V5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 748,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section [:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. .-In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

S inci-

Sutton, AK 99674



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (Ms 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section |:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resourcesbymaking themavailable

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privati
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. ..In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

TheState should be extremely careful of permanently classifyingpotential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,

rZVERLY JO FROST
P.0. Box 60
Sutton, AK 99674
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SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
SELECT COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATIVE ETHICS

WESTERN STATES LEGISLATIVE
FORESTRY TASK FORCE

. A POUCHY Senate EXECUT IVE COMMITTEE
JUNEAU. ALASKA g0t WESTERN LEGISLATIVE CONFERENCE
COUNCIL OF STATE GOVERNNENTS

While in Juneau

ATHRNATE MEVER
March 20, 1986 NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF STATE L EGISLATURES
STATE AND FEDERAL ASSENBLY

GOWITTEEQN
FEORAL TAXATION TRACE ANDECONOMC CEVH CAVENT

Mr. Daryl Enger

735 Miller Ridge

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

Dear Daryl:

Thank you for your recent POM pertaining to state forests.

If I"m not mistaken the legislation pertaining to the Susitna
Forest proposal will soon be under consideration in Senator
Sturgulewski®s Natural Resources Committee.

Since you say the legislation may need refining, 1"d suggest
you write directly to Senator Sturgulewski (P.0. P~>xV,
Juneau, 99811) and explain to her in detail how you feel

the bill could be improved.

Are you still trumping your partner®s aces?

Best regards,

Robert H. Ziegler, Sr.

cc:Xsenator Sturgulewski



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Jureau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section I|:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistent with the public interest"”.

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,

6 /3 srz>
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V. (M5 3100)
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is.it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 3:"!t is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes...In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill 8223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economicfuture of the State is.it wise to permanently lock
this land away from possibleprivate ownership? The constitution of the State of

Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section [|:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. ..In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski A .
Alaska State Legislature f /S

Pouch V. (M5 3100)
Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill §223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section 1:111 is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses-in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the wuncertain economicfuture of the State is.it wise to permanently lock
this land away from possibleprivate ownership? The constitution of the Stateof

Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section I:"It Is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in privati

ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. ..In recent years special interest groups have been successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original Intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential taxbase
land intc a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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FROM: TED'DELAND 745—-4FV*
FOB 179
PALMER 99645

IRE: SB 223 - SUSITNA FOREST

I WOULD LIKE THIS BILL DEFEATED. WE NEED MORE PROPERTY IN PRIVATE
HANDS AND ON THE TAX ROLLS.

XXXXXXXXXKXXXXKXXXXXXXX ., XXAEFEXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXKXXXXXXXXX XXX XXX XXX

TO: ALL LEGISLATORS

FROM: HENRY ADESZKO 745-4768
ST RT B BOX 7564
PALMER 99645

RE: SB 223 - SUSITNA FOREST

PLEASE DEFEAT THIS BILL. THERE'S ENOUGH GOVERNMENT CONTROLS ON
ALASKA'S LANDS ALREADY. PUT THE HALF MILLION ACRES IN PRIVATE HANDS &
ON THE TAX ROLLS.

XX XXX XXXt XXX it XXXt XX XXXXXXXXXXXXXItXXXit XIt XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXitXXXXX

TO: ALL LEGISLATORS

FROM: MARK BERTELS NO PH fr GIVEN
PCT 263
SUITON 99674

RE: SB 223 - SUSITNA FOREST

I SUPPORT SB 223 BECAUSE OF THE ADVANTAGE OF MULTIPLE USE IN CONTRAST
TO A PRIVATE LAND LOCK-UP BY "SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS" ALSO A
POTENTIALLY VIABLE TIMBER INDUSTRY WILLING TOINVEST & MAKE FOREST
PRODUCTS WITHOUT ECONOMIC AID FROM THE STATE, ONLY A COMMITTMENT AS TO
THE AVIALABILITY OF TIMBER.



Xy.r/ . YoAAAKXNZZYZXXXYAZZZY%ZZZ%ZPQMK140 - 3/18/86

TO: SENATOR KERTTULA, DEVRIES, .ffAU.RG'UL-EW SKi, FAHRENKAMP,
uUGHILL, ELIASON, V* FISCHER, HALFORD, ZHAROFF

FR: PIA - CONTINI
SR A BOX 6755
PALMER 99645
745-3b»4

RE: SB224 - SUSITNA FOREST

PLEASE DEl-bnf THIS BILL. | WANT TO SEE THIS 500,000 ACRES OF
LAND IN PRIVATE OWNERSHIP AND ON BOROUGH TAX ROLLS.

EOM
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES POUCH
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811

PHONE: 907-485-2400
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

March 18, 1986

The Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Chair, Senator Resources Committee
Alaska State Legislature

P.O0O. Box V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Sturgulewski:

Thank you for providing me with the information supplied by
the Mat-Su Loggers Association concerning additions to the
proposed Susitna State Forest. I asked both planning and
forestry staff to consider the suggested forest additions 1in
light of the department®s existing and proposed land classi-
fications and other relevant planning and forestry
information. As you may know, state forests are multiple
use areas, to be permanently retained in public ownership
and actively managed to provide commercial commodities such
as timber and minerals, as well as opportunities for
tourism, hunting, Ffishing and recreation.

From our review of the suggested additions, we have
concluded that one area, the Trail Ridge area, should be
included in the proposed Susitna State Forest. The legal
description for this area is as follows:

T18N R7W S.M.
Section 18 Swil/4, Wl/2 SE1/4
Section 19 WI1/2, SEi1/4, WIl/2 NE1/4
Section 28 WI/2 Swi/4
Section 29 WIl/2, SE1/4, Sl1/2 NE1/4

Sections; 30-33

R8W S.M.

Section 1 WwWI/2 wi/2
Sections; 2-3

Section 4 EI/2

Section 10 NI/2, SE1/4
Section 11

Section 12 WI/2, WI/2 SE1/4
Section 13

Section 14 NI1/2, SEIl/4, NE1/74 SWl/4
Section 15 NI/2 NE1/4
Section 23 NE1/4, El/2 SEl/4



The Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski -2 March 18, 1986

Sections 24-25
Section 26 E.1/2 NE1/4
Section 36 EIl/2

A second area, near Gate Creek, 1is not appropriate for
inclusion iIn the state forest at this time. This area
contains one of the few large contiguous blocks of good
agricultural soils in the Susitna region and also has high
value for forestry and wildlife habitat. It was designated
as a resource management area in the Susitna Plan, and
intended for retention in public ownership for 5-10 years
until the best long-term use for the land is determined.
Including this area in a state forest now would preclude its
future use for agricultural purposes.

The remaining two areas recommended by the Mat-Su Loggers
Association Tfor inclusion in the state forest, the Delta
Islands area and the region north of Skwentna, are also not
appropriate for inclusion in the forest at this time.
Although some commercial forest lands are located within
these two areas, portions of these areas have agricultural
potential and the land adjacent to Skwentna could be needed
for community public fTacilities. The public interest would
best be served if long-term commitments for these areas are
postponed.

In previous discussions with the committee, some members
suggested that land which did not have commercial timber
potential should not be included in the Susitna State
Forest. I believe that the purpose of a state forest is to
retain public land for long-term multiple use, including but
not limited to timber harvest. But if the commmittee wishes
to delete certain non-commercially forested areas from the
forest, and management of the deleted portions would not
create land management problems, 1 would not object.

Please let me know if I may provide additional information
or assistance.

Sincerely,

Esther C. Wunnicke
Commissioner
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Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (V5 3100)

Juneau, Ak 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economicfuture of the State is it wise to permanently lock

this land away from possibleprivate ownership? The constitution of the State of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section I:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest".

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. In recent years special interest groups have been succesiful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,



Honorable Arliss Sturgulewski
Alaska State Legislature
Pouch V. (M5 3100)

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Ms. Sturgulewski:

Senate Bill #223, as proposed, will permanently deny any possible private ownership
and thereby, any possible tax base of the over 500,000 acres included in the planned
Susitna State Forest. Only 778,000 acres carry the tax support burden on 13,972,000
remaining acres in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough at present.

Given the uncertain economic future of the State is it wise to permanent”- '.ock

this land away from possible private ownership? The constitution of the OLate of
Alaska, Article VIII, states in Section |:"It is the policy of the State to encourage
the settlement of its land and development of its resources by making them available

for maximum use consistant with the public interest”.

Research shows that the land in the area is suitable for a multitude of uses in private
ownership. True, the State plans multiple use for the land, but government land does
not pay taxes. In recent years special interest groups have Deen successful in
limiting the use of public lands much beyond what the original intent was when these

areas were established.
An example is the embattled miners of the State.

The State should be extremely careful of permanently classifying potential tax base
land into a restricted use. Please defeat this bill.

Sincerely,
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Association, Inc.

February 25, 1986

To: Chairman and Members of the Senate Resources Committee
Re: SB-223, The Susitna Forest

On behalf of the Matanuska-Susitna Valley members of the Alaska Farmers and
Stoclcgrowers Association, | am writing to inform you of our opposition to
SB-223, "An Act establishing the Susitna State Forest; and providing for an
effective date.”

If passed, SB-223 would remove the heart of the Susitna Valley from future
possible private ownership and development, as well as from the Borough tax
rolls. The uses provided for under the b ill could be handled by private
enterprise rather than the State government.

Further, we believe that the b ill is in opposition to Article VIII of the
Constitution of the State of Alaska, Section 1, which reads as follows:

"It is the policy of the State to encourage the settlement
of its land and the development of its resources by making

them available for maximum use consistent with the public
interest."”

Please, consider our opposition to this bill.

We would appreciate your letting us know where you stand on this legislation.
Sincerely,

ALASKA FARMERS AND STOCKGROWERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

Teresa A. Weiland
Secretary



ALASKA STAKE SOEIETu

COOK INLET CHAPTER OF

ol

YUKON RIVER CHAPTER AMERICAN FORESTERS
SITKA CHAPTER

STIKINE R.'VER CHAPTER
February 18, 1986

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
Pouch V
Juneau, AK 99811

Attention: Arliss

Two proposed State Forests need roots iIn our state. Senate Bill
30 proposes to establish the Yakataga_State_ Fore8t, located
between Cape Suckling and Icy Bay on the Gulf of Alaska. Senate
Bill 223 proposes to establish the Susitna_State_ Forest, located
in the middle Susitna River drainage. The Yakataga bill passed
the Senate Resources Committee last March and the Senate Finance
Committee, and it currently rests with the House Resources
Committee. The Susitna bill 1is presently with the Senate Resourc
Committee.

Passage of either or both of these bills this year will require
our support. Please urge your chapter members to support the
creation of these two new state forests NOW!

Testify: Susitna is with Arliss Sturgulewski®s Senate Resources
committee. Arliss will be holding a public hearing on February_
24th_at_1 -.30pm in Juneau, with teleconferences 1in Anchorage,

Wasiila, and Fairbanks. Requests for additional teleconferences

in other locations may be made through Legislative Affairs
<278-9624). Testimony in support of the".e bills will help
greatly.

