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COMPANY NAME SALE-NUMBER TOTAL VALUE VOLUME UNIT
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-412F 42950.25 567.0 MBF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-412F 371.25 33.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WUOD PRODUCTS NC-412F 3010.80 193.0 CCF

NC-451F 300.00 <00.0 CD
RUSTIC ALASKAN HOMES NC-459F 3669.25 65.0 MBF
RUSTIC ALASKAN HOMES NC-459F 5849.57 563.0 CCF
NORTH POLE UOOD PRODUCTS NC-416F 3830.00 122.0 CCF
RUSTIC ALASKAN HOMES NC--463F 16605.00 205.0 MBF
RUSTIC ALASKAN HOMES NC-463F 1170.00 75.0 CCF
RUSTIC ALASKAN HOMES NC-463F 250.00 50.0 CCF
M & K FIREWOOD NC-413F 2129.10 141.0 CCF
SVENSK FORESTRY CONSULTING NC-415F 2411.90 89.0 CCF
FOUR STAR LUMBER NC-314F 7200.00 720.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-386F 45333.30 1103.0 MBF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-386F 6287.45 569.0 CCF
NORTHLAND UOOD PRODUCTS NC-386F 6)88.00 560.0 CCF
CHENA VALLEY DEVELOPMENT CO NC-461F 2334.62 34.5 MBF

NC-405F 300.00 100.0 CD
NORTH POLE WOOD PRODUCTS NC-395F 888.75 79.0 CCF
%%EEH POLE WOOD PRODUCTS NC-395F 13067.00 358.0 MBF

COMPANY NAME SALE-NUMBER TOTAL VALUE VOLUME UNIT
SCHALLOCK ENT. NC-357F 14249.70 669.0 CCF
FOUR STAR LUMBER NC-305F 32489.85 1297.0 MBF
KIPMIK LOG HOMES NC-316F 24666.20 2327.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-317F 12353.46 §18.1 MBF
RUSTIC ALASKAN HOMES NC-322F 36540.00 348.0 MBF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-323F 506.80 181.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC--323F 2835.00 270.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-323F 2811.20 502.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-323F 39396.50 1045.0 MBF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-344F 1282.40 229.0 CCF
NORTHLAND UOOD PRODUCTS NC-344F 520.80 186.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-344F 56916.00 1224.0 MBF
STICKS § STUFF NC-372F 907.20 72.0 CD
KHM FIREWQOOD NC-373F 743 .40 59.0 CD
NORTH POLE WOOD PRODUCTS NC-376F 10175.00 550.0 rCF
GRIFFIN'S GARDENS NC-382F 580.00 100.0 CD
PYNE ENTERPRISES NC-406F 372.00 124.0 CD
PARKS WOOD SERVICE NC-384F 2.95 100.0 CD
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS MC--387F 10155.97 320.0 MBF
ygg;HLAND WOO0D PRODUCTS NC-387F 3753.62 481.0 CCF

COMPANY NAME SALE-NUMBER  TOTAL VALUE VOLUME UNIT
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-387F 3496.10 448.0 CCF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-387F 229431 294.0 CCF
FOUR STAR LUMBER NC-389F 40560.00 1560.0 CCF
SHANNON'S ENTERPRISES NC-398F 1080.66 93.0 CD
FITZSIMONS ENTERPRISES NC-399F 341.04 98.0 CD
FOREST SERVICES NC-414F 1395.00 90.0 CCF
BURNING EMBERS INC. NC.-467F 2»S«.00 128.0 CCF
RGUGHTOP MINING COMPANY NC--469F 815.62 26.0 MBF
BURNING EMBERS INC. NC-468F 4532.00 176.0 CCF

NC-40GF 1176.96 96.0 CD
HORSE POWER LTD NC-402F 769.56 66.0 CD
BRETT'S FIREWOOD SALES NC-403F 1290.00 100.0 CD
CAVE MAN LOGGING CO. NC~4('TF 366.00 122.0 CD



