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SPECIAL PROJECTS

DIRECT MEDIA CONTACTS

Direct media contacts under trade promotion will be expanded to include
major markets. An Alaska seafood industry spokesperson will meet the
local newspaper, radio and television contacts to promote both canned

and fresh/frozen salmon.

Rationale:

These media contacts in each city will give additional consumer exposure

to both canned and fresh/frozen salmon.

IN-STORE TASTINGS

In-store canned salmon taste tests in selected key markets.

Rationale:

To expose the consumer to the excellent quality, goodness and versatility

of canned salmon.

EDUCATIONAL MAILING

ft
Education kit will be sent to the home economics teachers of junior and
senior high schools as well as colleges and universities for inclusion
in their home economics programs targeted to teenagers. These compre-
hensive Kkits would include the new canned arid fresh/frozen fact book,
Alaska seafood poster, teacher®s guide with lesson plans and activities

and spirit masters. These :an be used with chain store and extension

home economists.



Special Projects--2

Rationale:
To acquaint market segments with the benefits of canned salmon through

their educational system.



ALASKA SAMON RECOVERY:  Trade Advertising

Using all-expense paid trips to one of the world"s finest fishing
reports as an incentive, an aggressive prir.t advertising program
would be conducted in select food chain stoi e publications. This

promotional effort would be supported by market representative

personai contact work and direct mail.

Rationale:
Reassure the grocery trade that canned salmon is still in high
consume”™ demand and will soon be even more so as the Alaska seafood

industry launches the most aggressive consumer prom-.tional campaign

in the history of this product.



ALASKA SALMON RECOVERY:  Trade Publicity

REGIONAL SEMINARS

Regional educational and demonstration seminars for seafood proprietors,
supermarkets and seafood buyers/managers by an internationally renowned
food expert in key markets. Care, handling and preparation of Alaska
salmon will be stressed. This spokesperson will also meet with electronic
and print media in each city and will focus on both canned and fresh/
frozen salmon.

Rationale:

These educational seminars will result in a better understanding and
appreciation of Alaska salmon, thereby increasing sales. These media
contacts in each city will give additional consumer exposure to both

canned and fresh/frozen salmon.

TRADE. ROADSHOW

Representatives for the Alaska seafood industry will make personal contact
with major headquarters. Those contacts will launch the aggressive multi-
million dollar consumer Alaska vacation sweepstakes promotion tu key
buyers nationwide. A further incentive will be an Alaska fishing vacation
contest for the grocery trade. Moth canned salmon and fresh/frozen salmon

from Alaska will be promoted in this program element.

Point-of-sale materials for canned and fresh/frozen salmon will be
introduced to the trade at these meetings. Point-of-sale materials will

include tear-off recipe pads, banners and posters.



Trade Publicity— 2

Chain store buyers not contacted by personal method will be sent
materials and further program exposure will be done through trade

magazine advertising.

Rationale:
To regain the confidence of supermarket trade in canned salmon and
increase purchase and shelf space of canned salmon and expand the

consumer market for fresh/frozen salmon.



ALASKA SALMON RECOVERY.  European Promotion

Due to the total embargo of one-half pound American canned salmon
in Great Britain as well as the negative repercussion in surrounding
European markets, our international marketing effort is one of the

most serious and challenging aspects of the recovery program.

Preliminary research has revealed that the problem in the United
Kingdom can,be interpreted as presently being serious, with a high
consumer awareness level. The Alaska seafood industry to date has
gathered a large number of front page stories which herald the
Belgian botulism death and warn consumers not to eat Amer~can
canned salmon. While further investigation is required as to the
cost of research as well as a consumer and trade recovery promo-
tional effort, it is recommended that 2-& of the $10 million be

dedicated to an international canned salmon recovery program.
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Alaska Jiiaie llejtslatmre

Senate
: : Pouch V
Office of the President State CaEitoI
Official Business Juneau, Alaska 99811

January 15, 1981

TO: Legislative Council
FROM: Senator Jalmar Kerttula
SUBJECT: Report of the Salmon Quality Control

Study Committee

This 1i1s a report of the Prince William Sound voluntary
quality control compliance pilot project set up by the

Salmon Quality Control Study Committee.

The recommendations of the Committee are to continue the
pilot project for one more season ard to implement a

statewide quality control education program.



The Prince William Sound Quality Control Standards were implemented
as a pilot project to analyze the quality of fishholds in a relatively
moderate area of the State of Alaska, assuming that the appreciation of
guality was highest in Southeastern and deteriorated as one progressed
westward.

One has to accept that this pilot project was disrupted by the fact
that there was no early gillnet season, which did not lend itself to the
project, and that the early, unexpectedly high volume pink salmon seine
season created a crash mobilization of the fleet which also detracted from
cooperation and compliance.

On the whole, with consideration of the problems, | feel it was a very
successful experiment. The local processors and the fishermen's organizati
worked together on this project with enthusiasm prior to the seasons, which
displayed the mutual concern for improving or proving the quality of Prince

William Sound salmon, and eventually salmon from Alaska.

If this pilot project i >carried over to the 1981 season, | feel that
significantly better compliance with the program will be seen. Both
processors and fishermen will be more aware and prepared for the inspection

and timing to create an atnosphere for more and bettei inspections.

The results of the Prince William Sound inspection program were as

follows:

Whitney Fidalgo Fisheries Inc. inspected 14 boats

Chugach Alaska Fisheries inspected a questionable number of
boats-no report was forwarded to oh
CAMA office.

Alaska Packers Association inspected 60 boats

Morpae, Inc. inspected 42 boats

North Pacific Processors inspected 38 boats

St. Elias Ocean Products inspected 82 boats

Miscellaneous Processors inspected 5 boats

An unknown number of boats were insoected in Valdez
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This totals 241 boats in aggregate which were inspected, approximately
35 per cent of the entire Prince William Sound fleet,

Of that: 84 were seine boats

12 were tenders
145 were gillr.et boats
A construction breakdown on these boats:
6 steel construction
1 cement construction
51 wood construction
183 fiberglass construction

Of the fiberglass construction, glass over wood was considered fiber-
glass as the outer hold and deck coating was most pertinent to the project
we are concerned with. Only a small percentage of the fiberglass boats
listed are of glass over wood construction.

Of the boats inspected, 197 met the preferred standards while only
44 qualified for minimum standards. In analyzing the inspection forms,

I ran across a problem with Alaska Packers Association inspections where
they disqualified bowpickers for lack of engine room insulation. Since
the engines in bowpickers are far removed from the fishholds, | arbitrarily
changed those to preferred qualifications. Predominantly all wood boats
only met minimum standards.

Overall, considering it was a first-time pilot project, | would say
the Prince William Sound project was an immense success. Personally, |
would like to give it one more season to accurately evaluate its success
or failure as a voluntary program. In the interim, the Salmon Quality
Control educational project will have time to at least reach the areas of
the state that are least attuned to quality control.

Over the past season | personally observed both in Prince William
Sound and Bristol Bay real and sincere attempts to improve the quality of
Alaska salmon, both on the part of the processor and the fishermen. In
these days of exorbitantly high interest rates and double digit inflation,
I would at least hope that we don't push an extremely costly program on
the industry unless it is absolutely necessary. I feel we should make an
honest effort to make the industry aware that quality control on a mandatory
basis is pending if reasonable steps to keep improving quality are not
continued. However, | also feel that we must keep in mind the state of

the industry's financial health in anything we mandate.
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If this committee feels legislation on fishhold improvement is
necessary, then | would recommend only basic necessities for the first
year of implementation as follows:

1. Ability to pump hold dry.

2. Eliminate heat transfer from engine to fishhold.

3. Ability to keep fish covered.

4. Watertight bulkheads - to keep oil and gas off of fish.

5. Fishholds that can be cleaned and sanitized.

These five basics for fishholds are the most significant and the most
important for a first step at this time. This should be all that is requir
As the program progresses and as the awareness develops through education,

we can, at a later date, expand this program.



Funding Information Introduced: 1/21/81

General Fund  w51777,000 Referred: Resources and
Other Funds ﬁﬂﬂﬂ&ﬂﬂ] Finance
1 IK THE SENATE BY KERTTULA
2 SENATE BILL NO. 103
3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
4 TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
5 A BILL
6 For an Act entitled: "An Act making a special appropriation to the Legis-
1 lative Council for a salmon quality control education
8 program; and providing for an effective date."
8 BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

10
1

12
13
14
15
16

17

18
19
20
21

22
23
24

25
26
2
28
29

* Section 1. The sum of $170,000 is appropriated from the general fund
to the Legislative Council for the salmon quality control education program
recommended by the education subcommittee of the Senate committee on quality
assurance in the salmon fishing industry.

* Sec. 2. The unexpended and unobligated portion of the appropriation
made by this Act lapses i;. o the general fund June 30, 1982.

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.-

070(c).
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REPORT OF THE ALASKA SENATE COMMITTEE ON QUALITY
ASSURANCE IN THE SALMON FISHING INDUSTRY

BY THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION

Background and Need

The Alaska salmon industry has undergone a major change
in the last ten years. This change consisted of a shift
from a primary emphasis on canned salmon to a heavy emphasis
on fresh and frozen salmon processing (Fig. 1). This shift
is as dramatic as, and 1is economically more significant than
the development of the tanner crab TfTishery.

Traditionally, the fresh and frozen salmon markets were
supplied by troll-caught salmon from Southeast Alaska and
the Pacific Northwest. These were high-quality silver and
king salmon, bled and dressed immediately after capture and
iced within a short period of time. The supply was supple—
mented by gillnet-caught salmon, again principally silvers
and kings.

As the market for fresh and frozen salmon expanded, it
had to be fil3ed with n~t-caught salmon. This move was
accompanied by an increase in cold storage capacity 1in the
Gulf of Alaska and air shipments from Bristol Bay and the
AYK district.

During the last four years the growth has been dramatic
(Fig. D . In 1979 over 100 million pounds of salmon, 1including
sockeye, chums and pinks that would previously have gone

into the can, went to the frozen market. This 1is accomplished



o

150

145
140
135
130
125
120
115

65

72

ALASKA FROZEN SALMON PRODUCTION

73

74

2

75

YEARS

76

=

78

79



by "high grading™ at the plant, which has resulted 1in an
overall lowering of quality in both the canned and frozen
product.

Many of the fishermen and processors who are now pro-—
ducing for the fresh and frozen market formerly canned all
of their product. Therefore, they are not familiar with the
proper methods of handling fish to attain a high quality
frozen product.

In Japan and Europe the devaluation of the U.S. dollar
has put salmon within the buying range of more people. The
Japanese market 1is for high quality dressed salmon with the
head on, which are sold whole on the retail market. In
Europe, the demand is for frozen salmon which are thawed and
split for mild curing and smoking. Both markets demand a
qguality fish with no external or internal blemishes or
visible flaws. North America, too, is experiencing a shift
toward fresh and frozen salmon for use as steaks and fillets
and, to a lesser extent, the mild cure and smoking market.

European and Asian markets are looking to our competition
for a high quality product. This includes Canada and Norway,
both of whom have high quality standards set by government
regulation.

Processors in Europe complain about bruises, soft
flesh, belly burn, rancidity and poor butchering of the
product they receive from the U.S., 1including Alaska. These

are all caused by improper handling and processing.



Problem

The Alaska fish are as good as any when they come from
the water, but several million pounds of frozen salmon were
condemned by state and federal inspectors after the 1979
season. Quality loss occurs in the hands of huruans.

The problem of salmon quality is statewide, but is more
critical in areas where the production of frozen salmon is a

relatively new form of processing.

Goals and Objectives

The goal of this project is to "Raise the quality of
Alaska frozen salmon to a level that will meet or exceed
that of any other country ™ product competing on a world
market."

Our immediate objective is co improve the overall
qguality of Alaska salmon. Clearly, efforts need to be made
in assisting the industry to improve the quality of salmon
submitted to the world markets. Education 1is needed in
proper techniques for handling salmon.

A committee has been appointed to determine these
educational needs and the kinds of educational efforts the
state should support. A broad-based educational program,
directed at fishermen, tendermen and fish processors, 1is

recommended by the committee.



Approach

A broad-based education program will be developed.
This program must be delivered to the largest number of
industry members possible. The project will reach fisher—
men, tendermen, processors and shippers of salmon; 1iH.e., all
segments of the industry. In order to reach most of the
industry, a number of different audio and visual educational
techniques will be employed. These will 1include, but not be

limited to:

1. Seminars, workshops and conferences

2. Consultation services

3. Public service radio spots

4. "How-to" fact sheets

5. Slide series on handling salmon

6. 16-mm educational film on salmon handling and

processing methods
7. Salmon handler®s manual
In order to provide these educational services it will
be necessary to employ a full-time specialist in the care,
handling and processing of frozen salmon. This will
need to be a long-term project. Current practices are

ingrained and will take a number of years to change.

OQutline of Education Activities
1. Seminars, workshops and conferences. Seminars and

workshops will be conducted in fishing ports throughout the



state. These will be directed at fishermen and processing
personnel. This mechanism is helpful in making industry
members aware of the problem and will offer solutions to
specific problems of each fishery and region. This has been
demonstrated to be one of the best methods for provoking a
desirable change.

A conference will be held to bring together the leaders
of the fishermen®s organizations with the objective of in—
forming them of the problems poor quality has caused 1in the
marketplace? to obtain their 1ideas for a long-range solution;
and to enlist their support. A second conference will be
held with the quality assurance personnel in the processing

%
plants to inform them of the problems that occur in plants
and to provide them with information and materials for
training their in-plant workers.