Write: Write a note to Senators on the Senate Resource Committee
for the Susitna Forest bill, with courtesy copies to all of the
Senators on the Senate Finance Committee. For Yakataga, write
Representatives on the House Resources Committee. We need
broad-based grass roots (or tree roots) support for this
legislation, so ask your friends to write too!

S8nd_a_Public_Message: Contact your local Legislative Affairs
Office. You may send a message for free if it is 50 words or
less. Just call and say that you would like to send a public
opinion message. (Anchorage 278-3668) (Fairbanks 452-4448)
(Juneau 465-4648).



In Anchorage we are airing this issue on various television talk
shows. For example. State Forester John Sturgeon will be
appearing on the Theta Comstock Show on March 24th, Channel 2 at
9:00 am to talk about the two proposed state forests and to show
video on Alaska State Forestry. Please be alert to similar

opportunities in your community.

It takes legislative action now to designate lands for the
creation of a State Forest System. The land base from which
selections can be made is steadily dwindling. The Alaska Society
of American Foresters supports the Alaska Department of Natural
Resources, Division of Forestry, 1in proposing the creation of
these two new state forests and the long-term multiple use
benefits which could be derived. Managed under multiple use
concept, these forest lands could provide the public with the
broadest range of benefits including timber, recreation, wildlife
minerals, watershed protection, firewood and many other uses.

Thanks for your help.

State Forest Committee Chair

cc: Senator Arliss Sturgulewski
John Sturgeon
Tony Gasbarro
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'JCLj’,j’EkA{T'CeﬁAE?ER“” ALASKA STATE SOCIETY
KETCHIKAN CHAPTER oF

YUKON RIVER CHAPTER

SITKA CHAPTER AMERICAN FORESTERS

STIKINE RIVER CHAPTER

February 24, 1986
POB 2447
Sitka 99835

Senator Arlis Sturgulewski
Senate Resources Committee
Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Sturgulewski
Enclosed are my two statements made at the

Committee hearing on 2/24/86, for SR 8, and
Thank you also for your letter of February

Hank Hays
Executive Secretary

Resources

KEEP
ALASKA
GREEN
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Statement on SB223, Susitna State Forest

| am Hank Kays, Executive Secretary for the State

SAF, and am also speaking from the basis of my own
experience and opinions having spent some years dealing
with forest management in the north.

I'hv_ State suffered a loss not fully realized as yet
when new National Forests were not included in the
federal land designations, but at least the State is

in a position to make up some of the loss. The SAF
supports the concept of State Forests and the one under
discussion, and has already submitted a resolution to
this effect in April 1984, | see State Forests as
particularly important in the Railbelt for the following

reasons:
e

A source for firwood, houselogs and lumber for
local uses, to minimize trespass on private land
much of which is unguarded.

Local employment and milling.
A land base for longer-term research.

Opportunities for cooperation with private land-
owners, and the Mat Su Boro.

A source for longer-term commitments of wood to
help interest business development in lumber, etc.

Recommendations:
Concentrate State Forests in the north in the
Railbelt at first. With the Tanana SF established,
the Susitna is needed at the Anchorage-Mat Su area.
| personally feel that more State forest parcels or
blocks are needed as well, in order to tie together
the Railbelt system and provide a wood and other
uses to the small communities scattered along that
very long distance.

A The State should better define 'Multiple Use' in
establishing a State Forest, so that these forests

are used in the intended manner. Wood, for instance,

should be a primary use in any State forest as well
or along with other uses.



7”7  Sec. 38.06.120. Disposal procedure. Timber and other materials
shall be sold either by sealed bids or public auction, depending on
which method is determined by the commissioner to be in the best
inteiesta of the state, to the highest qualified bidder as determined by
the commissioner. An aggrieved bidder may appeal to the commis-
sioner within five days after the sale for a review ofthe determination.
The sale shall be conducted by the commissioner, and at the time ofsale
the successful bidder shall deposit the amount specified in the terms of
sale. The means by which the amount of deposit is determined shall be
prescribed by appropriate regulation. The commissioner shall immedi-
ately issue a receipt containing a description oftho timber or materials
purchased, tho price bid, and the terms of sale. The receipt shall be
accepted in writing by the bidder. A contract oftale, on a formapproved
by the attorney general, shall be signed by the purchaser and the
contract shall be signed by the commissioner on behalfofthe state. The
commissioner may impose conditions, limitations, and terms con-
sidered necessary and proper to protect the interests ofthe state. Viola-
tion of any provision of this chapter or the terms of the contract of sale
subjects the purchaser to appropriate legal action. (8 3 art VI ch 169
SLA 1969; am § 13 ch 61 SLA 1960; am § 3 ch 137 SLA 1962; am § 1
ch 200 S1 "0; am 8§ 35 ch 152 SLA 1984)

A.

Sc. 4. 00, NOTIEICATION AND REVIEW OF OPERATIONS.
) _QowreciuiiB on foraac_land ahall _ba reviened under chi*
section for conalaconcy with the policies and_provisions of
this dapter and regulationa undar this ehaotar.

C Before rating on forest lad, an rator shall
give r%)tificatim (e} ﬁleOpeoam?galder consisting of e
(@ a brief written description of the proposed
operation;
a UGS of the largest_available scale
showing ﬁ\e(z‘}ocatim crr{?gll proposed activities;

@ proposed measures for soil oconservation and
reforestation; and

o ré{ll%evidenoeﬁatﬁelardomrardtirrbermmr
(%grggaf? from the gparator) have approved the proposed

11 AACB.1D. HARVESTING, @ Hdlig, huddrg, ad
Myarding must ;e coducted jo ss 10

O aoid dgrsitirg e nderial harfaevaasto
e o \agettihe v D
must be removed as an gy praessduriing renestirg ativites;

@ potect tre gty of tre strenberk and iSveptetie
s

@ poace for dedirg ad veter filleiy effedts of
\agetatian allag strears when recsssary 1o rotect vater guellity
and agatichebtat; ad

@ nminimizz il eacsin fran tte autor aea

O |ladirgs, dad tak, ad fae tak must e lostad,
arstruosl, rainired, and reeptats]. Freeessary, tominimise
siatnof arfeevaas.

©.On sate ard nunicipal faest: lad, henestirg plars nust

recgie, ad qaatos poedt, gEoes ad ter heoitas
bntified by tre Department: of Fsh ad Game u thveateed ar

© On dae ad mnicial faest ld, a buffer 330 fet h
radils must ke retaired aroud eech tald ssglarestirg tree.

© For qeatias on seie owed faest B, a detailed
plen must ke develgoed by tre district Inohed and
by tre date Tatdar before hervestirg comenoes.. The
edtant 1o whidh trese resouraes willl ke affected by tre |
aamMies.

N Sec* 38.05.035. Power™ and duties of the director.

(e) Upon a written finding that the interest* of the state will be best
served, the dir-jctor may, with the consent of the commissioner,
approve contrac a for the sale, lease, or other disposal of available land,
resources, property or interests in them, and, in addition to the condi-
tions and limitations imposed by law, may impose additional.condi-
tions or limitatk ns in the contracts as the director determines, with
the consent of the commissioner, wi'.l best serve the interests of the
state. A contract for the sale, lease, or other disposal of available land
or an interest in land is not legally binding on the state until the
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7~  Sec. 38.06.120. Disposal procedure. Timber and other maieriala

shall be sold either by sealed bids or public auction, depending on
which method ia determined by the commiaaioner to be in the beat
interests of the atate, to the highest qualified bidder as determined by
the commiaaioner. An aggrieved bidder may appeal to the commis-
sioner within five days after the sale for a review of the determination.
The sale shall be conducted by the commissioner, and at the time ofsale
the successful bidder shall deposit the amount specified in the terms of
sale. The means by which the amount of deposit is determined shall be
prescribed by appropriate regulation. The commissioner shall immedi-
ately issi ,ea receipt containing a description ofthe timber or materials
purchased, the price bid, and the terms of sale. The receipt shall be
accepted in writing by the bidder. A contract ofsale, on a formapproved
by the attorney general, shall be signed by tbe purchaser and the
contract shall be signed by the commissioner on behalfofthe state. The
commissioner may impose conditions, limitations, and terms con-
sidered necessary and proper to protect the interests of the state. Viola-
tion of any provision of this chapter or the terms of the contract of sale
subjects the purchaser to appropriate legal action. (8 3 art VI ch 169
SLA 1959; am § 13 ch 61 SLA 1960; am § 3 ch 137 SLA 1962; am § 1
ch 200 SLA 1970; am § 35 ch 152 SLA 1984)

A. oMtx

Sc. 41.17.090. NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW OF OPERATIONS.

Optrscions ca forssc_land shall _os cavlanad undar chis
sscelon for conslscancy with tha policies and_provisions of
this chapcer and regulations adopted undar chia dhaocer.
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[€)]
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© potect tre oty of tre strerbark ad svagtatne
@a;

@ poak for dedirg ad vater fillaiy effets of
\eptation alay streans when recessary 10 protect vater guallity
and ag.atacheortat; ad

@ nminimiz sl awin fran te ator as

O ladis, dad tak, ad fwe tak must e ko],
arstruosd, naintaingd, ad reastate, Freessry, tominimize
sletnofsrfeevaas.
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athoeed.

© On dats ad mnicial faest B, s uffar 330 fiet h
radiLs must ke retaired around eech beld ssois restirg tree.

© For gaatios on daie owned faest lad, a ddailad

s pien nutt ke davelgeed by the ditrict Inolhved ad

by the dats fTaedtar Iefore henestirg comences. The

mst t@de Ino asidration otter faest resures ad the
smmmimmmmllﬁaﬁmmwmw
atiMities. Before state forestervill el
it e et i of o of Enviramental
Grsenvation and the Department oF Aishand Gae.

Sec. 38.05.036. Power™ and duties of the director.

®© Upon awritten finding that the interests of the atato will be beat
sened, the director may, with the consent of the commiaaioner,
approve cortracta for the aale, lesee, or other diapoeal ofavailable land,
resources, property or interest* in them, and, inaddition to the condi-
tiot™ and limitations imposed by law, may impose additional .condi-
tion* or limitations in the contracts as the director determines, with
the consent of the commiaaioner, will best serve the interest* of the



S«c. 38.05.110. Sale of timber and materials. The commissioner
shall provide for cruises of timber and appraisals of other mat trials in
or upon state land and shall assess the supply ofand current markets
for timber on and other materials in privately owned land in close
proximity to state land to determine

gl) the timber and other materials that should be offered for sale
an 7

(@ the terms of sale of the timber or other materials. B8 lartVI ch
169 SLA 1959; am § 31 ch 152 SLA 1984)

» Sec. 38.06.115. Limitations and conditions of sale, (a) The com-

missioner shall determine the timber and other materials to be sold,
and the limitations, conditions and terms of sale. The limitations,
conditions and terms shall include the utilization, development and
maintenance of the sustained yield principle, subject to preference
among other beneficial uses. The commissioner may negotiate sales of
timber or materials without advertisement and on the limitations,
conditions, and terms that are considered to be in the best interests of
the state. However, not more than 500 M.B.M. or equivalent other
measure of timber or more than 2e>000 cubic yeards of materials may
be sold by nonadvertised, negotiated sale to the same purchaser within
a one-year period.