NORTHLAND UOOD PRODUCTS NC-140F 290000.00 5000.0 MBF
NORTHLAND WOOD PRODUCTS NC-140F 0.00 0.0 MBF
ROSE'S FIREWOOD NC-464F 3366.00 198.0 CCF
FAIRBANKS FIREWOOD NC-465F 1913.50 89.0 CCF
MBF VALUE: 602626%*82
CCF VALUE: 158824.45
MORE
CD VALUE: § 9167.27
MBF VOLUME 12410.6
CCF VOLUME 11572.0
CD VOLUME 1280.0
MORE Co vwrnf>CA I COe
COMPANY NAME SALE-NUMBER TOTAL VALUE VOLUME UNIT
S 4 K ENTERPRISES NC-422D 300.00 150.0 CD
FOUR STAR LUMBER NC-401D 8§1000.00 5000.0 MBF
DRY CREEK ENTERPRISES MC-427D 35.00 35.0 CCF
DRY CREEK ENTERPRISES NC-427D 67.00 67.0 CCF
DRY CREEK ENTERPRISES NC-378D 350.00 70.0 CD
DRY CREEK ENTERPRISES NC-378D 2575.00 515.0 CD
DRY CREEK ENTERPRISES NC-378D 3742.20 132.0 MBF
S 6 K ENTERPRISES NC-422D 2430.00 150.0 MBF
NC-425D 500.00 100.0 CD
ANCHOR FOREST PRODUCTS NC-307D 66W0.AQ 440.0 MBF
PINES SAWMILL NC-369D 4074 30 145.0 MBF
PINES SAWMILL NC-385D 1260.00 45.0 MBF
PAT'S WOODCUTTING NC-409D 30G.00 100.0 CD
BEAR VALLEY TRADING POST NC-411D 300.00 100.0 CD
TOK PILOT CAR SERVICE NC-420D 150.00 50.0 CD
HIGH TIMES WOOD HAULERS NC-421D 210.00 70.0 CD
GATEWAY INDUSTRIAL SERVICES NC-424D 120.00 40.0 CD
ROSE'S FIREWOOD NC-462D 709.00 709.0 CCF
ROSE'S FIREWOQOOD NC-462D 504.00 504.0 CCF
J.D. DOZER 6 EQUIPMENT SERVICE NC-423D 61 .77 4.1 MBF
NEXT
COMPANY NAME SALE-NUMBER TOTAL VALUE VOLUME UNIT
MCCRACKEN LUMBER COMPANY NC-426D 12628.60 271.0 MBF
MCCRACKEN LUMBER COMPANY NC-426D 318.20 37.0 CCF
MBF VALUE * 111797.07
CCF VALUE $ 1633.20
CD VALUE $ 4805.00
MBF VOLUME 6187.1
CCF VOLUME 1352.0
CD VOLUME 1195.0
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* Section 1 AS 41.17.020(c) 1is amended to read:

(c) After planning and classification procedures under
AS 38.05.005 - 38.05.370 have been completed, the governor
shall annually make, recommendations to the legislature for
the inclusion of lands in the State Forest System beginning
January 1, 1984. [MAY PROPOSE TO THE LEGISLATURE, STATE FORESTS,
TO CONSIST OF FOREST LAND DETERMINED BY HIM TO BE DESIRABLE FOR

RETENTION IN STATE OWNERSHIP AS MULTIPLE-USE LAND.]

*Section 2. AS 41.17.040 (f) 1is amended to read:

(f) The board shall review and comment to the commissioner
on regulations proposed for adoption under AS 41.17.010 - 41.17.950.
The board shall review and comment to the commissioner on the
long range administrative plan, 1including management plan
for each state forest, adopted under AS 41.17.070 and any
amendments to the plan. The board shall also report to the legis—
lature its recommendations for changes in the provisions of AS
41.17.010 - 41.17.950 and i1t comments on the regulations adopted-
by the commissioner under AS 41.17.010 - 41.17.950. It nay also

review and advise the legislature on the activities of thedivision.

*Section 3. AS 41.17.070(a) 1is amended to read:

Sec. 41.17.070. ADMINISTRATIVE PLAN AND REPORT. (a) The
commissioner shall adopt [DEVELOP AND CONTINUALLY MAINTAIN] a
long-range plan , including a management plan for each state forest,
for the administration of AS 41.17.010 - AS 41.17.950 which

demonstrates that the provisions of AS 41.17.010 are being

recognized and that the standards of AS 41.17.060 are being met.
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Section 4. AS 21.17 1is amended by adding a new sections to read

Sec. 41.17.500 STATE FOREST SYSTEM

(a) Private land, University of Alaska grant land, existing
transportation corridors, and municipal borough lands within a
State Forest boundary are excluded from State Forests. The
commissioner of natural resources may not acquire private land or
University of Alaska grant land located within a state forest by
eminent domain for any purpose.

(b) Approved or pending Native allotment applications
located partially or completely within a State Forest are not
adversely affected by the establishment of a State Forest and all
approved allotments and all pending allotments shall be treated
as private land.

Sec. 41.17.550. STATE FOREST SYSTEM LANDS.

In accordance with the provisions of AS 41.17.020, the state
owned or acquired land and water lying within the parcels described
in () - (__) of this section are designed as state forest
«reas.

LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS
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December 13, 1982

Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp
515 Seventh Avenue

Room 320

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Dear Bettye:

| am pleased that you have taken the initiative to prepare and support a
bill to create a Statewide Forest Management System. | offer my support,
and the supprrt of my staff, in the selection of appropriate forest land
to be set aside within the Fairbanks North Star Borough.