2. Consultation services. In order to improve the
quality cf fish _landed it will be necessary tc do conversion
work on many of the salmon vessels presently in use. This
will 1include the installation of slush ice, refrigeration
systems, or other types of cooling systems on the vessel.

In some areas of the state the older or smaller vessels are
not lined. Fish lay in the bilge or against hot engineroom
bulkheads. In some cases boxing may be justified. The
specialist would be available to provide technical information

on these and other specific problems. In many cases, the



fishermen or processors could make the necessary changes
themselves with technical assistance made available through
this program.

3. Public service radio announcements (PSAls). All
radio stations make time available for public service announce—
ments . Several stations have been contacted and have ex—
pressed a willingness to air educational spots relating to
good handling practices for salmon. A series of PSA"s will
be produced and distributed to all radio stations 1in coastal
communities. The PSA"s will contain "how-to"™ tips as well as
what not to do. They will each contain *an educational message;
however, their prime function will be to raise the general
awareness of the necessity for good handling practices.

Through personal contact with participating radio stations
it is expected that the PSA"s will be aired at a time most
fishermen listen to the broadcast band- at the time of the

marine weather forecast.

4. "How-to" fact sheets. A series of "how-to" fact
sheets will Dbe written. They will be developed for each
fishery Dby region. It Is necessary to develop them by

fishery and region because of the differences in the har—
vesting methods employed and the different conditions existing
in each region. Fact sheets will also be developed for in-

plant handling. Subjects to be covered will include, but



not be limited to, effects of temperature; sanitation;

use of 1ice; refrigeration; etc. These fact sheets will be
given broad distribution to fishermen and processors and be
used in workshops and seminars.

5. Slide series on salmon handling and processing.

A series of slides is presently being assembled that shows
the effect of poor handling and butchering practices. This
series will be expanded to show proper methods. The series
will be duplicated for use 1in workshops and seminars and
will be available for fish processors to use in their own
in-plant training sessions. These slides must be considered
as a tool rather than standing on their own as an educa—
tional program.

6. 16-mm movie fTilm/television tape on salmon handling
and processing methods. A 16-mm educational movie film will
be developed showing proper handling and icing and the
processing of frozen salmon in the plant. Television tape
copies of this film will be made available for circulation
to schools and educational TV, and will be used in work-—
shops, seminars, etc. A film will not be a complete educa-—
tional program but will augment the other educational efforts.

7. Salmon handler®s manual. The fact sheets will be
completed and supplemented with additional materials to

produce a salmon handler®s manual. This manual will 1in-



elude the why as well as the how to. The major us of fhim
manual will be for in-plant training by company personnel.
It will also be. used to train new quality control people in

the plants.

Interactions

It is necessary that this project interact with present
eaucatr.on efforts in salmon quality enhancement in both the
private and public sectors. This wou]r include the University
of Alaska, the National Food Process™. =5 Association, fisher—
men % associations, and the state legislature.

It is recommended that a permanant advisory committee
be appointed t_ monitor the program. This committee should
meet on a quarterly basis to review progress and to identify

problem areas.
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Salmon Quality Education

BUDGET

SALARIES
Instructor 12 mo @ $3000 mo
Clerical assistance 1/2 time 12 mo
Staff benefits @ 20.5%

TOTAL =
EQUIPMENT

Office equipment
Audio Visual

TOTAL
EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES
Recording tape
35-mm film
Office supplies
TOTAL
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL SERVICES
16-mm movie
Printing (fact sheets, manual)
Postage
Communications
Xerox and drafting
Video tapes
Reproduction of slide sets
Subcommittee travel and per diem
TOTAL
TOTAL DIRECT

TOTAL INDIRECT @ 50.8% of S & W

GRAND TOTAL

$ 36,000
8,000
44,000

9,020

1,500
950

480
120
200

40,000
13,200
1,100
3,000
2,000
400
500
10,000

$ 53,020

2,450

800

7,800

70,200
134,270
22,352

$156,622



Canned salmon

Once, not so very long ago, salmon was a
widely harvestéd and seemlnle inex-
haustible food source. It was so plentiful
in parts of the world that it was consid-
ered a dish for the lower classes. Indeed,
history records an gccasion when aP_pren-
tices of the London quilds petitioned
their masters to limit the provision of
salmon for apprentice fare to no more
than five meals a week. The apprentices
were sick of salmon.

_But subsequent history—marked by
river pollution and hYdro ower expan-
sion—has grossly interrered with the life
cycle of the salmon and greatly enhanced
Its esteem. Easy hauls from the Thames
and other  4-water river mouths of
Europe and i-astern North Ann are
no longer thinkable. Scottish and Nova
Scotia salmon are too highly prized as
gourmet foods to I>c canried on a large
scale. Even the splendid Columbia IUvcr
salmon runs from the Pacific have wasted
to a trickle, unable to support a canning

Five were
very good

CONSUMER REPORTS
M W

industry. Thus, almost all the canned
salmonsold in the U.S. comes from the
Pacific North-Northwest—more specifi-
cally, from fisheries that dot the shores of
Bristol Bay in Alaska.

Pacific salmon spend several years
feeding in rich northern seas, gathering
and husbanding strength for afinal im-
perative—a_deSperate journey upstream
against sprlng orrents in search of the
heudwater lakes and rivulets where they
first hatched. Once they leave the sea,
they never cat agaln; they exist only to
spawn and die. But as_they throng™ the
hays and sounds, gathering at the mouths
of ‘their mother rivers, they present the
salmon fishing fleet with an annual 'Har-
vest in near-peak condition.

The red salmon, also called sockeye or
blueback salmon, Is usually harvested at
about seven pounds. Its deep orange-Plnk
flesh is firm, separating into incdium-
sized Hakes. I* retains an oily moistnoss
that yields a rich aroma In hot dishes.

More plentiful—and generally less val-
ued-arc pink sahnoa In their short two-
year lifespan, the¥ grow to about 4%
pounds. Their lighter-colored flesh sepa-
rates into smaller and drier flakes than
the flesh of red salmon. It's well suited
for casseroles and sandwich fillings.

_In many parts of the country, Ted and
pink salmon arc what you find ow1 super-
market store shelves “(iflng salmon, or
chinook, the reddest and rarest of canned
salmon, is usually marketed asa spcciulty
gourmet item.) Hut in some areas, espe-
cially the South, you can also find r'liim
Chum, or keta, Is the lightest in color and
the least expensive of the canned sam-
ons. It's appropriate for fried patties,
chowders, and loaves, _

_CU shoppers searched the stores in 15
cities around the country to help us
determine what salmon I on the market.
1hey found 80 different brands. tMany
IndeEendent distributors buy from the
Alaskan canneries and sell under their

467



own Iabels.z From those brands, we
selected for estmg 33 widely distributed
brands: 17 of red salmon,” 12 of pink
salmon, and 4 of chum.

After a fresh start

The salmon’s provident way of life-
saving everP/thmg for the children, as it
were=should reward the fisheries with a
crop in its plump prime. The fishing
boats usually work close enough to shore
to put salmon on cannery docks before
deterioration sets in. The fish of each spe-
cies arc so uniform in size that machings
can be used to trim heads, fins, and vis-
cera in fast, sanitary, conditions. After
washing and inspection, the carcasses
pass to other machines that cut them into
sections_according to can height or mold
the sections into Cans.

The cans are vacuum-sealed and
Passed into_high-pressure steam retorts
that "poach"” the salmon inside the can in
its own juices. In view of such favorable
processing conditions, the wonder is that
we found a wide range of quality in the
brands of salmon wc bought. o
~ One indication of a salmon's (i(uahty 1S
its color—characteristically pink-orange
in a range of shades—which develops as a
consequence of crustaceans in the diet.
The color, concentrated in the unsatti-
ratcd fish oils, signifies stored energy that
will sustain the Salmon when it stops eas-

Sa

in%._ A deficiency of normal color may
indicate that the fish's recent diet had
been meager, or that the fish had already
stopped eating and was living off its fat.
ome hauls may contain such weak-
ened specimens, through no fault of the
fisheries. As salmon approach their rivers
of ongim, they hesitate offshore, perhaps
to mill arourd for days, before forging
upstream. Fish cauPht late in the run are
apt to show less color than those plucked
fresh from the feeding ?roun S. And
salmon, flesh becomes “paler and more
watery still as the migration nears its
conclusion. _
Fish oils change character quickly
when they are exPosed to air and
warmtlL The first noticeable change is a
briny, or. "seawater," aroma that devel-
ops within hours. In its earlv stages, the
briny fragrance is not unpleasant; it's
enérally re%arded as an indicator that
e fish is still fresh. Salting can enhance
the fragrance. ,
Given further exposure to the air, raw
salmon flesh be?ms to exude a "f'ShK"
smell, a sign of Turther oxidation of the
delicate fish oils. The smell, and its asso-
ciated flavor, can become quite strong if
the fish spend too much time in a ship's
hold or piled on the cannery docks. If left
longer yet uncuimed, the fish tend to sour
and spoil.
On reaching the can, though, even the

finest, freshest salmon is at the mercy of
the cookln(l;( process. It takes careful con-
trol to, cook a retort full of stacked cans
with high-pressure steam and have all the
fish come out evenly done. We found no
hard bones and raw flesh to indicate
undercooked fish, but we detected signs m
of various degrees of overcooking. Over-
cooking accentuates stalencss defects and
can also hring out a medicinal taste from .
the natural iodine in the fish.

In search of good taste

Poached fresh salmon was established
b}/ CU's sensory consultanis as the "ide-
al" standard. Such a salmon should have
the intense color of prime fish caught
early In the run. The distinctive flavor
should he pleasant and slightly sweet.
The aroma should be rich. “Thé texture
should be initially moist—hut firm, not
wet 0r 0ggy. :

_ Ginning introduces its own character-
istic flavors, bi't they weren't regarded as
defects unless they had escalated into dis-
tinctly tinny or briny flavors (and associ-
ated aromas). In theory, there could have
been canned salmon judged excellent; in
fact, only five products earned scores as
h|g(r)1 as very good. ,

ur sensory Jud%es tasted six samples
of each product. Producls were down-
rated partly on the number of defects
that appeared in the multiple samples, |

mon vs. other sandwich and salad foods

The table shows how much of a woman's Recommended Daily Allowance (RD/ for a number of nutrients is
providod by a typical portion of canned salmon and by common portions of other sandwich fillings and salad
staples. RDA's are those set by the National Academy of Sciencps/National Research Council. Nutrient
values are derived from CU tests. U.S. Department of Agriculture uata, and other sources.

N 100% or moro RDA (

Salmon
(drained,
appro*. 2 .1,

Peanut hultur
(2 thsp.)

amburger

o kogl all
Eoz.ﬁ’ ey
guna [drained,

0x.)

o) Btehked

Collage cheese
(creamed,
Ac
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but most severely on the intensity of
their worst defect
The variations between one can and

another of a given product were easily
noted by our taste experts, but the varia-
tions between brands were even greater.
So we were able to establish a atm(is
order based on sensory judgments. (Only
the Sea Trader Pink salmon was so vari-
able that we couldn't fit it into a quality-
judgment niche in the Ratings.)

or salmon lovers, the variations mean
that you can't expect every can of salmon
to taste just like the one before. But, if
you stick with the highest-rated brands,
just about every can should be—well,
very good. _ ,

almon are canned with the skin and
bones, so we didn't downrate because of

the mere presence of these parts. Salmon
bones, when they are softened by cook-
ing, are perfectly edible.

Sorting out the contents

Canned salmon serves very well as a
meat course in a balanced diet. As the
nutrition chart on the facing page shows,
salmon supplies adequate protein with-
out excessive fat, and could easily replace
canned tuna or cottage cheese in a calo-
rie-counter's regimen. It's also a rich
source of vitamin B-12 and, usually, cal-
cium. (Meat is normally a poor source of
calcium, anned salmon is'a good source
ifyou e i the bones.)

AIthou%h salt appears to have been
added in the canning (except to Feather-
weight Fink), the sodium content of all

How to make good canned salmon better

Like all canned foods, salmon suffers

from defects incurred in the canning pro-
cess itself. But salmon, has distinctive nat-

ural taste characteristics that can be

enhanced ina hot dish, while other ingre-

dients in the recipe will suppress the
objectionable tinny, briny, and'salty fla-
vors introduced, during processing " Fol-
lowing arc recipes for hot dishés that
were cooked '~ U's food consultants,
using canned  .on rated very good or
good. Their ova.nation: In each case, u.
salmon wirs S|Pn|f|cantly improved by the
dish :Is a whole.

_ Salmon cakes
| 15'/i-0z. can salmon, drained
I'/i cups bread crumbs
'« tsp. pepper

_ Discard skin from salmon, separate
into small flakes, and crush bones with
back of fink. Mis with the other ingredi-
ents. Shape into patties and fry on"hoth

sides in vegetable oil until lightly brown-

ed. Serve “with lemon wedges. Yields
about four portions.

Salmon pie
LI."ran salmon, drained
2 nips milk
2 thsp. butter
2 thsp. flour
| small tiiion, ilieeil fine
1 cup frozen peas (or frozen peas and
carrots)
Vi tsp. cmjenne
| 9-In. piistry shell and top crust

_ Discard skin from salmon, separate
into IarfT;e flakes, and crush ikjiics widi
back of Tolk. Make a medium-thick white
sauce from the butter, flour, and milk.
Add salmon to white sauce along with
onion, peas, and cayenne. Four mix into

CONSUMER REPORTS

Pastry shell. Caver with top cmst, crimp
he two pastry edges together, and pierce
or slash top. Bake in 350°F oven for 30
minutes or until crust is golden brown.
Serves four to Six.