(b) Negotiated sales not exceeding 50 M.B.M. or the equivalent other
measure of timber or 2,500 cubic yards of materials are exempt from
the provisions of AS 34.15.150.

(©) The limitations of this section are not applicable to timber which
becomes state property under the provisions of AS 45.50.210 —
45.50.235. (§ 2 art VI ch 169 SLA 1959; am § 1 ch 66 SLA 1969; am
8 9ch 257 SLA 1976; am 88 2, 3 ch 73 SLA 1978; am § 32 ch 152 SLA
1984)

Sec. 38.05.945. Notice, (a) This section establishes the require-
ments for notice given by the department for the following actions:

(1) classification or reclassification of state land under AS 38.05.300
and the closing of land to mineral leasing or entry under AS 38.05.195;

(2) zoning of land under applicable law;

(3) a decision under AS 38.05.035(¢) regarding the sale, lease, or
disposal of an interest in state land or resources; and

(4) a competitive disposal of an interest in state land or resources
after final decision under AS 38.05.035(g).

(b) Notice of one or more actions described in (a) of this section shall
be given at least 30 days before the action by publication in newspapers
of statewide circulation and in newspapers of general circulation in the
vicinity of the proposed action and one or more of the following
methods:

(1) publication through public service announcements on the elec-
tronic media serving the area affected by the action,

(2) posting in a conspicuous location in the vicinity of the action,

(3) notification of parties known or likely to be affected by the n-
or

(4) another method calculated to reach affected persons. A notice
shall contain sufficient information in commonly understood terms to
inform the public .,/the nature of the action and the opportunity of the
public to comment on the action.

(©) Notice at least 30 days before action under (a) ofthis section shall
also be given to the following:

(1) to a municipality if the land is within the boundaries of the
municipality;

(2) to a regional corporation if the boundaries of the corporation as
established by sec. 7(a) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
encompass the land and the land is outside a municipality;

(3) to a village corporation organized under sec. 8(a) of the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act if the land iB within six miles of the
village for which the corporation was established and the land is
located outside a municipality;

(4) to the postmaster of a permanent settlement of more than 25
persona located within six mileB ofthe land ifthe land is located outside
a municipality, with a request that the notice be posted in a conspic-
uous location.

(d) Notice is not required under this section for a permit or other
authorization revocable by the department.

(e) The provisions ofthis section do not apply to a lease issued under
AS 38.05.205.

(0 The provisions of this section do not apply to a production license
issued under AS 38.05.207. (8 10 art IH ck 162 SLA 1959; am 8 8 ch
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11 AAC 71.085. VOLUME DETERMINA-
TIONS. (a) The division will estimate timber
volumes used in appraisals and as a basis for the
volume of timber included in a timber sale

offering by a timber cruise method prescribed
by the director.

(b) Timber volumes reported in cutting reports
by the purchaser as a basis for payment must be
determined by scaling, unless otherwise specified
in the contract.

be determined in
(Eff

(c) Material volumes shall
the manner required by the contract.
7/2/82, Reg. 83)

H AAC 71.020. NOTICE OF SALE, (a) The
division will give public notice of a competitive
sale of timber or material in accordance with
AS 38.05.345. Public notice given under this
subsection will state

(1) the minimum acceptable bid, if applicable;
(2) the method of bidding;

(3) the time and place of sale;

(4) the amount of deposit required;

(5) whether additional information is avail-
able at division offices;

(6) the duration of the contract;

(7) that the state reserves the right to reject
any or all bids and that, unless all bids are re-
jected, the sale will be awarded to the respon-
sible qualified bidder offering the highest total
bid value for timber and the highest unit price
for material, and

(8) the amount of any bond required.

(b) The division will, in its discretion, make
a negotiated sale of 500 M.B.M. or less of timber
or 25,000 cubic yards or less of material without
giving public notice of the sale.

(c) The division will give public notice of a
negotiated timber sale authorized by AS
38.05.118 in accordance with AS 38.05.345.

(d) The division will, in its discretion, make

a negotiated sale of timber or material author-
ized by AS 38.05.315(a) without giving public
notice of the sale in accordance with AS
38.05.345. (Eff. 7/20/60, Reg. |; am 6/24/62,
Reg. 5;am 7/2/82. Reg. 83)

11 AAC 71.075. AWARD OF SALE, (a) With-
in 30 days after receipt by certified mail of a
contract under this chapter, the purchaser of
timber or material must sign and return the
contract, together with any required bond. How-
ever, the director may, in his discretion, extend
the period an additional 30 days. If the
purchaser fails to complete the contract as
required in this section his deposit under
11 AAC 71.070 will be forfeited.

(b) For competitive sales, if the successful
bidder fails to comply with the requirements
of (a) of this sectior, the director may offer the
sale within 45 days to the next high bidder at
the price which he bid and under the same terms
and conditions. If the next high bidder accepts
the offer of sale at the price he bid, he must sign
and return the contract, together with a required
bond, within 30 days of receipt of the contract
by certified mail. (Eff. 7/2/82, Reg. 83)
Authority: AS 38.05.020 AS 38.05.115

AS38.05.110 AS 38.05.120
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11 AAC 71300 ANNUAL OPERATING
PLAN. A purchaser of timber under this chapter
shall if required by the contract, before begin-
ning operations within the timber sale area, and
before beginning operations each calendar year
thereafter, prepare an annual plan of operations
acceptable to the director. The plan of opera-
tions may be modified by written mutual
agreement of the director and the purchaser.
(Eff. 7/20/60, Reg. 1; am 6/24/62, Reg. 5; am
7/2/82, Reg. 83)

11 AAC 71.280. INSPECTION AND
REPORTS, (a) Activities conducted on state
land under timber or material sale contracts or
under log re licenses are subject to inspec-
tion by agen:. . f the division. Books and records
of a purchaser or licensee, and of the purchaser’s
or licensee’s contractors and subcontractors,
relating to operations under the contract or
license are also subject to inspection by agents
of the division. Upon request of the purchaser
or licensee, the division will keep information
obtained under this section confidential to the
extent permitted by law.

(b) In a material sale the director will, in his
discretion, require the purchaser to submit
monthly, semiannual, annual, or other periodic
reports, including a final report, on a form pro-
vided by the division. The reports must provide
an accurate accounting of the quantity of
materials removed. (Eff. 7/20/60, Reg. 1; am
11/20/60, Reg. 2; am 6/24/62, Reg. 5; am
7/2/82, Reg. 83)

11 AAC 71.205. AMENDMENTS TO CON-
TRACT, (a) A timber or material sale contract
may, upon approval of the director, be amended
to "include at the same unit price additional
timber or material in the sale area or in an area
adjacent to, or in the immediate vicinity of, the
sale area if the amount of timber or material to
be included in the amended contract does not
exceed 25 percent of the volume provided for in
the contract before amendment and if

(1) The volume of timber or material esti-
mated to be in the sale area by the division was

grossly in error; or

(2) timber in the sale area has been blown
down or infested with insect or disease and
prompt harvest is in the interest of full and
efficient utilization.

(b) amendments to the contract will be made

in writing and become part of the contract upon
mutual agreement of the director and purchaser.
However, an amendment under this subsection
may not materially affect or change the meaning
or intent of the contract. (Eff. 7/20/60. Reg. 1.
am 6/24/62, Reg. 5; am 7/2/82, Reg. 83)

11 AAC 71.210. CONTRACT EXTENSION.
(@) A contract under this chapter must state the
date upon which the severence or extraction of
timber or material under the contract is to be
completed. Upon written request from the
purchaser not more than 120 days before
expiration of the contract, the director will, in
his discretion, grant an extension if he defr-
mines that the purchaser has substantially
completed the contract by having removed at
least 75 percent of the timber or material
required under contract. An extension may not
exceed one year.

(b) When determined Dy the director that the
delay in completing the contract is due to causes
beyond the purchaser's control and without
fault or negligence, the contract will be
extended for a time period equal to the delay in
completion of the contract caused by the event,
(Eff. 7/20/60, Reg. 1, am 6/24/62, Reg. 5; am
7/2/82, Reg. 83)
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Il AAC 71.245. DAMAGES, (a) A purchaser
shall conduct operations under a contract under
this chapter in a workmanlike manner and may
not unnecessarily damage the land or resources
in the sale area. Damage attributable to the pur-
chaser’s operations which, as determined by the
director, is excessive or was avoidable must be
corrected by the purchaser to the satisfaction

of the director within the time designated by the
director. The division will assess a purchaser’s
liability for damage in accordance with the
purchaser’s contract.

(b) If a purchaser cuts or removes timber or
material which is not designated for cutting or
removal under the purchaser’s contract, the
purchaser is liable for damages as provided in the
purchaser’'s contract. (Eff. 7/20/60, Reg. | ®am
6/24/62, Reg. 5; am 7/2/82, Reg. 83)

11 AAC 71.095. PERFORMANCE BOND.
(a) In connection with a timber or material sale,
the director will, in his discretion, require the
purchaser to provide a performance bond to
guarantee performance of the terms of the

contract.

(b) If the director requires a performance
bond under this section, the bond amount will
be based on the total value of the sale. If the
total value of the sale is

(1) S50.000 or less, the bond amount will be
at least 10 percent of the total value of the sale;

(2) between S50.000 and S100,000, the

bond amount will be at least 55,000; or

(3) S100,000 or more, the bond amount
will be at least five percent of the total value of
the sale, but will not exceed $200.000.

(c) If the value of the sale is less than SI 0,000,
the bond amount will be rounded to the nearest
S5100.

(d) If the value of the sale is more than
$10,000, the bond amount will be rounded to
the nearest SI1,000.

(e) The performance bond must be executed
on a form provided by the division and may be

(1) a corporate surety bond issued by
corporation licensed to do business in Alaska;

(2) a personal bond secured by cash or its
equivalent or by negotiable securities acceptable
to the director, in a sum equal to the amount
of the bond, together with an assignment of the
security to the state which is attached to and
becomes a part of the security; or

(3) an individual surety bond guaranteed in a
sum equal to the amount of the bond by each
of at least two individual sureties who are not
related to the purchaser, are of good financial
standing, are acceptable to the director, and
have liquid assets sufficient to meet any obliga-
tion arising from the contract.

(0 The performance bond must remain in
effect for the duration of the contract or until
released in writing by the director.

afl THr

(g) If, as determined by the director, the
removal of timber or material from a portion of
the sale area has been satisfactorily completed,
the director will, in his discretion and upon
written request of the purchaser, reduce the
amount of the performance bond. (Eff. 7/20/60,
Reg. |;am 6/24/62, Reg. 5; am 7/2/82, Reg. 83)



11 AAC 71.225. TERMINATION OF CON-

@ TRACT. If the purchaser breaches a provision of

the contract, the director will, in his discretion,
give the purchaser written notice of the breach.
If, after giving the purchaser notice of the
breach, the breach is not remedied in the time
specified by the director, the director will, in
his discretion, terminate the contract. If the
director terminates the contract, title to the
timber or material which has not passed to the
purchaser vests in the state, and the purchaser is
liable for damages sustained by the state arising
from the purchaser's breach. (Eff. 7/30/60,
Reg. ham 6/24/62, Reg. 5;am 7/2/82. Reg. 83)

11 AAC 71.315. LOG IDENTIFICATION. The
division will, in its discretion, require a pur-
chaser of timber under this chapter to identify
timber with a brand or other mark approved by
the director before removing the timber from

the sale area. (Eff. 7/2/82, Reg. 83)

See. 41.17.060.  REGULATORY AND ADMINISTRATIVE STAN—
DARDS. @ All Iatlon* admnlstratlve action*,
other activitr™ dutiar Ln:lertaken under thi* c&.{gter
ﬁll(ggtm full aanrdame with dhe acandarda

ion.

(b% With state, mnicipal, and private
forest lad, de IIomngstandard*ame

@O _to dv maximun extent ible, all a%lc—
able data ard mfomatlm of applicable discipline*
be updated aml used in rraklng demsmn* relative to the

management of

@ ewviromental Iy sensitive aress and best
management practloe* shall be” recognized In de mplemerrta
tion of nonpoinc source pollution cortrol measu
authorized under this depter;

adninistration of forest lad shall consider
oondltlons and ocher economic constraints affect-
g ﬁ’e landoarer, tinber omer, or the gperator;

1o de fullesc extent practicable, _harvested
forest | sl”all be reforested, naturally or artificially,
so as 1o resulc iIn a sustained |eld of merd"lantable timber
from thec lad; if artlflc:lal p S required, silvi-
culmrally acceptable li |rst be available for
planting ac an M|@al ly fair prloe in Alaska.



BILL SHEFFIELD, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE & POUCH D
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811
ECONOMEC DEVELOPMENT PHONE: 465-2094

OFFICE OF FOREST PRODUCTS

The primary purpose of the Office of Forest Products is to help strengthen and
expand a statewide forest products industry.

The office consists of the Director, Thyes Shaub, located in Juneau and a
Senior Marketing Specialist, Frank Seymour, located in Ketchikan.

MAJOR ACTIVITIES - 1985
* actively participated in the Governor's Timber Task Force

* established a Market Advisory Committee consisting of statewide industry
heads, the State Forester and the USFS Regional Forester.

* planned and participated in hosting timber trade groups from Korea and
Japan as part of the Governor's Pacific Rim Trade Program

* published "Alaska's Commercial Forest Resource" providing an overview of
the resource, ownership patterns, and the forest products industry.

* utilized USFS research funds to contract the development of a computer
model which analyzes the effects of changes in regulatory variables on
production costs.

*

* initiated review and problem identification study of the Railbelt forest
products industry to identify necessary courses of action for furthering
the use of Alaskan wood fiber and wood products in Alaska.

* coordinated with the Department of Natural Resources, Division of
Forestry, in developing a five-year strategy plan to encourage the
development of the forest products industry.

* facilitated communication between members of the industry and State
agencies.

* responded to regular requests for information from the public,
legislators, State agencies, the media and members of the industry.

* participated in policy review and State comment on ANILCA and TLMP reports
and coastal zone consistency reviews.

* provided telex communication for market inquiries between the Alaskan
Asian offices and Alaska businesses.



* initiate a "Buy Alaska" campaign to increase awareness and acceptance of
Alaska timber products.

* research the potentials of Alaska timber products to supply in-state
markets competitively.

* facilitate trade missions, sample shipments and communications between the
Alaskan industry and the Pacific Rim customers.

* participate in policy and regulatory review for State and Federal laws and
management plans such as ANILCA, CZM and TLMP.

* continue input and follow-up on Timber Task Force recommendations.

* develop technical species and product brochures for promotion with
contractors, architects, Pacific Rim customers and other potential users
of Alaska wood products.

* continue work with the Division of Forestry to implement a resource
management and economic development action plan to enable the forest
products industry to contribute its potential to the diversification of

the State"s economy.

* participate with the Market Advisory Committee in developing a statewide
forest products association and market development strategy.

* prepare forest industry information for the Governor"s office,
Legislators, State agencies, educators, the public and the media.

* compile a directory of producers of Alaska®"s forest products.

0180A22186a
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Senate Resources Committee Minutes April 17, 1985

1:00 pm
Senate Resource Members Present
Senator Arliss Sturgulewski, Chairman Senator Rick Halford
Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp, Vice Chair Senator Vic Fischer

Senator Zharoff
Calendar
Forestry Overview

SB 223 "An Act establishing the Susitna State Forest; and providing for an
effective date."

Senator Sturgulewski

Called the meeting to order. Senator Sturgulewski passed out responses to
a letter she had written to state agencies regarding state loans on the Red

Dog Project.

Jim Clark, Chairman, Governor's Timber Task Force, provided an overview of
what the Timber Task Force has done and where it's going. He stated the
Timber Task Force was formed last February for 2 reasons:

1. to try to help with the economic health of the industry in Southeast
Alaska; and
2. to further the efforts to start the industry in Southcentral and the

Interior of Alaska.

He stated that there are 14 members on the Task Force; 6 from government
and 8 from industry. He stated that there are areas with which they need

help:

1. marketing program for the pulp industry;

2. would like the Alaska Railroad to buy railroad ties from Alaskans and
the use of the Alaska Railroad as a vehicle for taking the logs to
central processing facilities and then after they are processed,
moving them out to market. The Alaska Railroad has about doubled its
rate on logs since it was bought by the state.

3. have asked the state for leadership on planning of an export/import
bank that would deal with timber and all other Alaskan products.
4. assistance in marketing from the Alaska Asian market in two ways:

a. generic marketing of Alaska wood products in those countries; and



countries that use Alaskan wood products.
5. series of budgeting programs in the State Forestry Division, DNR
6. assistance for the Forest Assistance Program in the Interior and

Southcentral areas.

Mr. Clark stated that there are a series of federal budget matters which
they have discussed with John Katz's office and they are getting help

there.



STATE OF ALASKA 1986 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

Revision D ate:

REQUEST FISCAL DETAIL

Bill/Resolution N o.: SB 223 Agency Affected: Natural Resources

Title : Establish the Susitna State BRU - Forest Management
ForesL

Sponsor: Rules at request of Governor Components :.

Requestor:--—---- Senate Rpsnnrrps

Date of Request: 2- 6-R6

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES : (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING FY 86 FY 87 FY 8 FY 89 FY 90 FY 91

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING : (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERALFUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER

TOTAL 0. 0 Q 2 0 -

POSITIONS

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS : Attach aseparate page if necessary

Prepared by: Carol J. Wilson Phone: 465-2400

Division : Commissionerls Offire Date: _ ,2tl12=£6

Approved by Commissioner: A Date: . N - /r-rb

Agency: Natural Resources

Distribution (by Agency preparing fiscal note):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor

Office of Management and Budget
10/25/85

Impacted Agency(ies) page 1 of__ —



JUNEAU OFFICE Robertson,Monagle ,Eastaugh 6¢c Bradl! ANCHOR. iOF OFFICE

N . THE HUNT BUILDING
COURT PLAZY SUILDING SUTE"e00 A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 550 WEST SEVENTH AVE..SUITE 1JSO

240 MAIN STPEE"
POET OFFICE BOX 1?11 Attorneys at Law POST OFFICE BOX 679
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99510*0676

JUNEAU. ALASKA 996021211 .
PHONE.(907) 566%3340 POST OFFICE BOX 1?11 PHONE:(S07) 277%6693
TELEX: 090-26-466

TELEX'099*45*376 - "
TELECOPV:907*S66*68ie JUNEAU. ALASKA 96602-12 TELECOPY; 907-276*1956

OF COUNSEuU ROBERT B BAKER
M monaet April 9, 1985 M ERoY ) e arken
R E ROBERTSON HB885-1961)

F.0O EASTAUGH

J.B.BRADLEY

WILLIAM G RUDDY KENNETH W. LEGACKI
JAMES F CLARK JULIA B BOCKMON
PAUL M HOLMAN

J P.TANGEN

HAROLD E. SNOW. JR

D.ELIZABETH CUAORA

STEVEN W SILVER

JAMES M SHINE

PAMELA FINLEY

JOSEPH D.DARNELL

The Honorable Bill Sheffield
Governor, State of Alaska
Pouch A

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Governor Sheffield:

This 1is to report to you on the excellent meeting which
the Alaska Timber Task Force had on March 15, 1985. The Task
Force reviewed vyour administration®s response to the December
14, 1984 Task Force Report, as well as the responses of the

Forest Service and 1industry. We would 1Ilike to commend you on
your response and commend to you the responses we received from
the other Task Force participants. The setting of priorities by

the State, the Forest Service and industry was reasonable and
realistic considering what can be done to help the industry
within Federal and State budget constraints.

This letter is to list the Task Force"s priorities after
reviewing the responses

A Marketing Program.

1. At page 7 of the Task Force report, the Task
Force recommended that the U.S. Trade Representative®s office be
made more TFTully aware of the declining position of the dissolving
sulfite pulp 1industry both in Alaska and the lower 48. We urged
that diplomatic persuasion be used iIn an attempt to increase the
United States®”™ market share of dissolving sulfite pulp. As you
know, South Africa 1is one of Alaska®s chief competitors on the
Pacific Rim because it produces pulp at far less cost than Alaska

pulp.

We appreciate having your Washington Office
cooperate with the Congressional delegation in urging the help of
the U.S. Trade Representative. The Task Force considers this a

priority matter.

2. The Alaska Railroad can greatly assi
effort to use Alaska wood products in the Southcentral and
Interior markets in two ways:



The Honorable Bill Sheffield
April 9, 1985
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a. At pages 12 and 13 of the report, the Task
Force discussedthe use”of the Alaska Forest Product Preference

(AS 36.15.010 - .020) to 1increase the mar® "ting of Alaska wood
products in Alaska. Hemlock, whit* has been difficult to market,
can be used t< produce railroad ties. Purchase of Alaska hemlock

railroad ties would be of great help to the industry and would
meet the 1iIntent of this Act.