Salmon souffld
1 15V2-0z. can salmon, drained
2 thsp. butter
2 thsp. pour
2 cups milk
VI tsp. cayenne
| tsp. lemon juice _
1 small anion, choppedfine
3 eggs, separated

_ Discard skin from salmon, separate
into small flakes, and cnish bones with
back of fork. Make a medium-thick white
sauce from the butter, flour, and milk.*
Add salmon to white sauce along with
the cayenne, lemon juice, and onion, Mix,
at medium mixer speed, for one minute.
Add the three eg(% yolks and continue
mixing lor one to two minutes, Cool. In
another bowl, beat the egg, whites to a
stiff Feqk.,FoId them into mix. Flage mix
8_enty inti a two-quart 'm"ercd souffle
ish, and bake in «100T" oven lor -15 min-
utes to one hour. Serve immediately.
Yields four to six portions.

make the traditional glossy white sauce
beloved by French chefs, you start hy prepar-
ing the roux—a hutterflaur mixture. Iurcly
melt the hotter in a /ml or pan, add the flour,
and stir briskly over moderate heat until the
mixture appears golden and lightly frothing
aiut exudes a twisty or fresh-breud aroma
(signs that the flour has been thoroughly cook-
ed). Proceeding along traditional lines, you
add the milk anil continue stirring over heat
until the sauce thickens. Or, ta ovoid uriy
rharue of lum/is, tnj completing the sauce
with this modem mezhot! Attil the mm to the
milk In a blender, blend at puree setting until
the sauce ii creamy, and return it ta the pat to
thicken. Voilil

Six of those judged good



the products proved to be moderate for a
Frocessed food. It averaged out to less
than 400 milligrams of sodium per serv-
ing. However, to our testers' trained pal-
ates, even some ordinarily moderate
amounts of salt were too high for opti-
mum taste. A too-salt%/ taste was one of
the most frequently cited defects.

Our tests for lead levels showed about
what we'd expect in canned foods—
around 0.3 parts per million. Lead con-
tent at that level Is re(tq_arded as no cause
for concern by the National Academy of
Sciences/National Research Council.
But some samples contained lead at lev-

Canned salmon

Listed In quality groups; within
groups, listed N ordr of estimated
overall quality based on sensory
judgments by CU's consultants.

Product

Very good

RUBENSTEIN'S SOCKEYE BLUEBACK RED
SALMON STEAK

SEA TRADER RED SOCKEYE

SAW BLUEBACK

FOOD CLUB RED SOCKEYE

OILL NETTERS BEST RED SOCKEYE

Good

FEATHERY EIOHT PINK (no <alt)
AAP ALASKA SOCKEYE RED
WHITNEY'S PINK

SEASON BRAND BLUEBACK
SAW RED SOCKEYE

BUMBLE BEE BLUEBACK
RUBENSTEIN'S BLUEBACK RED

OILL NETTERS BEST
RED SOCKEYI! BLUEBACK

RUBENSTEIN'S PINK

OILL NETTERS BEST PINK
AAP PINK

FOOD CLUB PINK

ROYAL PINK

DEL MONTE SOCKEYE RED
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15%

%
15%
15%
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15%
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15%
15%

15%
kL
15%

els two to three times the average—as
hlgrh as 0.9 parts per million.

hat’s still not enough to_ cause con-
cern to an adult who occasionally eats
salmon, but it could amount to as'mugh
as 80 percent of the recommended daily
lead limit for very ypungi children. And
since the body unavoidably receives lead
from the air" and other Sources in the
environment, it'sa good idea to minimize
lead intake from sources that are avoid-
able—particularly with very young chil-
dren, who are especially susceptible to
lead poisoning

Portion sizes were obtained by di-

viding drained contents of
into equal portions: 4 per 15%-0z.
can, 2 per 7%-oz. can, and 1 per

» NS

tion, canned salmon proved to be unusu-

spea™”velH”anKaryconaicion”rffle

Recommendations

The prices that our shoppers came
across varied widely from store to store
and most stores had"a limited selection of
brands and can sizes. You may have to
shop around to find a high-rated brand at
a favorable ﬁnce._The atingv. give the
average of the prices we found for the
statedcan size. _ _

We found three predominant sizes of

3%-0z. can; portions averaged ap-
prox. 3 oz, Prices are average paid
by CU shoppers (in fall of 1980) for
can size given.

Par portion
S2.10  $1.05 19.0 167 410 light pink-oiango CEN
3.07 a1 21.3 131 n Llghl i nk-orange 8DE
248 124 211 188 440 light pink-orange ACEIN
2.88 1 195 158 321 light pink-orange RDEN
3.25 81 21.0 134 320 light pinkorango BDEMP
240 1.20 198 134 106 light bolgo AGNP
1.87 94 205 151 318 lii/i* pink-orange ACINP
216 54 19.9 125 475 Pink-boigo O0.CHNP
2.22 L1 211 174 442 Medium pink-orange ~ B.D.HJN.P
2.16 108 202 142 451 Daik p*nk-c.ango ACEGP
2.28 1.14 20.4 154 430 light pink-oiango ACEJNP
3.01 a5 221 148 430 light pink-oiango AEHIP
1.92 96 19.2 149 446 light pink-oiango AEHINP
2.32 58 21 125 454 Pink-beige B.CEIOP
231 58 194 126 369  Dark bolgo B.CEILNP
1.28 64 19.5 1226 241 PInk-holgo ACH.INP
2.V 55 204 146 498 light bolgo B.CFHII.O.a
1.28 64 200 107 452 Pink boigo/light bolgo  B.C.E.G.JNP
295 (LN 148 356 light pink-orange BCHLN.P

AUGUST 1981



can: 3% ounces, 7J« ounces, and 15/
ounces. That made it convenient for us to
figure portions. Regardless of brai«d, if
we assigned one portion for the small
can, two for the medium-sized can, and
four for the large can, we invariably
ended up with ‘almost exactly three
ounces_of drained salmon per portion.
The prices per portion listed in the Rat-
ings were assigned accordlngily.

he average cost of red salmon worked
out to 91 cents_Per portion, a price in the
same Ieagzue with the better cuts of heef,
Even s, there were hargains to be found,
particular!" among seme reds packed in

Product
OEMINQ'S PINK
WHITNEY'S CHUM
Fair

TUXEDO CHUM

OILL NETTERS BEST FANCY BLUEBACK
OEL MONTE PINK

ROYAL RED

BUMBLE BF1 ALASKA SOCKEYE RED
rrMINQ'S REL SOCKETE

ANN PAGE CHUM

BUMBLE BEE PINK

LIBBY'S SOCKEYE RED

Poor

SCOTCH BUY CHUM

LIBBY'S PINK

Variable (poor to good)

SEA TRADER PINK

i n‘)gnhstﬁ“ﬁr?fﬁo%““”s
S oo

%’-Sﬁf%r?t%?n”tf r?n(}/ aroma.

-S |ggnt spoxle(fl-\fisﬁ flavor

CONSUMER REPORTS

15%
15*

15*

R
15*
15*
15*
15*
15¥
15*
15*

15*

15%

the large cans. Food Club Red, for 1 . The pink salmon didn't vary so much

instance, was rated in the_ top quality
group and averaged only 72 cents Ber
portion. That price competes favorably
with the price of the better grades of can-
ned tuna.

Although the red salmon cost on aver-
age half again as much as the Emk salm-
on, it wasn't necessarily better. True,
only red (including bluebackg salmon are
among the five products in the top Rat-
mgs group. But the other 12 ﬁroduct_s of
red scatter down through the Ratings
among the pink salmon -and the chum,
which are much cheaper.

$2.14 $.54 19.7 112
2.00 50 214 118
207 52 20.8 109
1.20 1.20 19.9 138
2.22 56 203 109
2.99 5 197 159
2.86 12 20.9 143
2.70 68 205 149
2.05 51 211 123
2.34 59 18.3 120
347 87 20.6 139
2.22 % 210 130
1.31 .66 1811 117
2.09 52 191 152

bl et e

:F e he1 s% Oravor.

ey Taer

L- ||gHt urn f?avgr.

370
425

448
416
384
334
328
351
461
492

<%
438

528

in price as the red, although it did vary
quite a bit in %uahty. The highest-rated
pink, the $1.20-per-purtion Feather-
weight, cost more than most of the red
salmon rated above it—too much, inour
Jludgment, except perhaps for salmon
OVErs on strl_ngi(entlgl salt-restricted diets.
Whitney’s Pink, at 54 cents, a portion
looks like a much better buy: it was rated
above most of the reds.

Whitney's Chum was the cheapest
chum, at 50 cents a portion, and also the
best |t rated above Several brands of red
and pink salmoa

PInk-belgu B.CHINP
Light bolgo ACFHINP
Light bolgo ACEFHINP
Medium pink-orangn "EFHNP
Light bolgo B.C.FINP
Light pink-orange ADEFINP
Light pink-orange B.CFHNP
Light pink-orange ACFHNP
Light beige BDFHJINP
Dark beige BDHKLNP
Light pink-orange B.CH.ILNP
Light boigo BKNPR
Pink-beige ACHJLN.Q
Light bolgo B.CHILNP
g oo e
SHire e o
- Sqlqnowna? bl?t?l’ flavor,
- Slight marine-oJ flavor.
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COMMITTEE REPORT

SENATE
3/26/82 FURTHER: Judiciary and
Finance
Date:
Mr. President:
The Committee on UlisoimcEo has had

transfer of ownership and nanofoment ot University of Alaska trust land
from the Dept. oi Natural Resources to the Board of Rep.er.r8 of th<
University of Alaska

under consideration and (a majority of the committee) (the committee)
reports it back with the following recommendations:

[ 1 do pass [ 1 do not pass
C 1 do pass with attached amendments(s)

[X"1 same title
[Vi replace with CS for N Q27 - [ 1 new title

and recommends

|)(] AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note
[ ] reports it back without recommendation
( ] referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS ] OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS
rfi /
r(js
\
>
\~fy/llI> (

i?ﬁ. CHAITRMAN
S60 . 1zr/7sv

mem



TO:

FIIO11i:

Billy Berrier DATE: 4/3/32
Director Legal Services

Bettye Fahrenkanp RE: Committee Substitute
Chairman fox SB 675

The Committee would like a final Committee Substitute

for SB 375 incorporating the following new section:

Sec. 2. Nothing in this Act precludes or prejudices
negotiations between the Municipality of Anchorageand

the University of Alaska to settle Case Number 3AU-7"J-
2301 Civil. Third Judicial District, State of Alaska or
prejudice or otherwise affect the pursuit or outcome of
that litigation or diminish or affect the rights or
interests of the University of Alaska or the Municipality
of Anchorage in the pending litigation.

Please renumber the following sections accordingly.

IfT you have any questions please contact Resa King at

466-3334. When the bill 13 completed please return to

Room

211 Capitol Building.

ALtac.tu.iont



LEGISLATION SUMMARY

SB .875: "An Act relating to the transfer of the ownership and
management of University of Alaska trust land from the
Department of Natural Resources to the Board of Regents
of the University of Alaska; and providing for an
effective date."

Sec . 1: The purpose of this Act is to mottle certain litigation
and to transfer legal title and management of University-
grant land from the Department of Natural Resources to
the University of Alaska Board of Regents.

Sec . 2: Directs the Commissioner of Natural Resources to convey
all state interests in the described University-grant
lands to the University of Alaska”Board of Regents,
pursuant to the Settlement ("Settlement Agreement Between
the Department of Natural Resources, The Department of
Revenue, And The Department of Administration and The
University of Alaska and The Board of Regents, As Trustees
for the University of Alaska™). Ratifies the Settlement,
subject to necessary appropriations and legislation to
implement it.

Sec 3: Amends existing law regarding the duties of the Board of
Regents to include tha care, control and management of
tUc transfered University-grant lands.

Sec 4: Amends existing law regarding the duties of the Beard of
Regents to direct them to adopt regulations
for trust management, and to provide adequate public
notices of dispositions of University-grant lands, or
interests therein.

Sec . b5: Immediate effective date.

PRIME SPONSOR: Resources



University of A laska
Fairbanks,alaska 9C70i

BOARD OF REGENTS
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The United States Congress reserved land in certain
sections 33 located within the Tanana Valley for the University
of Alaska by the Act of 1915 (38 Stat. 12.14, as ar.ended), and
permitted the Territory of Alaska to select 100,000 acres of
vacant, non-mineral, unreserved land from the federal public
domain Tfor the exclusive use and benefit of the University of
Alaska by the Act o0f"1929 (45 Stat. 1091, as amended)
(hereinafter collectively referred to as "University-grant
lands™); and

WHEREAS, Congress tranferred the University-grant lands to
the State of Alaska by Section 6(k) of the Alaska Statehood Act
and the State statutorily accepted the benefits and provisions of
the federal 1land grant Acts of 1915 and 1929 by enacting,
respectively, AS 14.40.380 and 14.40.390; and

WHEREAS, the University commenced litigation against the
State of Alaska on April 23, 1979 (Case No. 3AN-79-2S01 Civ.,
Third Judicial District), seeking compensation for disposals and
transactions alleged to be 1in breach of trust obligations imposed
by federal law; and

WHEREAS, representatives of the Alaska Department of Natural
Resources and the University of Alaska, after lengthy
negotiations, have developed a proposed settlement agreement
which would resolve or compromise certain claims and defenses in
the pending litigation, to the extent provided by the Agreement;
and

WHEREAS, the Board of Regents of the University of .Alaska
held a special meeting on February 13, 1982, 1in Fairbanks,
Alaska, for the purpose of voting on a motion to approve the
proposed settlement agreement; and

WHEREAS, the February 13, 1982, special meeting of the Board
of Regents was attended by a quorum consisting of Regents Edward
B. Rasmuson (President), Jeffry J. Cook (Vice President), Donald
B. Abel, Jr. (Secretary), Herbert C. Lang (Treasurer), Hugh B.
Fate, Jr., Margaret J. Hall, Sara Hannan, and John T. Shively;
and



WHEREAS, Regent Cook moved, seconded by Regent Lang, that the
Board of Regents adopt the following motion:

"The Board of R.egents approves the attach=d settlement
agreement dated February 13, 1982. Any subsequent language
changes will be reviewed by the Board at the scheduled March
12, 1982, meeting. The Board directs the President to
cooperate with the efforts of the Commissioner for Natural
Resources to gain legislative endorsement of the Agreement.
Inasmuch as the Governor has not yet had an opportunity to
review the agreement, no public release of the document will
be made until he has had such opportunity. This motion 1is
effective February 13, 1982."

\7HER.EAS, upon due deliberation and with the advice of
counsel, the Board of Regents unanimously passed the aforestated
motion: and

\fHER.EAS, paragraph twenty-two (22) of the Agreement requires
the Board of P>.egents to pass a resolution signed by all members
of the Board approving and adopting the proposed settlement
agreement and specifically and irrevocably assuming
responsibility as trustees to the University regarding the
management and disposition of all lands which are contemplated to
be transferred in fee to the University pursuant to the
Agreement;

NOW, THEREFORE, BL IT RESOLVED that the Board of Regents
approves and adopts the Agreement dated February 13, 1982 and
entitled "Settlement Agreement between the Department of Natural
Resources, the Department of P,evenue, and the Department of
Administration, and the University of Alaska, and the Board of
Regents as trustees fcr the University of Alaska,”™ as amended,
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Regents,
collectively, and each member of the Board of Regents 1in his or
her official capacity individually, specifically and irrevocably
assumes responsibility as trustee to the University of Alaska for
the management and disposition of all lands which are transferred
in fee to the University pursuant to the Agreement, and for the.
proceeds derived from such lands; and



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, this assumption of trusteeship
responsibility shall be binding individually upon the successors
in the office of regent of the undersigned regents, and
collectively upon the Board of R.egents, as it may be composed 1in
the future.

4

' %
pATED this /0 " day of _

Edward B . Rasmuson
President Secretary

SrefffyxT. Cook
Vice President

lh A
Mildred Banfield”/

Margaret"™ J . Ha” Sara Hannan

%l< L
Sam Kite, Jr. mas J . Miklautsch



SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, THE?
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, AND TEE *
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION AND
THE UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA AND THE BOARD
OF REGENTS, AS. TRUSTEES FOR THE

UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA

This Agreement entered into this __  day of , 1982,
between the Department of Natural Resources (hereinafter referred to
as ""Department"), the Department of Revenue, and the Department of
Administration, and tht University of Alaska (hereinafter referred to
as "University"), acting on its own behalf and through its Board of
Regents, sets forth the understanding of the parties as follows:

WHEREAS, the University commenced litigation against the
Department, the Department of Revenue, and the Department of
Administration on April 23, 1979, Case No. 3AN-79-2801 Civ., Third
Judicial District, seeking compensation for disposals and transactions
alleged to be in breach of trust obligations imposed by federal law;
<nd”

WHEREAS, the Act of 1915 (38 Stat. 121A, as amended) reserved
land in certain Sections 33 located within the Tanana Valley for the
University and the Act of 1929 (A5 Stat. 1091, as amended) permitted
the Territory of Alaska to select 100,000 acres of vacant non-mineral
unreserved land from the federal public domain for tbs exclusive us»e
and benefit of the University (hereinafter collectively referred to as
"University-grant lands"); and

WHEREAS, Congress transferred the University-grant lands to
the State by Section 6(k) of the Alaska Statehood Act and the State
statutorily accepted the benefits and provisions of the Act o* 1915
and the Act of 1929 by enacting respectively AS 1A.A0.380 and 1A.A0.3<0;
and

WHEREAS, the decisions of the Alaska Supreme Court have

interpreted the Act*; of 1915 and 1929 and the acceptance by the State



sole benefit of the University (State of Alaska v University of
Alaska, 624 P.2d 807 (Alaska 1981); Wessells v. State of Alaska, 362
Pf.2d 1042 (Alaska 1977)); and

WHEREAS, the Department of Revenue and the Department of
Administration have the duty to account and reserve for the exclusive
use and benefit of the University the proceeds produced from University-grant
lands; and

WFfUREAS, the parties to this agreement believe that it is in
the best interest ©f the Statetoconvey certain University-grant
lands and certain state lands which are not University-grant lands"in
fee to the University; and

WHEREAS, the parties believe that it is desirable to compromise
the pending litigation to the extent provided by this Agreement and to
complete all actions required or contemplated under it, upon execution
of the Agreement and where necersary by enactment of legislation; and

WHEREAS, the parties tothis Agreement believe that it is i\
the best interests of the parties thatthe University receivetitleto
and management of certain University-grant lands, to be administered,
controlled and managed through the Board of Regents, us trustee for
the University; and

WHEREAS, the parties acknowledge that it is their intent by
this Agreement and such legislation to accomplish the following:

1. Differentiate between state public domain lands and
University-grant lands by providing separate and distinct land management
to insure the future management of University-grant lands in accordance
with recognized trust principles;

n 2. Resolve conflicts resulting from past management of all
lands granted to the State for the benefit of the University by the
United States pursuant to the Acts of 1915 and 1925;

3. Fulfill the purpose for which the University-grant
lands were originally granted;

4. Convey title in fee to certain University-grant lands

and certain other state lands to the University upon authorization by

the legislature and transfer® money to the University of Alaska Permanent



due, with interest, not collected and allocated to the fund, by the
Department, the Department of Revenue or.the Department of Administration
with regard -to the management and disposal of University-grant land,
and the dollar amount due, with interest, to the fund for University-grant
lands and resources therefrom which have been disposed of at less than
then-current fair market value by the State; and

WHEREAS, upon enactment of legislation the Commissioners of
the Departments of Natural Resources, Revenue, and Administration,
will have the authority to implement this Agreement, and the Board of
Regents is empowered to act on behalf of the University pursuant to

Article VII, Section 3 of the Alaska Constitution and AS 14.A0.170,

14.40.250, 14.40.280, 14.40.350, 14.40.360, and 14.40.400;

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the terms; covenants
and conditions contained herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. Applicable Time Periods. Because of the difficulty in
providing n accurate accounting and analysis of long past disposals
and transactions, and considering the possible application of the
doctrine of laches and statutes of limitation, the parties acknowledge
that the calculation of compensation due the University shall be
limited co the period from January 1, 1960 forward for certain disposals
and transactions as specified in paragraphs 2 and 3 and from January* 1, 1968
forward for certain other disposals and transactions as specified in
paragraphs 2 and 3.

2. Determination of Dollar Amount for Prior Disposals and
Transactions at Less Than Fair Market Value. The dollar amount due
for prior disposals and transactions shall be calculated as follows:

a) To determine the dollar amount due for rights-of-way,
permits, easements, materials, and fees conveyed other than at appraised
value, and legislative and administrative withdrawals and reservations
made or executed on or after January 1, 1968, the parties shall mutually
select and instruct an independent fee appraiser to determine the Tfair
market value cf the land and resources involved in each transaction

identified in Appendices A, B and D on the date the disposal or transaction



binding upon the parties, and shall be brought forward with interest
from the date of transaction to the date the grand total in Appendix M
is determined at nine percent (9%) per.yéar, compounded annually. The
tftal amount due for each transaction shall be entered in Appendix M.
No compensation is due for such disposals and transactions made or
executed before January 1, 1968.

b) To determine the dollar amount owed to the University
for unduly encumbered lands which the University shall convey to the
State by quitclaim deed under this Agreement, the parties shall mutually
select and instruct an independent fee appraiser to determine the *
current fair market value of the lands identified in Appendix E.

These lands may be removed by the University from Appendix E within

120 days after the date of this Agreement. Additional University-grant
lands not listed in any Appendix and which are found to be subject to
past disposals may be added to the applicable Appendix by agreement of
the University and the Department, not later than February 1, 1983.

c) To determine the dollar amount owed for incomplete land
exchanges and leases, excluding mineral leases and oil and gas- leases,
mi"de or executed after January 1, 1960, on University-grant lands, the
parties shall mutually select and instruct an independent fee appraiser
to determine the current fair market value of the land which is identified
in Appendices C and F. The value determined by the appraiser shall.be
binding upon the parties. The current fair market value of the leased
lands shall be used in conjunction with the provisions set forth in
Appendix G to determine the value of each lease. The value of each
lease shall be set forth in Appendix H. The total value of all leases
shall be entered in Appendix M. No compensation is due for mining
locations, mineral leases or oil and gas leases except as provided in
paragraphs 3 and 4.

Land exchanges presently incompleted which are completed
within one year of the signing of this Agreement shall not be included
in the total dollar amount due as identified in Appendix M.

3. Determination of Compensation for All Uncollected or

Unallocated Revenues. The Department, the Department of Revenue, and



*Department of Administration shall provide the University at

all data, files, accounting and all other information, in whatever
form, concerning disposals and transactians on University-grant lands
made or executed after January 1, 1960, or January 1, 1968L*as appropriate
under paragraph 1. All revenues, including revenue from oil and gas
leases executed after January 1, 1960, if any, which could have been
collected according to the terms of the instrument making the disposal
or governing the transaction and which should have been collected for
or allocated to the fund but were not, shall be entered into Appendix |
and added to the total dollar amount and entered in Appendix M. The
amount of uncollected or unallocated revenues shall bear interest at
nine per cent (9%) per year, compounded annually from the date of the
initial billing period in which each amount was not collected or
allocated.

4. Liquidated Damages. In recognition of the difficulty
of precisely determining the dollar amount owed the University with
regard to the State"s management, reservation and disposal of University-grant
lands and interests therein at less than their then-current fair
market value, including without limitation mineral locations, claims
and prospecting, leasing activity including mineral and oil and gas,
and preference rights not otherwise addressed in this Agreement, the
parties agree that the University should receive, upon proper appropriation
by the Legislature, liquidated damages. Liquidated damages shall also
include all claims for trespass, non-aggressive and non-productive
management, all demands for indemnity against claims made by third
parties, and anyclaim against the state or agent thereof for punitive
damages. The parties agree that the University shall have the right
without interference from the Department to seek liquidated damages
through a legislative appropriation in an amount not more than five
million dollars ($5,000,000.00). The parties acknowledge that the
liquidated damages should not constitute a penalty but reflect a
reasoned compromise of damages sustained.

5. Supplement to Appendices. Except as otherwise specifically
provided herein, the parties shall have one hundred fifty (150) days

from the signingof this Agreement to supplement, correct and modify
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transfer to the Board of Regents, as trustee for the JIEverS|ty, a
i

University-grant lands identified in Appendix N and all state lands
igentified for transfer to the University pursuant to paragraph 12 by
quitclaim deed. The University shall convey to the State all lands
identified in Appendix E by quitclaim deed.

7. Termination of Interests Which the State Granted To
Itself. The-Department shall terminate within ninety (90) days after
the effective date of this Agreement those interests in University-grant
lands identified in Appendix K which it has granted to itself or other
state agencies, departments, or entities and which are, by the terms
of the transfer document, terminable at will by the Department. The
interests to be terminated under this paragraph may include, but are
not limited to, special land use permits (SLUPs), miscellaneous land
use permitse(MIUPs), free use permits (FUPs), personal use permits
(FUPs), temporary" use permits (TUPs), land use permits (LUPs), Interagency
Land Management Assignments (ILMAs), and Interagency land Management
Transfers (ILMTS).

8. Acknowledgement and Disposition of Third Party Lease
Interests. All lease interests granted to third parties listed in
Appendix L are acknowledged by the University as binding contracts
with the State of Alaska through the Department. The Department shall
administer these leases according to the applicable state statutes
until the University requests that administrative responsibilities for
the leases be transferred to the Board of Regents or the lease term
expires, whichever occurs first. In the event of the lessee"s default
the State shall succeed to the lessee;"s term of years and may transfer
the lease hold interest in the lands to the University or use the
lands or re-lease them until the expr.ration of the original lease
term.

The State shall purchase any leased lands identified in
Appendix F which the University elects not to retain by February 1, 1983,
at their current fair market value as determined by appraisal. The
University shall receive the- proper amount of rental value from the

date of the execution of the lease until February 1, 1983, according

to the lease valuation provisions set forth in Appendix G.



which are a matter of public record in addition to those referred to
in paragraph 8 but excluding selections made by municipalities pursuant
to AS 29.18.201-213 or any predecessor statute thereto. The University

shall not contest the validity of any.mining claim on University grant

conveyed ) )
lands or state lands/to the University pursuant to this Agreement

except for failure to record a location certificate or perform annual
labor as required by law.

The University shall not impose any royalty or other charge
in excess of that currently charged, or to be charged in the future,
by the state on state lands, on the right to extract locatable minerals
from any mining claims for which a location certificate had been
recorded and any required annual labor had been performed at the date
this Agreement is signed.