Representative Sund has raised concerns, which
the Task Force shares, about whether the Alaska Railroad plans to
give Alaska timber processors a chance to sell railroad ties to
the Alaska Railroad. In a recent request for bids for railroad
ties, neither of the FOB points specified by the Railroad were in
Alaska.

b. At page 36 the Task Force recommended a
study of theAlaska Railroad as a means of moving logs to a
processing Ffacility along the railbelt and then moving manu-
factured products to markets along the railbelt. This proposal
has been set back by the Railroad®s recent raise 1iIn rates. The
rate on logs has increased by eighty-eight percent (88%).

The Task Force urges that your good offices be
used to raise the consciousness of Alaska Railroad officials
about the role it might play 1in assisting the timber industry in
Alaska. IT the Interior and Southcentral timber industry plays
the role the Task Force has proposed for it, it will someday be a
major revenue producer for the Railroad.

3. As part of the overall marketing progranm,
specifically with the People®s Republic of China 1iIn mind, the
Task Force recommended at page 38 of its report that an export-
import bank be established. The Task Force did not make a
recommendation whether this should be done by the State or by the
private sector. However, state government leadership 1is needed
to help develop a plan. Since this would affect not only the
timber industry, but otherindustries as well, the Task Force
suggests that your office call a meeting with interested
industries, including the banking industry, to explore the
possible structure of a state export-import bank. This 1is a
priority matter with the Task Force.

4. At page 9o0f the Report, the Task Force
recommended that the State assist iIn marketing in two ways:

a. generic marketing through the Asian
offices; and

b. State participation in associations in
Pacific Rim countries which use Alaska wood products. For
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example, your new representative in Tokyo, Mr. Kaz Hayashi, would
be in an excellent position to join the Japan Rayon
Manufacturers® Association and urge the purchase of Alaska pulp
in behalf of the State.

The Task Force requests that the Department of Commerce and
Economic Development®™s Forest Division be provided sufficient
funds to pursue these marketing objectives.

B . State Budget Matters.

1. At pages 14 and 15 of the Report, the Task
Force recommended a forestry assistance program, which would
provide technical assistance and training in Tforest matters,
forest products processing, and wood utilization in Southcentral

and the Interior. The Task Force urges that this be a priority
matter in setting the Division of Forestry®s budget for this
upcoming year. The Task Force believes this program 1is highly

important and would provide much needed assistance and benefits
for buyers, sellers, and manufacturers of timber 1in Southcentral
and Interior Alaska. Accordingly, the Task Force recommends that
the positions for this program be budgeted in the State
Forester®s office.

2. The Task Force proposes that the budget of the
StateDivision of Forestry beincreased to 1include a staff
position to allow the State Forester to participate 1iIn inter-
agency discussions involving regulatory matters - specifically
stipulations suggested by other agencies concerning timber
harvest activities. The Task Force was distressed to learn that
State Forester Sturgeon 1is presently required to do his own
research and staff work 1in order to participate in such discus-
sions. Accordingly, the Task Force requests that money be found
within the DNR budget to provide such staff.

3. The industry presented a loan guarantee
programwhich would convert the money set aside last year for
Ketchikan Pulp Corporation®s proposed employee stock ownership
plan to a program that would benefit the entire industry as a
loan guarantee program. We have talked with a number of offi-
cials within your administration regarding this and received very
sound and realistic advice about how to proceed in shaping a bill
which will be worthy of consideration.

The proposed guarantee program would be administer-
ed through the banking 1industry which would have an important

economic interest in the success of the loans. The loans must be
commercially reasonable - i.e. that 1is to say, they must be fully
collateralized. The loans would be made at market interest
rates. In addition, users of the guarantee program would pay a

"user Tfee."
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We feel that this 1is a reasonable program in light
of existing budget constraints and urge your consideration and
assistance 1in shaping it".

4. Attached to this letter are letters fron
Bell to Senator Edna Armstrong DeVries concerning a kiln
demonstration project at the Goose Bay TfTacility. We ask the help
of your administration 1in bringing together the necessary people
to consider and coordinate this idea.

C. Federal Budget Matters.
1. Section 705(a) of the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) provided funding for the timber
management program on the Tongass National Forest. Section

705(b) provides for a revolving loan fund to assist iIn acquiring
equipment and implementing technologies which lead to utilization
of wood products which might not otherwise be utilized.

This was simply an oversight. Creation of this
source of funding 1is a priority with the Task Force. At our
meeting the Forest Service reported that the Farmer®s Home Loan
Administration 1is prepared to promulgate regulations Tfor the use
of this funding, but that Congress has not yet appropriated
money to fund the program. We wurge the assistance of your
Washington office, in cooperation with the Congressional
delegation, to obtain the funding needed to make this a viable
program.

2. At page 32 of 1its report, the Task Force
recommended that the Forest Service obtain the maximum possible
amount of ANILCA funding for roads and related fTacilities during
poor timber markets end that the Congressional Delegation and the
State of Alaska work with the Forest Service to receive these
funds. While the Forest Service has shifted about $6.5 million
of ANILCA funds during the past two years into road construction
to share 1in the construction costs of some roads with timber sale
purchasers during current poor timber markets, the Task Force
believes that current funding for preroading 1is insufficient to
offset deficits for some timber sale offerings.

We need to continue to push Tfor Tfunding of pre-
roading during times of depressed markets. It provides jobs for
Alaskans 1in Southeast Alaska who would work for the construction
companies which would obtain the preroading contracts. And, it
makes it economically possible to harvest the timber, thus
providing timber-related jobs.

We appreciate the assistance you have given us on
this matter, including the pledge to continue to have your



The Honorable Bill Sheffield
April 9, -1985
Page 5

Washington office work with the Congressional delegation to
increase the amount of this funding. This 1i1s a priority matter
with the Task Force.

3. Section 14(1) of the National
Management Act contains a proviso which excludes small operators
in Alaska from the opportunity to elect to have the Forest
Service build the roads needed for 1independent sales. Roacling
costs are a major front-end cost that makes it impossible for
many small operators to obtain the Ffinancing needed to perform

Forest Service contracts. IT this Alaska exclusion were removed,
it would be a great assistance to independent Jloggers and
operators, particularly 1in Southeast Alaska. We appreciate your

continuing cooperation on this matter and appreciate the efforts
of your Washington office to assist the Congressional delegation.
This 1is a priority item with the Task Force.

D. Rules and Regulations.

1. We appreciate the continued assistance c
administration in attempting to eliminate the necessity to obtain
a Section 402, National Pollution Discharge Elimination Systenm
(NPDES), permit 1iIn order to construct a log transfer facility.
This point 1is TfTully discussed at pages 20 through 22 of the Task
Force report and 1is being handled by your Washington office and
the Congressional Delegation.

In coordination, we also need to obtain a common
set of 1log transfer fTacility siting criteria agreed to by all
agencies. Inparticular, we need to get administrative
cooperation from the Corps of Engineers byeliminating newly
instituted requirements in their permits which incorporate
onerous provisions from the now-defunct general permit proposed
by EPA (and opposed by the State, industry, and the Forest
Service). The Task Force asked the Forest Service to obtain a
meeting to seek this goal with the relevant agencies, private
land owners, and the timber industry, whichwill take place on
April 15, 1985.

In addition, we are seeking TfTederal Ilegislation
which would make it clear that a Section 402 permit 1is not
required to construct a log transfer facility. Your administra-
tion supports this legislation. Sealaska 1is taking the Ilead on
it for iIndustry.

It is 1important to get these matters resolved as
soon as possible because of the major expenses involved in retro-
fitting log transfer facilities and building new transfer
facilities. This 1is a key priority item with the Task Force.
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2. The Alaska Coastal Zone Management Progl
involved in timber harvesting matters. Consistency determina-
tions play an important role in deciding under what stipulations
a project will be permitted. We have Ffound that there has been

in the past insufficient liaison between those administering the
Program and those upon whom the Program 1is being administered.
Accordingly at page 26, the Task Force recommended that there be
in-the-field workshops to narrow the gap between parties. We
appreciate the offer of the Department of Commerce and Economic
Development to help fund these trips 1in FY 84. We urge that
sufficient funds be budgeted to accommodate this 1iImportant need
in the FY 86 budget. We also urge your continuing assistance in
nominating forestry as a use of State concern.

E. Infra-Structure Matters. At pages 33 and 34, the
Task Force report discusses log hauling on public highways. The
Task Force recommended the State consider amending the Alaska
Administrative Code to provide for regulation of log hauling on

designhated routes. At our meeting State Representatives reported
to the Task Force that the regulation changes proposed in the
Report could not be made until 1986 . This is a matter of great
urgency within the industry. Therefore, the Task Force requests

that your administration consider emergency regulations for the
1985 logging season.

The Task Force wishes to thank youagain for the
excellent cooperation we have received from your administration.
The Task Force continues to believe that 1its other recommenda-
tions are valuable and important suggestions. However, the Task
Force thought it would be helpful to you to prioritize our
concerns iIn order to provide a realistic program for moving a
number of these suggestions along.

The Task Force will meet again on April 16 tocontinue
to work for implementation of 1its recommendations. Thank you

again for all your assistance.

Yours Very Truly,

JEC:lyn/2

cc: Congressional Delegation
Regional Forester Mike Barton
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By JIM SPRIt GER

MAT-SU—- A 460,000-
acre state forest would be
established in the Susitna
Valley under a bill
proposed Monday by
Gov. Bill Sheffield.

It would be the first
state forest in this region,
and would be added to the
existing two state forests
in Alaska, which cover 2.1
million acres.

The proposed Susitna
State Forest, composed of
five units, stretches south
from Petersville Road to
Cook Inlet, with a unit
east of the Parks Highway
near the Kashwitna River,
The land is wooded
primarily with old-growth
birch, but also has some

spruce stands and younger
birch, according to State
Forester John Sturgeon.

The forest land has
enough timber on it to
support an industry
employing perhaps 200
people directly, with a
payroll of %7 million
annually, said Sturgeon.
With spinoff economic
effects, it could create a
total of 500 jobs in the
next 10 to 15 years, he
said.

Currently there is no
road access in the
proposed forest, but roads
would be extended into
the region as part of the
development of the
resource, he said.

In the Fairbanks area,

W a n

ts M

where there is an active
forest products industry,
about 95 miles of road
have been constructed
over the last five years,
Sturgeon said.

Birch is an un-
derappreciated wood
species, said Sturgeon,
and is valued more highly
outside of Alaska than it is
in the state. The hard-
wood can be used for
cabinets, plywood, wafer
board and pulp as well as
for fuelwood. Currently
its primary use is as
fuelwood, and it is
generally sold by the cord.

While many of the birch
trees are overmature and
rotting inside, birch is a
fast growing species and

at-S u

once it is cleared, the
regrowth would be ready
for harvest in 8 to 90
years, Sturgeon said. But
he said some of the trees
are in good condition right
now.

He said foreign and
domestic companies have
expressed interest in
establishing forestry
operations here, with the
domestic market probably
being the strongest.

The lack of designated
forest land has been a
hindrance to the
development of the forest
industry, Sturgeon said.

“ Our biggest problem is
developing a steady supply
of timber. We asked the
industry why they were

|l a n d

not developing more
rapidly, and they said
‘Hey, we can’t get a steady
supply.’

“This would provide
protection that that forest
will be around and allow a
steady supply year after
year after year,” said
Sturgeon.

But the land would be
available for other uses
compatible with timber
har est, he said.

Under state law, the
forest would be managed
under a plan to be adopted
and implemented within
three years of tht
establishment of the
forest.

The management plan

for

Sstate

would have to allow for

mining and mineral
leasing, recreation,
wildlife and fisheries
habitat management,

greenbelts, trapping, sport

and subsistence fishing
and hunting, and
watershed management,

according to state law.

Sturgeon said the
management plan could
be drafted by current state
employees and that the
cost of the plan would be
minimal. There is no fiscal
note attached to the bill.

The Mat-Su Borough
recently established a
25,000-acre forest of its
own in the same region as
the proposed state forest.

The Frontiersman - Saturday, March 16, 1985, Page 3

forest

Mat-Su Regional
Forester Bill Beebe said he
would have liked to have
more acreage, but that the
460,000 acres will make a
good-sized forest.

“It will help the moose
population, it will let us
move into new areas with
a sustained cut. It will
provide for recreation
when the loggers put roads
in— the roads will be good
for dog sledding, snow
machines and skiing,”
Beebe said.

He said the state would
build some of the main
roads into the area, but
that logging companies
would construct  spur
roads.






Susitna State Forest Senate Bill ,223

In 1983 the legislature established a state forest system and

created the Haines State Forest. Senate Bill 223 establishes a
state forest of approximately 460,000 acres in the Susitna
Basin area. Approximately 150,000 acres in the proposed

Susitna State Forest contain rhands of commercial timber, and
the annual allowable cut for commercial timber could be as high
as 1.5 million board feet for softwood such as spruce and 15
thousand cords for hardwoods such as birch and aspen.

The legislation requires the Department of Natural Resources to
prepare a management plan for the forest according to the
principles of multiple use and sustained vyield. All potential
uses of forest resources will be permitted under the management
plan including; commercial timber harvest, harvest of forest
products for personal use, mining, mining claims, mineral lease
hold locations, mineral leasing, material extraction,
recreation, wildlife and fisheries habitat, greenbelts,
trapping and sport Tfishing, watershed management, research, and
other traditional uses.

The State of Alaska manages over 900 thousand acres in the
Susitna area with high or moderate potential for commercial
timber management. Through the area planning process, which
included substantial public involvement, acreage suitable for
the proposed forest was designated. Lands proposed for the
forest are generally high quality lanl that are currently
accessible by road or are likely to ha/e road access in the

near Tfuture. At present, most of the wood harvested from these
lands 1is used for fuel. Some of the harvest is manufactured by
the 30 or so local sawmills into rough green lumber. A smaller

amount is manufactured into cabinets, siding and other
products.

Legislatively designating suitable state-owned commercial
forest land as a state forest will ensure a secure supply of
wood TFfor the wood products industry and enable financial
investment in industry projects. Committing lands to long term
forest management in the Railbelt area is critical to the
achievement in Alaska of a long term self sufficiency with
respect to fuelwood, lumber and other forest products.
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GOVERNOR?™ TIMBER TASK FORCE REPORTS

r

by

JOHN STURGEON, State Forester, Alaska Department of Natural Resources

One of the most sig-
nificant occurrences
in recent history,
affecting Alaska's
forest products in-
dustry, took place on
October 24, 1984,
when Governor Bill
Sheffield established
a combined govern-
ment and private in-
dustry task force by
administrative order.
The goal of this task
force was to find
ways to help the for-
est products industry
in Southeast Alaska, which is currently beleaguered,
with problems. Inaddition, it had another goal of help-
ing to establish the fledgling industry in Alaska’s
interior. The task force was asked to submit its final
report to the Governor and the Regional Forester of
the U.S. Forest Service not later than December 15,
1984. A very tight time frame!

The task fo ce members covered a wide range of
involvement with the forest products industry. They
included representatives from large and small opera-
tions, state and federal government, and large and
small native corporations. The chairman appointed to
the task force was the prominent Juneau attorney, Jim
Clark. M. Clark has been very active in issues affect-
ing the forest products industry in Alaska. The
14-member task force included:

—Steve LaRoe of Fairbanks, representing the
Interior Woodcutters Association.

—Bill Thomas of Haines, Chairman of Klukwan,
Inc., a village corporation organized under
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act.

—Robert Loescher of Juneau, an executive of
the Sealaska Regional Corporation.

—George Woodbury of Ketchikan, logging
manager for the Louisiana Pacific Corpora-
tion pulp mill.

—Jim Rynearsorrof Sitka, an executive of the
Alaska Pulp Corporation mill.

—Steve Seley, owner of Seley, Inc., which
operates a sawmill in Wrangell.

—Wayne Gaskins of Portland, Ore., represent-
ing the Western Forest Industries
Association.

—Regional Forester Mike Barton of the U.S.
Forest Service, Department of Agriculture.
—Three state commissioners: Esther Wunnicke
of the Department of Natural Resources; Dick

Lyon of the Department of Commerce and

-30-

Economic Development; and Don Collinsworth
of the Department of Fish and Game.
—Lennle Boston, special assistant to Governor
Sheffield.
—=Craig Lindh, of the Division of Governmental
Coordination.

In addition, Sheffield asked Edward Packee of thg
University of Alaska-Fairbanks School of Agriculture,
and me, to serve as technical advisors to the task
force.

Broadly Based Group

Another unique feature of this task force was that
it Jarked the first time that such a broad base of the
forest products.industry h?d been appointed to meet
jointly. These various factions soon learned that they
had a lot in common in terme-of their current problems.

The discussions, during which problems were iden-
tified and solutions suggested, did much to increase
the understanding among these representatives. This,
in turn, had a very obvious binding effect. Eventually,
one of the long term side benefits from this effort will
be an improved statewide voice from the forest pro-
ducts industry.

The approach used by the task force was unusual
among groups given the mission of making recom-
mendations to the government. At the very first
meeting the following criteria were established:

A A consensus-based approach was used to iden-
tify problems and recommend solutions. Those
issues that could not be resolved were assigned
to a follow-up group, which would have a longer
period of time to suggest recommendations.

B. The task force sought to use existing structures
and programs rather than create new ones. This
approach was used not only because of attempts
to limit state spending, but also because it was
felt that the timber industry in Alaska had a proud
tradition of being self-sufficient.

C. Anemphasis was given to what the industry coufd-
do for itself with secondary consideration given
to what government help could be provided.

D. Above all, the recommendations were to be prac-
tical and realistic if they were to accomplish their
goals.

E Since not every interest associated with the forest
products industry could be represented, the task
force meetings were advertised and the full
involvement of all those attending the various
meetings was encouraged.

Alaska Forest Market Report, December 1934



Interior Alaska sawtimber is mostly white spruce, in bands along watercourses.

The actual task force report had over fifty recom-
mendations. These were contained in four major
categories: marketing, rules and regulations, in-
frastructure, and fir ncing. The criteria mentioned
earlier were used to juide the development of these

pacific recommendations. Some of the most signifi-
cant ones are briefly explained as follows:

Marketing

The marketing section was further divided into two
sections, foreign and domestic. A major recommen-
dation regarding foreign marketing was the establish-
ment of an export trading company to deal exclusively
with the People’s Republic of China. It was felt by ail
that a unified approach to developing the China
market would benefit the entire industry in Alaska. A
very minor amount of marketing assistance from the
State was requested. This would mostly be in the form
of generic marketing of Alaska species.

The section on domestic marketing identified areas
that needed further study and suggested that the
University of Alaska be the focal point for this
research. Specific recommendations included looking
into the possibility of enforcing the current forest pro-
ducts preference law, and investigating the demand
for softwood lumber products in the lower 48.

A forestry assistance program was recommended
to provide technical assistance to private landowners
and processors. This unit, which would be located
within the Division of Forestry, would also provide
technical guidance on forestry-related issues facing
the state.

Rules and Regulations

This section covered a wide range of issues, in-
cluding fish habitat protection, deer and timber

management, wood utilization standards, log transfer
facilities, consistency determination on the Coastal
Zone Management program and its relation to the
Foio-st Practices Act, Corps of Engineers' jurisdiction
over wetlands, size of clearcuts on federal lands,
capitalization of roads, ‘opted’ roads and road stan-
dards on National Forest lands and, finally, a review
of the appraisal systems currently used by both the
State and the federal governments. The majority of
these recommendations identified a follow-up group
that would investigate the problem in more detail and
formulate much more specific suggestions on resolv-
ing the issue. The members of this group would be
those most involved with the issues.

Infrastructure

The group agreed that infrastructure maintenance
and development are critical to a viable forest industry
in Alaska. The costs associated with the construction
and maintenance of associated roads, bridges, land-
ings, log transfer facilities, storage areas, docks, barg-
ing and deep water ports are all extremely high. It was
believed by the members of the task force that a coor-
dinated effort by all users would help alleviate some
of the infrastructure cost burden on industry. The
sources of funding to develop this infrastructure were
singled out as being especially important. Funding
sources to aid developing an infrastructure include:
ANILCA funding, State cost-share programs, and
State direct funding programs. In addition, specific
recommendations were made  consider the follow-
ing: regional transportation/processing facilities, use
of the Alaska Railroad, power sources, and energy
from waste-wood utilization.

(Continued on Page 36.)

Alaska Forest Market Report, December 1934



/

JIKIvr-iorwe'aSKm#’II

Chinese_Foresi”®

lih DMp of Chinese forestry was presented

~ The foresttareta IS tremendoug "

on agres in extent, comprising abou

13 percento the entlreﬁand are_a._Conmd%rlng%hlna’s

hu?e population, however, this is the equivalent of

only one-third of an acigund 350 cubic feet of wood

er person, well peieejw y world’s average. Most of

he f{)rests are locatectln the eastern part of the
country.

Perhaps the most educcdonal portion of the day
was what the delegation sad about the type of pro-
ducts that interested them tie most. They prefaced
their remarks by noting that the 'ast majority of homes
built in China used very little wood. The floors were
cement, the walls stone or cement clocks, with roof
trusses often made of steel: even the window and door
frames were frequently made of steel. The three pro-
vincial timber company general managers, who
answered most of the questions through an inter-
preter, repeatedly stated that they were most inter-
ested in smaller logs. They said that in their provinces
one of the most extensive uses for wood was poles
for the construction of farm buildings. He also noted
that round logs were definitely preferred. The peasants
refused to use square ‘logs’or cants, as we call them
here in the West. It should be noted again that these
were not the views expressed by the entire delega-
tion, only those of the provincial timber managers. M.
Gong of the China Timber Corporation was not present
during this exchange.

In summary, it appears that the People’s Republic
of China is very interned in developing trading rela-
tions with Alaska, especially for our lower-grade logs.
This exchange between governments is the first step
of many to solidifying 2 stable trading relationship.