10. Method of Compensation to the University.

a) Cash Settlement. The University may elect to
receive a full or partial cash settlement for the total dollar amount
owed in the form of a deposit into the fund, dependent only upon
appropriations made for such purpose by the Legislature. ' The University
shall have free access to any amount appropriated as monetary compensation
for a period of two years from the date of deposit, during which time
such money may be used only to purchase real property if statutory
authority to purchase real property is enacted. After two years, the
balance of the fund not used to purchase real property shall be available
for all lawful purposes for which the fund may be used. The parties
shall seek, during the 1983 legislative session, an appropriation for
the dollar amount the University elects to receive as a cash settlement.

b) Land Settlement. The University may elect no
later than October 30, 1983, to receive full or partial settlement of
the total dollar amount due through the conveyance of state lands of
equal fair market value identified in the pools established pursuant
to paragraph 12. Nothing in this agreement requires the value of
lands in the pools established pursuant to paragraph 12 to equal or
exceed the total dollar amount due. The University shall obtain the

surface and subsurface estate of such lands encumbered by the restrictions



1. Interest. Tiie total dollar amount due the University
under this Agreement shall bear interest at the rate of 10.5% from the

J

time the grand total in Appendix M is determined until the University
<«

has received full compensation as provided in paragraph 10 of this
Agreement.
12. Pool of Lands. |If the University elects to receive all
or part of the total dollar amount due in land pursuant to paragraph 10
it shall be entitled to receive lands from three (3) pools established
by the Commissioner of the Department as follows:
a) The first pool shall contain all land owned by"the

State upon which the University has located improvements and which are
identified in Appendix 0. The parties sholl have thirty (30) days
after the signing of this Agreement to correct Appendix 0 to insure

its accuracy. The parties shall mutually select and instruct, by
August 1, 1982, an independent fee appraiser to determine the current
fair market value of the lands identified in the first pool. The
appraiser shall determine the value by February 1, 1983, and such
value shall be binding upon the parties. The University shall be
required to accept the lands identified in the first pool and shall
offset their appraised value against the total dollar amount due.

b) The second pool shall contain the lands identified in

Appendix 0 which the University may select. The parties shall have
thirty (30) days after the signing of this Agreement to supplement,
correct and modify Appendix 0. The parties shall mutually select and
instruct, by August 1, 1982, an independent fee appraiser to determine
the current :air market value of the lands which the University selects
from th* second pool. The appraiser shall determine the value by
February 1, 1983, and such value shall be binding upon the parties.

The University shall identify, by May 30, 1983, any lands which it
selects from the second pool. The University reserves the right to
independently determine if any of the lands contained in the second
pool are a financially prudent or commercially reasonable acquisition
for the trur.t established by the Act of 1915 and the Act of 1929. The
Department does not represent that any of the lands in the second pool
lare suitable for acquisition for the trust. The University shall

offset the appraised value of the lands it selects from the second



0 The University shall accept the lands identified

in the first pool and shall make its selections from the second pool

I
by May 30, 1983. Lands not selected by the University by May 30, 1983,
shall cease -to be reserved for selection by the University.

d) By June 30, 1983, the Department will review all
lands for which the State receives tentative approval between March 1, 1982,
and March 31, 1983. The Department may include any such lands which
it, in its sole discretion, chooses in a third pool. The Department
may also include in the third pool any of the lands previously within
the second pool and not selected by the University. The Department
may choose not to include any land in the third pool. The parties
shall mutually select and instruct, by July 15, 1983, an independent
fee appraiser to determine the current fair market value of the lands,
if any, in the third pool. The value shall be determined by September 30, 1983,
and shall be binding upon the parties. The University shall identify,
by October 30, 1983, those lands which it selects from the third pool.
The University reserves the right to independently determine if any of
the lands contained in the third pool are a financially prudent or
commercially reasonable acquisition for the trust established by the
Act of 1915 and the Act of 1929. The Department does not represent
that any of the lands in the third pool are suitable for acquisition
for the trust. The University shall offset the appraised value of any
lands it may select from the third pool against the total dollar
amount due. Lands not selected by the University by October 30, 1983,
shall cease to be reserved for selection by the University.

e) The Department shall not make any conveyances of
land to the University under this Agreement unless statutory authority
to make such conveyances is first ena-ted. The Department shall not
be obligated to pay for the appraisals required pursuant to this
Agreement.

13. Mutual Assistance. The parties agree to cooperate in
the following ways ir order to effectuate the purposes of this Agreement,
and to accomplish the goals set forth in the statement of intent:

a) The parties agree to use their best efforts in a
spirit of cooperation to seek introduction in the 1982 session of the

Alaska Legislature suitable legislation seekine aDDroval of this



for the costs of obtaining appraisals and >the expenses necessary to
implement this Agreement. The parties agree to work diligently for
final passage and enactment of such legislation. A proposed draft of
legislation which the parties presently believe will fulfill these
objectives 1is attached to this Agreement as Appendix P.

b) The University plans to seek introduction of
suitable legislation in the 1983 Legislative session to authorize
conveyance of lands selected by the University from the pools created
pursuant to paragraph 12 and/or an appropriation to fund any dollar
amount due. After examining the Grand Total as finally determined and
set forth in Appendix M, the other parties to this Agreement will decide
whether they can support such legislation. If the State determines it can
not support the Grand Total as finally determined and set forth in Appendix
M, then the University shall also not be bound by the Grand Total, except that
the parties agree to use the procedures decribed in this Agreement. The parties
to this Agreement will also seek introduction of suitable legislation in the
1983 legislative session to make statutory references to University-grant
lands consistent with this Agreement. The University shell seek appropriate
legislation clarifying the duties and responsibilities of the Board of
Regents as trustee of University-grant lands and state lands transferred
to the University pursuant to this Agreement. If pursuant to Paragraph 10
a cash settlement is elected, the parties shall seek to introduce legislation
during the 1983 session appropriating the money required. The University
shall seek legislation during the 1983 session permitting the University
to invest any money appropriated in real property.

1) In the event that the University successfully petitions the
United States Congress for additional federal lands to compensate the
University with in-lieu lands for lands reserved under the Acts of 1915
and 1929 but which were not conveyed tc the State pursuant to Section 6 (k)
of the Alaska Statehood Act, the Department shall submit, on behalf of
the University, all necessary selection applications, forms and related
documentation required.by applicable law to perfect the selection and
patent for said in-lieu lands to the State and convey those lands to the

3oard of Regents pursuant to this Agreement.



d) The D;;;;;ment shall assist the University for two
years after the University receives title to University-grant lands
and other state lands as.a result of this Agreement by providing
available resource and planning information.

14. Future Management of University-Grant Lands. The Board
of Regents, as trustee for the University of Alaska, shall have the
responsibility and duty to control, administer, and manage all lands
which are transferred to the University pursuant to this Agreement,
for the exclusive use and benefit of the University and for its financial
enhancement and sécurity. .The Board of Regents shall mgnage such
lands for. educational purposes and to produce the maximum amount of
income for the University. The Board of Regents shall not have responsibility
for, or control over, the fish and game on, or the appropriation of
water from, University-srant lands, both of which shall be subject to
applicable state laws and regulations. The University shall provide
legal access to all navigable and public waters on or adjacent to the
lands which are the subject of this Agreement. The University recognizes
that lands underlying navigable waters are owned in fee by the State,
and are not subject to the provisions of this Agreement. The management
of such lands shall be coordinated by the Stlte with the Board of
Regents®™ management of adjacent lands which have been conveyed by this
Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent the University
from applying for a permit to appropriate water pursuant to the Alaska
Water Use Act, A.S. 46.15.

15. Interim Management. After signing of this Agreement
creation of any third party interests in the University grant land or
lands reserved for selection by the University pursuant to paragraph 12
shall require approval by the University with the exception of lease
conversions pursuant to Section 12, ch 138, SLA 1977 as amended.
University-grant lands which are the subject of municipal selections
will not be conveyed to the applicant until the University has approved
replacement lands as contemplated by AS 29.18.206(d).

16. Resumption of Litigation. In the event that the University
does not receive the total dollar amount owed in cash or land as
provided in this Agreement by October 30, 1983, the parties shall be

deemed not to have waived any right they may have otherwise had to



maintain or resume the pending Litigation in Case No. 3AN-79-2801
Civ., Third Judicial District, State of Alaska. In the event the
Court requires that this action be dismissed in the interim, such
dismissal shall be stipulated by the parties to be without prejudice,
and the. parties shall further stipulate that it may be re-filed by any
of them at a future date.

17. No Waiver of Claims or Defenses. The parties agree
that by their voluntary participation in the negotiation, execution
and implementation of this Agreement, they shall not have thereby
waived any claim, defense, counterclaim, set-off or legal or equitable
.remedy which each may pursue against the other in the event that full
compensation due v niversity, in money or land, is not tragsferred
to it pursuant to the obligations contained in this Agreement and
litigation is thereafter resumed pursuant to paragi. >n 16. Nothing in
this Agreement or any Appendix hereto shall be admissable in pending
or future litigation or presented to a court for any purpose except
enforcing this Agreement. This prohibition does not extend to proof
of actions taken by the Legislature on legislation required by or
related to the subject of this Agreement.

IS. Extinguishment of All Claims. The parties agree that
upon discharge of the obligations of the State under this Agreement,
all claims which are the subject of Case No. 3AN-79-2801 Civ., Third
Judicial District, State of Alaska, and all other claims which the
University nts or had against the State or any agent which are based
upon a breach of trust obligations under the Acts of 1915 or 1929,
shall be merged in the settlement and finally extinguished, excluding
only those claims against the State and the Municipality of Anchorage
or any otter entity claiming University-grant lands under AS 29.18.201-213
or any predecessor statute thereto.

19. No Waiver of Breach or Defense. No failure by either
party to insist upon the strict performance by the other of any term
or condition of this Agreement, or to exercise any right or remedy
upon a breach thereof, shall constitute a waiver of any such breach or
of such term or condition. No waiver of any breach sha?l affect or
alter this Agreement, but each and every term and condition of this

Agreement shall continue in full force and effect with respect to any
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CAgreementEdoég ﬁot affect the pendin I?tigation by the Universit
against the Municipality, of Anchorage i‘,Case No. 3AN-79-2301 Civ.,
Third Judicial District, State of Alaska. The University retains all
causes of action, claims, demands and right to damages, expenses and
compensation which it now has or may hereafter have against the State
or the Municipality of Anchorage as a result of the Municipality 3
selection of University-grant lands pitrsuant to AS 29.18.201-213, or
any predecessor statute thereto.

21. Notice. |If it becomes necessary as a result of the
execution- and performance of this Agreement to provide public notice
pursuant to Article VIII, Sec. 10 of the Alaska Consititution or to AS
38.50.110, the Department and the University shall cooperate in complying
with such notice requirements.

22. Resolution by Board of Regents. The Board of Regents
shall, if it approves this Agreement, pass a resolution signed by all
members of the Board, approving and adopting this Agreement, and
specifically and irrevocably assuming responsibility as trustee to the
University regarding .he management and disposition of all lands which
are contemplated to be transferred in fee to the University pursuant
to this Agreement. The State shall have the right to review the form
and adequacy of the assumption of the obligations of trustee by the
Board, prior to making any land conveyances under this Agreement.

23. Advice of Counsel. Each of the parties acknowledges
that i1t was represented by counsel during the negotiation, drafting ,
and -execution of thi"s Agreement.

24. Good Faith. The parties agree that the performance of
all obligations set forth in the terms and conditions herein shall be
conducted in good faith.

25. Successors in Interest. Each and all of the terms,
covenants and conditions in this Agreement shall inure to the benefit
of, and shall be binding upon, the successors in interest of each of
the parties to this Agreement.

26. Enforcement. Enforcement of the public trust responsibilities
required to be assumed by the Board of Regents as a result of its

approval of this Agreement shall be vested in the Office of the Attorney



Edward Rasmason, President of
of

the Board -of Regents

DATED=*3/|Vv JfT [/

Approved as to Form:

o (K&Ji &, P

Counsel for the University

STATE OF ALASKA )
) ss.

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

4 er™ - 1Q . jfc T

vJohn W. Katz, Commissioner

the Department of Natural

Resources
DATED:....3-11-82.
Bv X

Thomas Williams, Commissioner

of the Department of Revenue

DATED:

Administration

Assistant Attorney General



before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of

Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as ;Lch, personally appeared

EDWARD RASMUSON, known to me and to me known to be the individual

described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he acknowledged

to me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for the uses and

purposes therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Notary Public in and fur AlaskaI

My Commission £"pires:

STATE OF ALASKA )

) ss.

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

THIS IT TO CERTIFY that on this jay of “fY]aA d h ), 1982,
before me, the* undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared
JAY BARTON known to me and to me known to be the individual described
in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he acknowledged to
me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for the uses and

purposes therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year Tfirst hereinabove written.

). ShiO?n.«d"'*

Notary Public in and. for Alaclcj



THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )
[

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY that on this // day of >1982,
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the Stateof
Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared JOHN
W. KATZ known to me and to me known to be the individual described in*
and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he acknowledged to me

that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for the uses and purposes

etherein described.

IN VrUTNESS WEEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission Expires 3-,/2r
STATE OF ALASKA )
) ss.
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )
THIS IT TO CERTIFY that on this jV~day of 1982,

before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, auly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared
WILLIAM HUDSON, known to me and to me krown to be the individual
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he
acknowledged to me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for

the uses and purposes therein described.



Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission Expires: SIstv. |/

STATE OF ALASKA

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

THIS 1T TO CERTIFY that on this /)&day of~ . 1982,
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared
THOMAS WILLIAMS, known to me and to me known to be the individual
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he
acknowledged to me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for

the uses and purposes therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission Expires: 3,



Universitv of Alaska
FAIRBANKS ALASKA 99701

March 31, 1982

Dear Bettye

i am enclosing some information on the
recent agreement reached by the Departments
of Natural Resources, Revenue and
Administration and the University of Alaska
regarding University lands. I think that
this thumbnail sketch will help to answer a
number of the questions that members of the
Legislature have raised. I am most pleased
that we have reached this agreement. As you
know, 1 have long felt that discussion and
negotiation are Tfar more appropriate than
lawsuits - it is far more appropriate to
develop trust and mutual respect. This
agreement is a milestone in achieving those
goals. Merry Tuten and John Katn are to be
warmly congratulated for resolving a most
difficult problem.

You may wish to share this letter and

its attachments with your colleagues. Please
call me if you require more detailed
information. We are most pleased with the

support you have offered to the University.
1 hope that we will continue to merit your
trust and confidence.

Cordially

Jyy 1/arton
t/ces ident:

JB :dm

The Honorable Bettye Fahrenkamp
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Thielhivorsity of Alaska Servos You as a Statewide System of Higher Education

Jaﬁﬁanon



FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
Where did the University®"s land come from?

The land was granted by the Federal Government to provide a stable
source of income for the University.

Why did the State manage University grant lands?

The State and University entered into an agreement at Statehood

providing for one land management agency to avoid duplication of
efforts

Why did the State DNR have difficulty managing the lands as trustees for
the University?

The State DNR did not have adequate funds for many years to manage
these lands, and the trustee responsibilities had not been
emphasized. It was, and still 1is, difficult for DNR to favor one
interest group over another, which 1is what trustee
responsibilities require.

\7hy should the University manage these lands and be in the land business?

The University Board of R.egents is best able to protect its,
interests and carry out the duties of a trustee. Many land-grant
colleges own land and derive substantial revenue from their
holdings. The University will maintain a small core staff,
contract specific areas of development to the private sector, and
emphasize long term revenue producing projects.

What does the University do with the money it receives from land
management?

Income derived from lend management- is deposited into the UA"s
Permanent Fund and managed by the Department of Revenue. The
University can use only the interest from the fund. So far there
has been little income. Some of the 1income,has been used to
establish a land management office in the University. In the
future the University will produce greater income and must plan
for the expenditure of such funds. The Board of Regents is
currently addressing this issue and will develop guidelines for
the use of the funds within the next few months.

Why did the State and University settle out of court?

All parties agreed that the University was owed compensation and
no one wanted to continue to litigate at the public®s exnense.

comprehensive solution was sought by all parties to lay the issue
to rest once and for all.



.2
\lhy does the State owe the University any money? The legislature funds the
University every year.

The Alaska Supreme Court ruled that the University be fully
compensated for takings of University trust land at less than fair
market value. The University lost income during yea-s of State
management and desires to re-establish its original .-nd base by
taking a portion of its compensation in Jand. The 1intent of
Congress was to establish a stable, long term economic base, an
"endowment™ for the University even though only a partial support.

IT the legislature funds the settlement agreement will the University be
self sufficient?

The University is a long way from being self sufficient. Since
the University hasn"t. managed its grant lands for 20 years it
must start from scratch to produce income. It will take some
years before the University receives a significant return.
However, the land base will remain an important asset of the
University and continue to appreciate through the years. The
value of the lands 1is insufficient to do more than supplement
State support (an endowment of approximately one billion dollars
would be required for full support!)

Uhat 1is the value of the University"s land?

A rough estimate 1is $225 million.

How many acres comprise University grant lands?

108,000 acres.

Does the settlement agreement benefit the State?

YES. The agreement resolves a longstanding legal 1issue at minimal
cost to the public; minimizes DNR1s responsibilities; returns
raanalement to the University and provides the University with an
opportunity to offset State appropriations in the future.

Uhy didn"t the University give up its land in 1978 when the State offered
it 1/2 of 1% of all resource revenues?

Because it felt that 1inasmuch as one legislature can"t bind
another it would be wiser to keep the crust lands. The University
felt State oil revenues might decline. The University would lose
its lands with no guarantee that deposits would be made to the
fund (cp. Mental Health trust fund).

JB:dm
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March 31, 1982

STATE OF ALASKA/UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA LANDS ISSUE

SB 875 and SB 876

ORIGIN AND PURPOSE OF UNIVERSITY GRANT LANDS

The U.S. Congress reserved 108,000 acres of federal land in
Alaska to be held in trust for the exclusive use and benefit

of the University of Alaska, a land.grant college. The intent
of the grant was to endow the University with a land base from
which to produce income to support the University in part. The
State and University entered into an agreement in 1960 which
provided for state management of these lands. Income from the
t”"e of the lands 1is deposited into the University of Alaska“s
Permanent Fund and managed by the Department of Revenue. The

University is able to spend only the interest earnings from the
fund.

NEGOTIATION ISSUES BETWEEN THE STATE AND UNIVERSITY

University grant lands were managed by the State as though efiey
were state lands and were transferred to municipalities, leased
at less than fair market value, and withdrawn from revenue
producing potential by placement in parks. In 1981 the Alaska
Supreme Court reaffirmed the State®"s trustee responsibilities
ard required the State to compensate the University for certain
Chugach State Park land takings. The University and State
Departments of Natural Resources, Revenue, and Administration
negotiated an out of court settlement which comprehensively
addressed compensation due for numerous other takings. The
settlement was approved by all parties on March 12, 1982.

SUMMARY OF SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

All parties to the settlement agreement believe the University
should own and manage University grant lands and that the
University 1is entitled to compensation as a result of State
management. The agreement transfers title,. management, and
control of existing University grant lands to the University of
Alaska Board of Regents as trustee and outlines a process for
determining the compensation due the University. The University
is entitled to receive compensation for uncollected revenues;
rights of way, easements, gravel sales, park withdrawals, leases
and other actions at less than fair market value; and liquidated
damages for other losses of revenue. When all the transactions
are appraised the University may elect to receive a cash deposit
to the University"s Permanent Fund or equal value in state land
or some combination of both.



LEGISLATIVE ACTION

All parties to the settlement agreement believe the legislature
should be informed and involved in the settlement.

SB 875:

SB 876

JB :dm

transfers title, management and control of existing
University grant lands to the University of Alaska
Board of Regents; ratifies the settlement
agreement; and requires the University to adopt
reasonable rules providing for prudent trust
management and adequate public notice.

appropriates $500,000 to the Department of Law to
be used by the State and University to research anc
determine the total dollar amount of compensation
due the University.



U of A/DNR SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

TOTAL FUNDS

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL SERVICES
COMMODITIES

EQUIPMENT

ALLOCATION OF FUNDS
UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA

**Appraisal contracts
Operating budget

PROPOSED BUDGET

$ 172,465
$ 20,840
$ 295,400
$ 6,095

$ 5,200

$ 500,000

$ 270,000
$ 120,000

DEPARTMENT OF NATURALRESOUPCES

Operating budget

TOTAL

**University and DNR will
will

$ 110,000

$ 500,000

jointly hire and

be administered by the University.

instruct appraisers.

- SB 875 and SB 876

Contracts



CS SB

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

LB
875:

, ™ 3.5 ;
"An Act relating to the transfer of the ownership and
management of University of Alaska trust land from the
Department of Natural Resources to the Board of Regents

of the University of Alaska; and providing for an
effective date."”

The purpose of this Act is to settle certain litigation
and to transfer legal title and management of University-
grant land from the Department of Natural Resources to

the University of Alaska Board of Regents.

Nothing 1in this act precludes or prejudices
negotiations between the Municipality of Anchorage
and the University of Alaska to settle their court
case, or affects the pursuit or outcome of that
litigation, or diminishes or affects the rights
or interests of the University or the Municipality
in that pending litigation.

Directs the Commissioner of Natural Resources to convey
all state interests 1in the described University-grant
lands to the University of Alaska Board of Regents,
pursuant to the Settlement ("Settlement Agreement Between
the Department of Natural Resources, The Department of
Revenue, And The Department of Administration and The
University of Alaska and The Board of Regents, As Trustees
for the University of Alaska"). Ratifies the Settlement,

subject to necessary appropriations and legislation to
implement 1it."

Amends existing law regarding the duties of the Board of
Regents to incLude the care, control and management of
the transfered University-grant lands.

Amends existing law regarding the duties of the Board of
Regents to direct them to adopt regulations
for trust management, and to provide adequate public

notices of dispositions of University-grant lands, or
interests therein.

Immediate effective date.

PilIME SPONSOR: Resources



Letter of Intent to accompany CS SB 875 (Res)

It is the intention of the Resources Committee in passing out this bill

that the University anl the Muncipality of Anchorage negotiate to settle their
claims presented in litigation (3AN 79 2801 Civil), Third Judicial District.
The Resources Committee intends that the two parties shall report to

the legislature by the tenth day of the 1983 session on the results of

their~discussions” 7 .



POUCH'Y «STATE CAPITOL

¥331 3JI®0IGI¥M ey
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORANDUM April 6, 1982

SUBJECT: University trust land
(CSSB 875 (Resources))

TO: Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp
Chairman, Senate Resources Committee

FROM: Richard A. Bradley >nL
Legislative Counsel 1Y)

The committee has not wanted this office to exercise Iits
usual drafting and review function on the enclosed bill.
Accordingly, the bill is enclosed essentially as requested.
What changes have been made are required by the fact that
new material is added and because this is a committee sub—
stitute.

In new Sec. 2, I have changed the material only to make the
verbs agree with their subject.

It seems difficult to see how it is possible that this legis—
lation will have the effect Sec. 2 is designed to allayj we

do not consider that Sec. 2 is within the subject of the

bill.

Sec. 3 (former Sec. 2) is amended to recognize that this 1is
a committee substitute and that the Agreement was introduced
at the introduction of the bill.

The lead-in to Secs. 4 and 5 (former Secs. 3 and 4)is
amended to eliminate the more gross style violations. The
material after "section 3" is added to recognize that a
reference to "this Act” in the Alaska Statutes 1is meaning—
less; a referrent is added.

And finally we note that Secs. 4 and 5 have nothing to do
with the subject of the bill: the "transfer of the owner—
ship and management™ of trust land.

RAB:I1jb

Enclosure
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LEGISLATION SUMMARY

cs SB 875: "An Act relating to the transfer of the ownership and
management of University of Alaskatrust land from the
Department of Natural Resources tothe Board ofRegents

of the University of Alaska; and providing for an
effective date."”

Sec. 1: The purpose of this Act is to settle certain litigation
and to transfer legal title and management of University-
grant land from the Department of Natural Resources to
the University of Alaska Board of Regents.

Sec. 2: Nothing in this act precludes or prejudices
negotiations between the Municipality of Anchorage
and the University of Alaska to settle their court
case, or affects the pursuit or outcome of that
litigation, ordiminishes or affects the rights
or interests of the University or theMunicipality
in that pending litigation.

Sec. Directs the Commissioner of Natural Resources to convey
all state interests in the described University-grant
lands to the University of Alaska Board of Regents,
pursuant to the Settlement ("Settlement Agreement Between
the Department of Natural Resources, The Department of
Revenue, And The Department of Administration and The
University of Alaska and ne Board of Vegents, As Trustees
for the University of Alaska"). Ratifies the Settlement,

subject tc necessary appropriations and legislation to
inmplement i1t.

Sec. 4 Amends existing law regarding the duties of the Board of
Regents tc include the care, control and management of
the transfered University-grant lands.

Sec. 5; Amends existing law regarding the duties of the loard of
Regents to direct them to adopt regulation
for trust management, and to provide adequate public

notices of dis ositions of University-grant lands, or
interests :heTZ2in.

Sec. 6. Immediate effective date-

PRIME SPONSOR: Restur.es






COMMITTEE REPOR

SENATE
3/26/82 FURTHER: Judiciary and
rinance
Date
Mr. President:
The Committee on RESOURCES has had

raakin,;. special appropriations and appropriation transfers to the Dept, of
Biw T & implementation of a settlement agreement

unH-: consideration and (a majority of the committee) (the committee)
reports it back with the following recommendations:

do pass [ ] do not pass

[ ] do pass with attached amendments(s)

[ 1 same title )
[ 1 replace rith CS for [ J new title

and recommends

[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent” [ 1 New Fiscal Note
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[ 1 referred to the Committee
MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
I & A
J
|
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J
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, AND TEE -

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION AND
THE UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA AND THE BOARD
OF REGENTS, AS. TRUSTEES FOR THE

UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA

This Agreement entered into this __  dayof , 1982,
between the Department of Natural Resources (hereinafter referred to
as "Department'™), the Department of Revenue, and the Department of
Administration, and the University of Alaska (hereinafter referred to
as "University"™), acting on its own behalf and through its Board of
Regents, sets forth the understanding of the parties as follows:

WHEREAS, the University commenced litigation against the
Department, the Department of Revenue, and the Department of
Administration on April 23, 1979, Case No. 3AN-79-2801 Civ., Third
Judicial District, seeking compensation for disposals and transactions
alleged to be in breach of trust obligations imposed by federal law;
And~

WHEREAS, the Act of 1915 (38 Stat. 1214, as ameD"<;d) reserved
land in certain Sections 33 located within the Tanana Valley for the
University and the Act of 1929 (45 Stat. 1091, as amended) permitted
the Territory of Alaska to select 100,000 acres of vacant non-mineral
unreserved land from the federal public domain for the exclusive use®
and benefit of the University (hereinafter collectively referred to as
"University-grant lands™); and

WHEREAS, Congress transferred the University-grant lands to
the State by Section 6(k) of the Alaska Statehood Act and the State
statutorily accepted the benefits and provisions of the Act of 1915
and the Act of 1929 by enacting respectively AS 14.40.380 and 14.40.390;
and

WHEREAS, the decisions of the Alaska Supreme Court have
interpreted the Acts of 1915 and 1929 and the acceptance by the State
as having created a trust for the benefit of the University, and any

income produced from the lands is reserved for the exclusive use and



Alaska, 624 P.2d 807 (Alaska 1981); Wessells v. State of Alaska, 362
P.2d 1042 (Alaska 1977)); and

WHEREAS, the Department of Revenue and the Department of
Administration have the duty to account and reserve for the exclusive
use and benefit of the University the proceeds produced from University-grant
lands; and

WHEREAS, the parties to this agreement believe that it isin
the bestinterest of the State toconvey certain University-grant
lands and certain state lands which are not University-grant lands \u
fee to the University; and

WHEREAS, the parties believe that it is desirable to compromise
the pending litigation to the extent provided by this Agreement and to
complete all actions required or contemplated under it, upon execution
of the Agreement and where necessary by enactment of legislation; and

WHEREAS, the parties to this Agreement believe that it is in
the bestinterests of the parties that the University receive title to
and management of certain University-grant*lands, to be administered,
controlled and managed through the Board of Regents, as trustee for
the University; and

WHEREAS, the parties acknowledge that it is their intent by
this Agreement and such legislation to accomplish the following:

1. Differentiate between state public domain lands and
University-grant lands by providing separate and distinct land management
to insure the future management of University-grant lands in accordance
with recognized trust principles;

2. Resolve conflicts resulting from past management of all
lands grantedto the State for the benefit of the University by the
United Statespursuant to the Acts of 1915 and 1929;

3.  Fulfill the purpose for which the University-grant
lands were originally granted;

4. Convey title in fee to certain University-grant lands
and certain other state lands to the University upon authorization by
the legislature and transfer® money to the University of Alaska Permanent
Fund (hereinafter referred to as "fund") upon appropriation by the

Legislature;



Department, the Department of Revenue or the" Department of Administration
with regard to the management and disposal of University-grant land,
and the dollar amount due, with interest, to the fund for University-grant
lands and resources therefrom which have been disposed of at less than
then-curreut fair market value by the State; and

WHEREAS, upon enactment of legislation the Commissioners of
the Departments of Natural Resources, Revenue, and Administration,
will have the authority to implement this Agreement, and the Board of
Regents is empowered to act on behalf of the University pursuant to
Article VII, Section 3 of the Alaska Constitution and AS 1A.A0.170,

1A.A0.250, 1A.A0.280, 1A.A0.350, 1A.A0.360, and 1A.A0.A00;

NOW THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the terms; covenants
and conditions contained herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. Applicable Time Periods. Because of the difficulty in
providing an accurate accounting and analysis of long past disposals
and transactions, and considering the possible application of the
doctrine of laches and statutes of limitation, the parties acknowledge
that the calculation of compensation due the University shall be
limited to the period from January 1, 1960 forward for certain disposals
and transactions as specified in paragraphs 2 and 3 and from January 1, 1968
forward for certain other disposals and transactions as specified in
paragraphs 2 and 3.

2. Determination of Dollar Amount for Prior Disposals and
Transactions at Less Than Fair Market Value. The dollar amount due
for prior disposals and transactions shall be calculated as follows:

a)To determine the dollar amount due for rights-of-way,
permits, easements, materials, and fees conveyed other than at appraised
value, and legislative and administrative withdrawals and reservations
made or executed on or after January 1, 1968, the parties shall mutually
select and instruct an independent fee appraiser to determine the fair
market value of the land and resources involved in each transaction
identified in Appendices A, B and D on the date the disposal or transaction

was made or executed. The value determined b> the appraiser shall be



from the date of transaction to the date the grand total in Appendix M
is determined at nine percent (9%) per yéar, compounded annually. The
total amount due for each transaction shall be entered in Appendix M.
No compensation is due for such disposals and transactions made or
executed before January 1, 1968.

b) To determine the dollar amount owed to the University
for unduly encumbered lands which™the University shall convey to the
State by quitclaim deed under this Agreement, the parties shall mutually
select and instruct an independent fee appraiser to determine the *
current fair market value of the lands identified in Appendix E.

These lands may be removed by the University from Appendix Z within

120 days after the date of this Agreement. Additional University-grant
lends not listed in any Appendix and which are found to be subject to
past disposals may be added to the applicable Appendix by agreement of
the University and the Department, not later than February 1, 1983.

c) To determine the dollar amount owed for incomplete land
exchanges and leases, excluding mireral Ieasqs and oil and gas leases,
made or executed after January 1, 1960, on Uaiversity-grant lands, the
parties shall mutually select and instruct an independent fee appraiser
to determine the current fair market vt ",ue of the land which is identified
in Appendices C and F. The value determined by the appraiser shall be
binding upon the parties. The current fair iraZKet value of the leased
lands shall be used in conjunction with the provisions set forth in
Appendix G to determine the value of each I"ase. The value of each
lease shall be set forth in Appendix H. The total value of all leases
shall be entered in Appendix M. No compensation is due for mining
locations, mineral leases or oil and gas leases except as provided in
paragraphs 3 and A.

Land exchanges presently incompleted which are completed
within one year of the signing of this Agreement shall not be included
in the total dollar amo%nt due.as identified in Appendix M.

3. Determination of Compensation for All Uncollected or

Unallocated Revenues. The Department, the Department of Revenue, and



all data, txj.es, accounting and all other information, in whatever
firm, concerning disposals and transacti;ns on University-grant lands
made or executed after January 1, 1960, or January 1, 1968, as appropriate
under paragraph 1. All revenues, including revenue from oil and gas
leases executed after January J, 1960, if any, which could have been
collected according to the terms of the instrument making the disposal
or governing the transaction and which should have been collected for
or allocated to the fund but were not, shall be entered into Appendix |
and added to the total dollar amount and entered in Appendix M. The
amount of uncollected or unallocated revenues shall bear interest at
nine per cent (9%) per year, compounded annually from the date of the
initial billing period in which each amount was not collected or
allocated.

4. Liquidated Damages. In recognition of the difficulty
of precisely determining the dollar amount owed the University with
regard to the State"s management, reservation and disposal of University-grant
lands and interests therein at less than their then-current fair
market value, including without limitation mineral locations, claims
and prospecting, leasing activity including mineral and oil and gas,
and preference rights not otherwise addressed in this Agreement, the
parties agree that the University should receive, upon proper appropriation
by the Legislature, liquidated damages. Liquidated damages shall also
include all claims for trespass, non-aggressive and non-productive
management, all demands for indemnity against claims made by third
parties, and any claim against the state or agent thereof for punitive
damages. The parties agree that the University shall have the right
without interference from the Department to seek liquidated damages
through a legislative appropriation in an amount not more than five
million dollars ($5,000,000.00). The parties acknowledge that the
liquidated damages should not constitute a penalty but reflect a
reasoned compromise of damages sustained.

5. Supplement to Appendices. Except as otherwise specifically
provided herein, the parties shall have one hundred fifty 050) days
from the signing of this Agreement to supplement, correct and modify

the Appendices to insure their accuracy.



Quitclaim ____
transfer to the Board of Regents, as trustee for the University, all
University-grant lands identified in App;ndix N and all state lands
i;entified for transfer to the University pursuant to paragraph 12 by
guitclaim deed. The University shall convey to the State all lands
identified in Appendix E by quitclaim deed.

7. Termination of Interests Which the State Granted To
Itself. The-Department shall terminate within ninety (90) days after
the effective date of this Agreement those interests in University-grant
lands identified in Appendix K which it has granted to itself or other
state agencies, departments, or entities and which are, by the terms
of the transfer document, terminable at will by the Department. The
interests to be terminated under this paragraph may include, but are
not limited to, special land use permits (SLUPs), miscellaneous land
use permits YMLUPs), free use permits (FUPs), personal use permits
(FUPs), temporary use permits (TUPs), land use permits (LUPs), Interagency
Land Management Assignments (ILMAs), and Interagency Land Management
Transfers (ILMTS).

8. Acknowledgement and Disposition of Third Party Lease
Interests. All lease interests granted to third parties listed in
Appendix L are acknowledged by the University as binding contracts
with the State of Alaska through the Department. The Department shall
administer these leases according to the applicable state statutes
until the University requests that administrative responsibilities for
the leases be transferred to the Board of Regents or the lease term
expires, whichever occurs first. In the event of the lessee®s default
the Stat%nshall succeed to the lessee®s term of years and may transfer
the lease hold interest in the lands to the University or use the
lands or re-lease them until the expiration of the original lease
term.

The State shall purchase any leased lands identified in
Appendix F which the University elects not to retain by February 1, 1983,
at their current fair market value as determined by appraisal. The
University shall receive the proper amount of rer.al value from the
di“te of the execution of the lease until February 1, 1983, according

to the lease valuation provisions set forth in Appendix G.



9. Other Thilkd RParty Interests. The Uniivensity acknaowliedges
=t NThS «

all valid existing third party interests of which it has knowledge or
which are a matter of public record in aadition to those referred to
in paragraph 8 but excluding selections made by municipalities pursuant
to AS 29.18.201-213 or any predecessor statute thereto. The University
shall not contest the validity of any .mining claim on University grant
lands or state Iands/%gn¥ﬁge%niversity pursuant to this Agreement
except for failure to record a location certificate or perform annual
labor as required by law.

The Universityshall not impose any royalty orother charge
in excess of that currently charged, or to be charged in the future,
by the state on state lands, on the right to extract locatable minerals
from any mining claims for which a location certificate had been
recorded and any required annual labor had been performed at the date
this Agreement is signed.

10. Method ofCompensation to the University.

a) Cash Settlement. The University may elect to
receive a full or partial cash settlement for the total dollar amount
owed in the form of a deposit into the fund, dependent only upon
appropriations made for such purpose by the Legislature. The University
shall have free access to any amount appropriated as monetary compensation
for a period of two years from the date of deposit, during which time
such money may be used only to purchase real property if statutory
authority to purchase real property is enacted. After two years, the
balance of the fund not used to purchase real property shall be available
for all lawful purposes for which the fund may be used. The parties
shall seek, durii g the 198J legislative session, an appropriation for
the dollar amount the University elects to receive as a cash settlement.
b) Land Settlement. The University may elect no

later than October 30, 1983, to receive full or partial settlement of
the total dollar amount due through the conveyance of state lands of
equal fair market value identified in the pools established pursuant
to paragraph 12  Nothing in this agreement requires the value of
lands in the pools established pursuant to paragraph 12 to equal or
exceed the total dollar amount due. The University shall obtain the
surface and subsurface estate of such lands encumbered by the restrictions

imposed by Section 6(i) of the Alaska Statehood Act.
7



under this Agreement shall bear interest at the rate of 10.5% from the
time the grand total in Appendix M is determined until the University
has received full compensation as provided in paragraph 10 of this
Agreement.
12. Pool of Lands. |If the University elects to receive all

or part of the total dollar amount due in land pursuant to paragraph 10
it shall be entitled to receive lands from three (3) pools established
by the Commissioner of the Department as follows:

a) The first pool shall contain all land owned by"the
State upon which the University has located improvements and which are
identified in Appendix 0. The parties shall have thirty (30) days
after the signing of this Agreement to correct Appendix O to insure
its accuracy. The parties shall mutually select and instruct, by
August 1, 1982, an independent fee appraiser to determine the current
fair market value of the lands identified in the first pool. The
appraiser shall determine the value by February 1, 1983,, and such
value shall be binding upon the parties. The University shall be
required to accept the lands identified in the first pool and shall
offset their appraised value against the total dollar aiaount due.

b) The second pool shall contain the lands identified in

Appendix O which the University may select. The parties shall have
thirty (30) days after the signing of this Agreement to supplement,
correct and modify Appendix 0. The parties shall mutually select and
instruct, by August 1, 1982, an independent fee appraiser to determine
the current fair market value of the lands which the University selects
from the second pool. The appraiser shall determine the value by
February 1, 1983, and such value shall be binding upon the parties.
The University shall identify, by May 30, 1983, any lands which it
selects from the second pool. The University reserves the right to
independently determine if any of the lands contained in the second
pool are a financially prudent or commercially reasonable acquisition
for the trust established by the Act of 1915 and the Act of 1929. The
Department does not represent that any of the lands in the second pool
are suitable for acquisition for the trust. The University shall
offset the appraised value of the lands it selects from the second

pool against the total dollar amount due.
8



¢) The University shall accept the lands identified
in the first pool and shall make i1ts selections from the second pool
by May 30, 1983. Lands not selected by Lhe University by May 30, 1983,
shall cease to be reserved for selection by the University.

d) By June 30, 1983, the Department will review all
lands r which the State receives tentative approval between March 1, 1982,
and March 31, 1983. The Department may include any such lands which
it, in its sole discretion, chooses ill a third pool. The Department
may also include in the third pool any of the lands previously wxthin
the second pool and not selected by the University. The Department
may choose not to include any land in the third pool. The parties
shall mutually select and instruct, by July 15, 1983, an independent
fee appraiser to determine the current fair market value of the lands,
if any, in the third pool. The value shall be determined by September 30, 1983,
and shall be binding upon the parties. The University shall identify,
by October 30, 1983, those lands which it selects from the third pool.
The University reserves the right to independently determine if any of
the lands contained in the third pool are a financially prudent or
commercially reasonable acquisition for the trust established by the
Act of 1915 and the Act of 1929. The Department does not represent
that any of the lands in the third pool are suitable for acquisition
for the trust. The University shall offset the appraised vnlue of any
lands it may select from the third pool against the total dollar
amount due. Lands not selected by the University by October 30, 1983,
shall cease to be reserved for selection by the University.

e) The Department shall not make any conveyances of
land to the University under this Agreement unless statutory authority
to make such conveyances is Tirst enacted. The Department shall not
be obligated to pay for the appraisals required pursuant to this
Agreement.