After this exchange, all involved were very encour-
aged by the possibilities for developing a long-range
relationship with China.

BEST WISHES TO ALL OF YOU
FOR A GREAT 1985!

GOVERNOR'S TIMBER TASK FORCE REPORTS

(Continued from Page 31)
Hnancing

The final section was devoted to solving some of
the unique fma_ncmﬁ, problems that the Industry must
deal with. The first thing this section did was to outline
what the criteriaare irsecuring financing for Alaska's
timber industry. The next ste% was to outline what
was cufrently available and then what changes must
be made to assure that these sources of financing
fulfill the needs of the industry.

Export/Import Bank Proposed

Perhaps the most significant recommendation from
this section included the establishment of an Export/
Import Bank. Even after the changes suggested pre-
viously, the Task Force noted a major gap in financ-
ing: the lack of funds for start-up and mid-term capital
requirements when contracts for sale of products can
be made with foreign purchasers. The purpose of such
a bank would be to translate purchaser commitments
into funds for production of timber and timber pro-
ducts. It would be capitalized through the sale of tax-
exempt bonds. Its mission _would be to provide a
secondary market for loans made by private financial
institutions against future sales.

Other items not covered in the four previous sec-
tions included recommendations to establish a
dedicated State land base for multiple-use manage-
ment and to consider the development of a statewide
forest resources plan. The first came in the form of
a recommendation to establish State Forests in
Southcentral and Interior Alaska. Members believed
that a portion of these State Forests dedicated to
timber production could be used as a base to develop
a timber industry in these regions. The latter recom-
mended that a Resources Planning Act approach be
taken to the development of the statewide plan.

Summary

The establishment of this Timber Task Force was
in itself a major event in the history of Alaska's in-
dustry. It met to make some very practical and useful
recommendations to solve the problems facing the
industry in Southeast Alaska, and to guide the
development of the Interior's just emerging industry.
In addition, it also marked the first time that so many
segments of the industry from so many parts of the
state discussed mutual problems in a unified form.
With this kind of beginning and the continued
outstanding leadership exhibited by Chairman Jim
Clark, the situation should unquestionably improve
for Alaska’s timber industry.

John Sturgeon

Alaska Forest Market Report, December 1984
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Cook Inlet Chapter

Senate Committee on Resources February 22, 1985
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Committee Members:

The current legislative session provides another opportunity to assure that

responsible, active management of the State"s forested land is initiated. By
this, | mean land management actions based on recognition of the presence and
values of the various land resources and on objectives to preserve, protect,
conserve, enhance, and harvest those resources as appropriate. The productive
forest lands in State ownership need management 1if they are to provide the
full range of products, services and amenities of which they are capable. A

system of State Forests 1is provided for in the statutes. Appropriate units of
forest land need to be added to the system, which now includes only the Haines
and Tanana Valley State Forests.

Senate Bill 30 would add a Cape Yakataga Forest to the system. A bill, yet to
be introduced, would add a Susitna Forest the the system. Both of those
forests are of high priority because one contains the most productive forest
lands in State ownership (Yakataga) and the other a portion of the forest land
available in the Susitna River Basin where on half of the State®"s population
resides.

Both provide excellent opportunities for wood production and growth, wildlife
habitat enhancement and protection, dispersed recreation opportunities, and
all of the additional benefits of forested land. The people of Alaska will
receive the full benefits of public 1land ownership when those lands are
actively and efficiently managed for multiple resource protection and use.

Your support of the establishment of these units of the State Forest system 1is
needed. The Cook Inlet Chapter of the Society of American Foresters urges you
to provide that support to speed passage of these bills.
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Bradley
4122186
Original sponsor: Rules/Governor
IN THE SENATE BY THE RESOURCES COMMITTEE
CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 223 (Resources)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act establishing the Susitna State Forest; and
providing for an effective date."”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

*

Section 1. AS A1.17 is amended byadding a new section toread:
ARTICLE 5A. SUSITNA STATE FOREST.

Sec. 41.17.410. SUSITNA STATE FOREST. (a) Subject to wvalid
existing rights and except for Jland owned by or transferred to the
University of Alaska wunder <c¢h. 22, SLA 1983, the state-owned or
acquired land and water lying within the parcels described in (c) of
this section are designated as the Susitna State Forest.

(b) The commissioner shall consider and permitthe uses de-
scribed in AS 41.17.230(e) within the Susitna State Forest, subject to
the procedures established in AS 41.17.230(f). The commissioner may
establish transportation corridors within the Susitna State Forest.

(¢) The Susitna State Forest includes the state-owned or
acquired land and water lying within the following described parcels:

Township 14 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 3

Township 15 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 3 -4
Section 5 S1/2, NE1/4
Section 7

Township 15 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 4

-1- CSSB 223 (Res)



Section 5: S1/2
Section 6: SI/2
Sections 7 -22
Sections 29 - 31
Township 15 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 4
Sections 10-15
Sections 22 - 27
Sections 34 - 36
Township 16 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 3
Section 10: EI/2
Sections 11 - 14
Section 15: EI/2
Section 18: SWIl/4
Section 19: WI/2
Sections 22 - 24
Section 27
Section 28: EI/2
Sections 33 - 34
Township 16 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1. WI/2
Sections 2 -3
Section 6: WI/2
Sections 10-11
Section 12: WI/2
Sections 13-15
Section 21: E1/2

Sections 22 - 27
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Section 28: EI/2
Section 33: El/2, EL/2SW1/4
Sections 34 35
Section 36: WI/2
Township 16 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 3
Section 8: El/2
Sections 9 -12
Section 13: NI/2
Sections 14-17
Section 18: El/2, SWI/4
Section 19: NI/2
Sections 20 22
Section 23: WI/2
Sections 26 28
Section 29: EIl/2
Section 32: NEI/4
Sections 33 35
Township 16 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Section 13: SEI/4
Section 24: NEI/4
Township 17 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 4: SWI/4
Section 5: Si/2, S1/2N1/2
Sections 6 -8
Section 9: WI/2, SEI/4
Section 15: Wi/2, S1/2SE1/4
Sections 16-22
Section 23: Swi/4

CSSB 223 (Res)
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Section 25:
Sections 26 - 28
Section 30
Section 31: W1/2
Township 17 North,
Section 1: SET/4
Section 2: SlI/2
Sections 3 -5
Section 6: EI/2
Sections 7-15
Section 17: WI1/2
Sections 18 - 19
Section 20: WI1/2
Sections 22 - 26
Section 27: NEI/4
Section 29: WI1/2
Sections 30 - 31
Section 32: Nwl/4
Sections 35 - 36

Township 17 North,

Section 12: SEl/4
Section 13: EI/2
Section 24: El/2,
Section 25

Section 26: El/2,
Section 34: E1/2E1/2
Sections 35 - 36

Township 18 North,

Section 2:

SWI/74, S1/2NW1/4

Range 10 West,

E1/2W1/2

Swiz4

Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Seward Meridian

Range 6 West, Seward Meridian

WORK DRAFT

that portion west of the east bank of the
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Susitna River
Section 3
Section 10: NI/2, N1/2S1/2
Section 11: that portion west of the east bank of the
Susitna River
Township 18 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 18: SWI/4, W1/2SE1l/4
Section 19 WIl/2, SEI/4, W1/2NE1/4
Section 28 W1/2Sw1/4
Section 29 WIl/2, SEl/4, S1/2NE1/4
Sections 30 - 33
Township 18 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1: W1/2W1/2
Sections 2 -3
Section 4: EIl/2
Section 10: NI/2, SEl/4
Section 11
Section 12: WI/2, W1/2SE1/4
Section 13
Section 14: NIl/2, SEN/4, NE1/4SW1/4
Section 15: N1/2NE1/4
Section 23: NEI/4, E1/2SE1/4
Sections 24 - 25
Section 26: E1/2NE1/4
Section 36: EI/2
Township 18 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Section 28: SI1/2
Section 32: El/2, SWI/4
Section 33

-5- CSSB 223(Res)
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Township 19 West, Range 5 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 3-10
Sections 15-22
Sections 25 - 3#4
Township 19 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1: E1/2
Sections 4 -5
Section 6: NI/2, N1/2S1/2
Section 8: EI/2
Section 9
Section 10: WI/2
Sections 12-13
Section 15: WI1/2, W1/2E1/2
Section 16
Section 21
Section 22: WIl/2, W1/2E1/2
Sections 24 - 26
Township 19 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 3
Section 4: NW1/4NW1/4
Section 10: NEl/4
Township 20 North, Range 3 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 3-10
Sections 15-18
Sections 20 - 22
Sections 26 - 28
Section 29: NI/2, N1/2S1/2, SENI/4SE1/4
Township 20 North, Range 5 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 2 -4

CSSB 223(Res) _6-
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Section 5: EI/2E1/2
Section 8: EI/2
Sections 9-11
Sections 14 - 17
Section 18: E1/2E1/2
Section 19: EI/2
Sections 20 - 22
Sections 27 - 29
Sections 32 - 34
Township 20 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5: E1/2W1/2, W1/2SW1/4
Section 6
Section 8: WI1/2, WI1/2, SEl/4
Section 17
Section 20: WI/2, W1/2SEl1/4
Section 25: E1/2E1/2
Section 28: SWi/4
Sections 29 - 32
Section 33: WI1/2, SEN/4, SW1/4NE1/4
Section 36: EI/2
Township 20 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1: E1/2
Section 2: SWI/4, W1/2NW1/4
Sections 3-10
Section 11: WIl/2, SEWl/4, W1/2NE1/4
Section 12: WI/2, SWi/4
Section 13: W1/2wW1/2
Sections 14 - 17
Section 18: SI1/2

-7- CSSB 223(Res)



Section 19
Sections 20 - 23
Section 24: W1/2W1/2
Sections 25 - 36
Township 20 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1
Sections 2-20
Section 21: that portion north of the south bank of
the Yentna River.
Sections 22 - 26
Section 27: that portion east of the west bank of the
Yentna River
Sections 34 - 36
Township 20 North, Range 9 West, btward Meridian
Sections 1 - 2
Section 3: E1/2NE1/4
Sections 11 - 13
Section 14: NElI/4
Section 24
Township 21 North, Range 3 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 2-10
Section 11: Nw1/4
Sections 15-22
Sections 27 - 34
Township 21 North, Range 4 West, Seward Meridian
Section 25: S1/2SE1/4, SE1/4SW1/4
Section 36: El/2, E1/2W1/2
Township 21 North, Range 5 West, Seward Meridian

Sections 24 - 25

CSSB 223(Res) 8-
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Section 26:
Section 27
Section 28:

Section 33:

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT
Yolr— o (1] B ]
wWil/2, NElLI/4
NE1/4
SEN1/4

Sections 34 - 35

Township 21 North,

Section 2:
Section 5:
Sections 6
Section 8:
Section 11:
Section 14:

Section 15:

Range 6 West, Seward Meridian
Wi/2
wil/2, N1/2NEl/4
n7
NW1/4, N1/2SW1/4
wi/2

NW1/4

SEN/4, E1/2NE1/4

Sections 18 - 19

Section 20:
Section 22:
Section _9:
Section 30
Section 31:

Section 32:

wi/2
N1/2
wi/2

N1/2, SEN/4

W1/2SE1/4, SW1/4NE1l/4

Township 21 North , Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Sections
Section 15:
Sections 16
Section 23:
Sections 24
Section 27:
Sections 28

Section 34:

1-14

N1/72, SEl/4

-2

NEl1/4

- 25

wil/2, W1/2E1/2

- 33

SE1/4NE1/4

NW1i/74, Swi/4, SEN/4, W1/2NE1/4,

-9- CSSB 223 (Res)



WORK DRAFT

CSSB 223(Res)

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

Section 36: ElI/2

Township 21 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Sections 1 - 2

Section 3: El/2, E1/2NW1/4

Section 11: NEIl/4, E1/2NW1/4, NW1/4Nw1/4, SEN/4,
NE1/4SW1/4

Sections 12 - 13

Section 14: NEl/4, N1/2SE1/4, SE1/4SE1/4

Sections 17-20

Section 21: WI/2, SEN/4

Section 23: E1/2E1/2, SW1/4SE1/4

Section 24

Section 25

Section 26: El/2, SWI/4, E1/2NW1/4, SW1/4SW1/4

Section 27: SEl/4, S1/2NE1/4, S1/2SW1/4, NW1/4SW1/4

Sections 28 - 35

Section 36

Township 21 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 7: NIl/2, N1/2S1/2

Section 8

Section 12: S1/2S51/2

Sections 13 - 14

Section 16: Sl1/2, S1/2N1/2

Section 17: El/2, E1/2NW1/4

Section 20: NEIlI/4, NE1/4SEl1/4

Sections 21 - 27

Section 28: NEI/4, NE1/4NW1/4, NE1/4SE1l/4
Section 34: NEI/4, NE1/4NW1/4, NE1/4SE1/4

Sections 35 - 36

-10-



Township 21 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1: that portion of SI/2 north of the south
bank of the Yentna River
Section 12: that portion east of the west bank of the
Susitna River
Township 22 North, Range 1 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5: S1/2S1/2
Section 6: S1/2S1/2
Sections 7 -9
Section 10: SI/2, S1/2N1/2, N1/2NwWl1/4
Section 11: SI1/2, S1/2N1/2
Section 12: SI1/2, S1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 2 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1: S1/2S1/2
Section 2: Sl1/2
Section 3: SlI/2
Section 4: SlI/2
Section 5: Sl1/2
Section 6: SI/2, Nw1/4
Sections 7-12
Section 15: N1/2N1/2
Sections 16-21
Sections 28 - 30
Section 31: NI/2
Section 32: NI/2
Section 33: NI/2
Township 22 North, Range 3 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 4
Section 5: E1/2

“11- CSSB 223 (Res)
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Section 8: EI/2
Sections 9-12
Sections 13-16
Section 17: El/2
Section 20: E1/2NE1/4
Sections 21 - 28

Sections 33 - 36

Township 22 North, Range 6 West, Seward Meridian

Section 19

Section 28: W1/2SW1/4

Section 29: WIl/2, SEl/4, W1/2NE1l/4
Sections 30 - 32

Section 33: WI/2, SEI/4, SW1/4NE1/4

Section 35: WI/2

Township 22 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Section 1: SwWiI/4

Sections 12-36

Township 22 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

Section 13 S1/2, S1/2N1/2

Section 14 S1/2, S1/2N1/2

Section 15 S1/2, S1/2N1/2

Section 16 SEl1/4

Section 21 EL1/2

Sections 22 - 27

Section 28: EI/2

Section 33: NEI/4, N1/2SE1/4, SE1/4SE1/4

Sections 34 - 36

Township 22 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 5: SwWl/4, W1/2SE1/4

-12-
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Sections 6 - 8
Section 9: W1/2SW1/4
Section 16: NW1/4Nw1/4
Section 17: N1/2N1/2
Section 18: N1/2N1/2
Township 22 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1-12
Section 13: S1/2NW1/4, NW1/4SW1/4
Sections 14-18
Section 21: All North and East of right limit of
Yentna River
Sections 22 - 23
Section 26
Section 27: All North and East of right limit
of Yentna River
Section 28: All North and East of right limit of
Yentna River
Section 35: All North and East of right limit of
Yentna River
Township 22 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1
Section 12: NI/2, SEl/4
Section 13: N1/2NE1/4
Township 22 North, Range 1 East, Seward Meridian
Section 7: S1/2NwW1/4, SI1/2
Section 8: S1/25W1/4
Section 17: N1/2N1/2
Section 18: N1/2N1/2
Township 23 North, Range 1 West, Seward Meridian
-13- CSSB 223(Res)
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Section
Section
Section
Section
Section
Section

Section

Section
Section
Section
Section
Section
Section
Section
Section

Section

5:
6:
7
18
19
29
30

Township 23 North,

13:
23:
24:
26:
27:
28:
29:
30:
31:

Township 23 North,

WORK DRAFT

NW1/4NW1/4
NE1/4NE1/4
SEl1/4

W1/2E1/2, E1/2W1/2, W1/2SW1/4

wWil/2, SW1/4SEl1/4
wi/2
El/2, E1/2NW1/4

Range 2 West, Seward Meridian
E1/2SE1/4

SEN/4, S1/25W1/4

N1/2, SWi/4
N1/2N1/2, S1/2NwW1/4
N1/2, N1/2S1/2
N1/2, N1/2S1/2

N1/2

N1/2, SWi/4

wi/2

Range 3 West, Seward Meridian

Sections 1 - 6

Sections 9-16

Sections 21

- 28

Sections 33 - 36

Section
Section
Section
Section
Section

Section

Township 23 North,

5:
6
7
18:
19:
30:

Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

NW1/4, W1/2SW1/4

NW1/4, W1/2NE1/4,
wi/2

W1/25W1/4
W1/2w1/2, SE1/4SW1/4

-14-
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Section 31
Township 23 North, Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 2
Section 10: S1/2S51/2
Sections 11 - 14
Section 15: El/2, E1/2W1/2
Section 22: El/2, E1/2W1/2
Sections 23 - 27
Section 28: El/2, E1/2W1/2
Section 30: SWiI/4
Sections 31 - 36
Township 23 North, Range 11 West, Seward Meridian
Section 25: SEl/4
Section 36: El/2, Swil/4
Township 24 North, Range 1 West, Seward Meridian
Section 30: S1/2SW1/4
Section 31: Nwi1/4, SwWI/4, S1/2NE1/4, E1/2SW1/4
Section 32: W1/2SW1/4
Township 24 North, Range 2 West, Seward Meridian
Section 20: S1/2S1/2, NE1/4SE1/4, SE1/4NE1/4
Section 21: SI/2, NEl/4, S1/2NW1/4
Section 22
Section 23: WI/2, W1/2SE1/4
Section 25: S1/2Nw1/4, N1/2SW1/4, SEN/4
Section 26: NEl/4
Sections 27 - 28
Section 29: NI/2, Swil/4
Section 30: SI/2, S1/2N1/2

Section 31: wil/2

-15- CSSB 223 (Res)
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Section 36: N1/2NE1/4

Township 24 North, Range 3 West,

WORK DRAFT

Seward Meridian

Section 1: SlI/2

Section 2: S1/2SE1/4

Section 3: WH/2, NEl/4, W1/2SE1/4
Section 4

Section 5: SI1/2, NEl/4, SE1/4NW1/4
Section 8: NI/2

Sections 9-16
Sections 19-36
Township 24 North, Range 7 West,

Sections 3 -5

Seward Meridian

Section 6: NEI/4

Section 8: NI/2, SEl/4, N1/2SW1/4

Sections 9-10

Section 18: SWI/4, JW1/4NwW1/4, SW1/4SE1/4
Section 19 wil/2, SEN/4, W1/2NE1/4, SE1/4SW1/4
Section 20 S1/2

Section 28 WI/2

Sections 29 - 3
Township 24 North, Range 8 West,

Section 1: WI/2

Sections 2-11
Section 12: WI1/2, W1/2SE1/4
Section 14: Swi/4

Sections 15-20

Section 21: E1/2NE1/4
Section 22
Section 23: WI/2, W1/2SE1/4

-16-
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Section 26: N1/2NW1/4, NW1/4NE1/4
Section 27: NE1/4NE1/4

Township 24 North,

Range 9 West, Seward Meridian

Section 1

Section 2: EI/2
Section 10: EI/2
Sections 11 - 14
Section 15: EIN/2E1/2
Section 31: Sl/2
Section 32: SWiI/4

Township 24 North,
Section 36:

Township 25 North,

Range 10 West, Seward Meridian
SEl/4

Range 7 West, Seward Meridian

Sections 3 -4

Section 6: WI/2, N1/2NE1/4
Section 7: W1/2NW1/4
Section 8: El/2, E1/25W1/4
Sections 9-10

Sections 15-17

Sections 20 - 22

Section 23: WI1/2

Section 26: WI/2

Sections 27 - 29

Sections 32 - 34

Section 35: WI/2

Township 25 North,

Sections 1 -

Range 8 West, Seward Meridian

5

Sections 8-12

Section 13:

N1/2, SWI/4, W1/2SEl1/4
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WORK DRAFT
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WORK DRAFT

Sections 14-23
Section 24: WIl/2, W1/2E1/2, E1/2SE1/4
Sections 25 - 36
Township 25 North, Range 9 West, Seward Meridian
Sections 1 - 3
Sections 10-15
Township 26 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 5: Nwl/4, N1/2SW1/4
Section 7: NI/2, SWi/4
Section 18: WI/2
Section 20: SEl/4
Section 21: SlI/2
Sections 27 - 28
Section 29: NEl/4
Section 31: W1/2SE1/4
Section 33
Township 26 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 2
Sections 4-10
Section 13
Sections 15-18
Section 22
Sections 24 - 29
Sections 32 - 36
Township 27 North, Range 7 West, Seward Meridian
Section 29: WI/2
Section 32: WI/2
Township 27 North, Range 8 West, Seward Meridian
Section 1: W1/2wW1/2
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‘%« ment plan for the Susitna State Forest under

1C

1T ture,

12

13
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WORK DRAFT

the commissioner shall

its review.

WORK DRAFT

Sections 2 -3

Section 12: WI1/2, SEl/4
Sections 13 - 15
Sections 19-24

Section 25: WI1/2
Sections 26 - 35

Section 36: WI/2

This Act takes effect July 1, 1986.

19-

WORK DRAFT

The commissioner of natural resources shall prepare a manage-

AS 41.17.230. Within the

first 10 days of the First Session of the Sixteenth Alaska State Legisla-

submit the management plan to the legislature
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