13. Mutual Assistance. The parties agree to cooperate in
the following ways in order to effectuate the purposes of this Agreement,
and to accomplish the goals set forth in the statement of intent:

a) The parties agree to use their best efforts in a
spirit of cooperation to seek introduction in the 1982 session of the

Alaska Legislature suitable legislation seeking approval of this



contemplated by this Agreement and appropriating those amounts required
for the costs of obtaining appraisals and >the expenses necejsary to
implement this Agreement. The parties agree to work diligently for
final passage and enactment of such legislation. A proposed draft of
legislation which the parties presently believe will fulfill these
objectives is attached to this Agreement as Appendix P.

b) The University plans to seek introduction of
suitable legislation in the 1983 Legislative session to authorize
conveyance of lands selected by the University from the pools created
pursuant to paragraph 12 and/or an appropriation to fund any dollar
amount due. After examining the Grand Total as finally determined and
set forth in Appendix M, the other parties to this Agreement will decide
whether they can support such legislation. If the State determines it can
not support the Grand Total as finally determined and set forth in Appendix
M, then the University shall also not be bound by the Grand Total, except that
the parties agree to use the procedures decrlbed in this Agreement. The parties
to this Agreement will also seek introduction of suitable legislation in the
1983 legislative session to make statutory references to University-grant
lands consistent with this Agreement. The University shall seek appropriate
legislation clarifying the duties and responsibilities of the Board of
Regents as trustee of University-grant lands and state lands transferred
to the University pursuant to this Agreement. If pursuant to Paragraph 10
a cash settlement is elected, the parties shall seek to introduce legislation
during the 1983 session appropriating the money required. The University
shall seek legislation during the 1983 session permitting the University
to invest any money appropriated in real property.

1) In the event that the University successfully petitions the

*

United States Congress for additional federal lands to compensate the
University with in-lieu lands for lands reserved under the Acts of 1915
and 1929 but which were not conveyed to the State pursuant to Section 6(k)
of the Alaska Statehood Act, the Department shall submit, on behalf of
the University, all neces;ary sélection applications, forms and related
documentation required by applicable law to perfect the selection and
patent for said in-lieu lands to the State and convey those lands to the

Board of Regents pursuant to this Agreement.



years after the University receives title to University-grant lands
and other state lands as a result of this Agreement by providing
available resource and planning information.

14. Future Management of University-Grant Lands. “he Board
of Regents, as trustee for the University of Alaska, shall have the
re ponsibility and duty to control, administer, and manage all lands
which are transferred to the University pursuant to this Agreement,
for the exclusive use and benefit of the University and for its financial
enhancement and security. The Board of Regents shall manage such
lands for.educational purposes and to produce the maximum amount of
income for the University. The Board of Regents shall not have responsibility
for, or control over, the fish and game on, or the appropriation of
water from, University-grant lands, both of which shall be subject to
applicable state laws and regulations. The University shall provide
legal access to all navigable and public waters on or adjacent to the
lands which are the subject of this Agreement. The University recognizes
that lands underlying navigable waters are owned in fee by the State,
and are not subject to the provisions of this Agreement. The management
of such lands shall be coordinated by the State with the Board of
Regents®™ management of adjacent lands which have been conveyed by this
Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent the University
from applying for a permit to appropriate water pursuant to the Alaska
Water Use Act, A.S. 46.15.

15. Interim Management. After signing of this Agreement
creation of any third party interests in the University grant land or
lands reserved for selection by the University pursuant to paragraph 12
shall require approval by the University with the exception of lease
conversions pursuant to Section 12, ch 138, SLA 1977 as amended.
University-grant lands which are the subject of municipal selections
will not be conveyed to the applicant until the University has approved
replacement lands as contemplated by AS 29.18.206(d).

16. Resumption of Litigation. In the event that the University
docs not receive the total dollar amount owed in cash or land an
provided in this Agreement by October 30, 1983, the parties shall be

deemed not to have waived any right they may have otherwise had to



maintain or resume the pending litigation in Case No. 3AN-79-2801

m vE~ . )
Civ., Third Judicial District, State of Alaska. In the event the
Court requires that this action be dismissed in the interim, such
dismissal shall be stipulated by the parties to be without prejudice,
and the parties shall further stipulate that it may be re-filed by any
of them at a future date.

17. No Waiver of Claims or Defenses. The parties agree
that by their voluntary participation in the negotiation, execution
and implementation of this Agreement, they shall not have thereby
waived any claim, defense, counterclaim, set-off or legal or equitable
remedy which each may pursue against the other in the event that full
compensation due the University, in money or land, is not transferred
to it pursuant to the obligations contained in this Agreement and
litigation is thereafter resumed pursuant to paragraph 16. Nothing in
this Agreement or any Appendix hereto shall be admissable in pending
or future litigation or presented to a court for any purpose except
enforcing this Agreement. This prohibition does not extend to proof
of actions taken by the Legislature on legislation required by or
related to the subject of this Agreement.

18. Extinguishment of All Claims. The parties agree that
upon discharge of the obligations of the State under this Agreement,
all claims which are the subject of Case No. 3AN-79-2801 Civ., Third
Judicial District, State of Alaska, and all other claims which the
University has or had against the State or any agent which are based
upon a breach of trust obligations under the Acts of 1915 or 1929,
shall be merged in the settlement and finally extinguished, excluding
only those claims against the State and the Municipality of Anchorage
or any other entity claiming University-grant lands under AS 29.18.201-213,
or any predecessor statute thereto.

19. No Waiver of Breach or Defense. No failure by either
party to insist upon the strict performance by the other of any term
or condition of this Agreement, or to exercise any right or remedy
upon a breach thereof, shall constitute a waiver of any such breach or
of such term or condition. No waiver of any breach shall affect or
alter this Agreement, but each and every term and condition of this
Agreement shall continue in full force and effect with respect to any

other then-existing or subsequent breach.
12



20. Litigation with the Municipality of Anchorage. This

1ie fRfdRASs>-
Agreement does not affect the pending litigation by the University
against the Municipality, of Anchorage ig Case No. 3AN-79-2801 Civ.,
Third Judicial District, State of Alaska. The University retains all
causes of action, claims, demands and right to damages, expenses and
compensation which it now has or may hereafter have against the State
or the Municipality of Anchorage as a result of the Municipality®s
selection of University-grant lands pursuant to AS 29.18.201-213, or
any predecessor statute thereto.

21. Notice. If it becomes necessary as a result of the
execution and performance of this Agreement to provide public notice
pursuant to Article VIIlI, Sec. 10 of the Alaska Consititution or to AS
38.50.110, the Department and the University shall cooperate in complying
with such notice requirements.

22. Resolution by Board of Regents. The Board of Regents
shall, if i1t approves this Agreement, pass a resolution signed by all
members of the Board, approving and adopting this Agreement, and
specifically and irrevocably assuming responsibility as trustee to the
University regarding the management and disposition of all lands which
are contemplated to be transferred in fee to the University pursuant
to this Agreement. The State shall have the right to review the form
and adequacy of the assumption of the obligations of trustee by the
Board, prior to making any land conveyances under this Agreement.

23. Advice of Counsel. Each of the parties acknowledges
that it was represented by counsel during the negotiation, drafting .
and -execution of thi"s Agreement.

24. Good Faith. The parties agree that the performance of
all obligations set forth in the terms and conditions herein shall be
conducted in good faith.

25. Successors in Interest. Each and all of the terms,
covenants and conditions in this Agreement shall inure to the benefit
of, and shall be binding upon, the successors in interest of each of
the parties to this Agreement.

26. Enforcement. Enforcement of the public trust responsibilities
required to be assumed by the Board of Regents as a result of its
approval of this Agreement shall be vested in the Office of the Attorney

General, State of Alaska.



By. 4<r~. _1Q. _ljpijcC...

Edward Rasrauson, President of vJohn W. Katz, Commissioner
of
the Board *of Regents the Department of Natural
Resources
DATED DATED: 3-11-82

Thomas Williams, Commissioner

of the Departmen * of Revenue

Approved as to Form: DATED:

Counsel for the University William Hudson, C
of the Department of

Administration

Assistant Attorney General
STATE OF ALASKA )

) ss.

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

14



) THIS 1S TO CERTIFY that on this |J. day of ~T1cicLtcarn , 1982,
JE?iore me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of

Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as ;uch; personally appeared

EDWARD RASMUSON, known to me and to me known to be the individual

described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he acknowledged
to me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for the uses and

purposes therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Cl /i Yer m

Notary Public in and for Alaska’ /
My Commission Expires:
STATE OF ALASKri )
) ss.
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )
THIS IT TO CERTIFY thaton thisQ_jlay of 1982,

before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared

JAY BARTON known to me and to me known to be the individual described
in and whoexecuted the foregoing instrument, and heacknowledged to
me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for the uses and

purposes therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission Expires:



THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )
t

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY that on this // day of » 1982,
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared JOHN
W. KATZ known to me and to me known to be the individual described in
and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he acknowledged to me

that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for the uses and purposes

therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission Expires

STATE OF ALASKA )

) ss.

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

THIS 1T TO CERTIFY that on this tt Y&y of -1 1982,
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, %uly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared
WILLIAM HUDSON, known to me and to me known to be the individual
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he

acknowledged to me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for

the uses and purposes therein described.
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Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission E X p 1 r e s 7

STATE OF ALASKA ) -
) ss.
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

THIS 1T TO CERTIFY that on this // day of 1982,
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the State of
Alaska, duly commissioned and sworn as such, personally appeared
THOMAS WILLIAMS, known to me and to me known to be the individual
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, and he
acknowledged to me that he signed the same freely and voluntarily for

the uses and purposes therein described.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and official

seal the day and year first hereinabove written.

Notary Public in and for Alaska

My Commission Expires:
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University of A laska

FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701

BOARD OF REGENTS
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The United States Congress reserved land in certain
sections 33 located within the Tanana Valley for the University
of Alaska by the Act of 1915 (38 Stat. 1214, as amended), and
permitted the Territory of Alaska to select 100,000 acres of
vacant, non-mineral, unreserved land from the federal public
domain for the exclusive use and benefit of the University of
Alaska by the Act of"1929 (45 Sbat. 1091, as amended)
(hereinafter collectively referred to as "University-grant
lands™); and

WHEREAS, Congress tranferred the University-grant lands to
the State of Alaska by Section 6(k) of the Alaska Statehood Ac"
and the State statutorily accepted the benefits and provisions of
the federal land grant Acts of 1915 and 1929 by enacting,
respectively, AS 14.40.380 and 14.40.390; and

WHEREAS, the University commenced litigation against the
State of Alaska on April 23, 1979 (Case No. 3AN-79-2801 Civ.,
Third Judicial District), seeking compensation for disposals and
transactions alleged to be in breach of trust obligations 1imposed
by federal law; and

WHEREAS, representatives of the Alaska Department of Natural
Resources and the University of Alaska, after lengthy
negotiations, have developed a proposed settlement agreement
which would resolve or compromise certain claims and defenses in
the pending litigation, to the extent provided by the Agreement;
and

WHEREAS, the Board of Regents of the University of Alaska
held a special meeting on February 13, 1982, 1in Fairbanks,
Alaska, for the purpose of voting on a motion to approve the
proposed settlement agreement; and

WHEREAS, the February 13, 1982, special meeting of the Board
of Regents was attended by a quorum consisting of Regents Edward
B. Rasmuson (President), Jeffry J. Cook (Vice President), Donald
B. Abel, Jr. (Secretary), Herbert C. Lang (Treasurer), Hugh B.
Fate, Jr., Margaret J. Hall, Sara Hannan, and John T. Shively;
and



WHEREAS, Regent Cook moved, seconded by Regent Lang, that the
Board of Regents adopt the following motion:
|
"The Board of Regents approves the attached settlement
agreement _dated February 13, 1982. Any subsequent language
changes will be reviewed by the Board at the scheduled March
12, 1982, meeting. The Board directs the President to
cooperate with the efforts of the Commissioner for Natural
Resources to gain legislative endorsement of the Agreement.
Inasmuch as the Governor has not yet had an opportunity to
review the agreem nt, no public release of the document will
be made until he has had such opportunity. This motion is
effective February 13, 1982."

\/HEP\.EAS, upon due deliberation and with the advice of
counsel, the Board of Regents unanimously passed the aforestated
motion: and

WHEPVEAS, paragraph twenty-two (22) of the Agreement requires
the Board of R.egents to pass a resolution signed by all members
of the Board approving and adopting the proposed settlement
agreement and specifically and irrevocably assuming
responsibility as trustees to the University regarding the
management and disposition of all lands which are contemplated to
be transferred in fee to the University pursuant to the
Agreement;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVLD that the Board of Regents
approves and adopts the Agreement dated February 13, 1982 and
entitled "Settlement Agreement between the Department of Natural
Resources, the Department of Revenue, and the Department of
Administration, and the University of Alaska, and the Board of
Regents as trustees for the University of Alaska,"” as amended,
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Regents-
collectively, and each member of the Board of Regents in his or
her official capacity individually, specifically and irrevocably
assumes responsibility as trustee to the University of Alaska for
the management and d: -position of all lands which are transferred
in fee to the University pursuant to the Agreement, and for the.
proceeds derived from such lands; and