The proposed bill will enable the kind of long-term management that is
essential, when onb considers that a forest reqjires seme 30 years to
mature. Under the current State land classification system, we have no
assurance that land classified forestry will retain \hat classification.
Through the update of our Borough Comprehensive Plan, re will at least
be able to insure that lands set aside (or a specific purpose are et
least reviewed by the Borough before major cnanges occur which arc
inconsistent with that purpose.

A high priority in my administration is the identification and development
of an industrial, park site. In setting up the State Forest Management
System, it is vital that the land to be selected fnr this purpose is
excluded from consideration. The Borough has made e committment to the
Governor's Office to decide on a suitable location by December, 1983.

It is also impi.'tant that the forest lands now included in the proposed
bill which are not selected as industrial sites remain in the Forest
Management System. Therefore, | propose that you include the following
(or similar) language in the bill:



Page 2
Senator Fahrenkamp
December 13, 1982

Any of the land described by the following legal description may be
withdrawn from the Fairbanks State Forest prior .0 December, 19S3,
ir selected by the Fairbanks North Star Borough tor use as an
industrial park site.

Tanana Site: T 2s., R 5w., sec. 34, DN\
Secs. 35 and 36
T. 3S., R 4w, sec. 6 W
Sec. 7, Wh.
T 3S.,, R 5W., secs. 1 and 2
Sec. 3, Exs
Secs. 11 and 12;
Sec. 13, lots 2 and 3;
Sec. 14, NEs NE%, lots 1 to 4
inclusive.

Ohio Creek Site: T. 2S., R 5W.,, Sec. 1, Ss
Sec. 2, SU
Secs. 11 and 12;
Sec. 13, W2
Secs. 14 and 23;
Sec. 26, N&f and Ej NWU.

Two Rivers (Portion Only)

T. 1S, R 3E Sec. 11, excluding that portion
of SE* taken by the Corps of
Engineers under ADL 400028,
Condemnation proceedings;
Sec. 14, excluding those portions
taken by the Corps of Engineers
under AD. 400178, Condemnation
proceedings;
Sec. 15, S} NHand $2;
Sec, 16.

Martin Site (Portion Only):
T 1IN, R 4W., Sec. 27, NV, SH

| am particularly concerned about the prime forest land on Nenana Ridge
that is east of the proposed Tanana Site. It is important that this
land remain in the bill. Not only is the land on Nenena Ridge some of



Senator Fahrenkamp
December 13, 1S

the best forest land in the Borough, but if the Tanana or 'hio Creek
sites are selected, it would be undesirable to encourage residential
development of the area.

If | or my staff can be of further service to you in preparing the bill,
pi ease let me know.

Sincerely, 1

| . B. Allen
Borough Mayor

BEA/skb

cc: l.es Fortune, District Forester
John Ringstad, Representative



May 3, 1983

Tanana Basin Lands suitable for disposal identified in Tanana Basin Area Plan, D\R
Gross acres suitable for disposal outside proposed
Tanana Valley State Forest and Chena State Recreation Area 2.154,000 acres

Allocation for Disposal under Various Management Plans
(Figures Exclude acreage for agricultural disposal and development))

Recreation and Wildlife Habitat Emphasis 700,000 acres
Forestry and Mineral Emphasis 800,000 acres

Settlement Emphasis 1,750,000 acres
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Revised forest bill

By DAVID RAMSEUR

News-Miner Bureau

JUNEAU- Aftermulling tover far
sty iallygaveporoel toa
, toa
watered down versianofa aotrover—
sH=l measure aeating a Tanana Val-
ley State Forest.
rrL‘heat:l]cncagane aﬁerm%r‘?qledt/\o-
Ir meeting during which propo-
nats that two Fairbanks
lurber ies would be forced
atdfbusiress uder the new versian
oFttemeasure (RI1B).

An iraleSn. Fahrenkamp,
D-Rairbanks ad the bills sposor,
aooussd House Resources Commirttee
co-dhairmen Rep. John Rii , R-
Fairbenks, of rewting the il with-
atgmig her the standard courtesy
ofreviemrg -

"He quttd i, chopped i, changed
trewhole inent and moved taut,”
Fahrenkamp said.

But Rirgsted, forweeks
by Fairbarks miners and develgoers
okl te ll, said the new varsion
willl farce state officials to digose of
S@iﬂélyrmbd lad for Interior hoine-

“Ttdeentt kil the purpose of tte
hill,"” said Ringstad, a realtor when
Ie5ota lanmaker . “To aconplish
ﬁetillﬂ*e:,/have toaccaplish lad
digo=als”

Under tte new varsian of the mca—
are, which origirelly would have
aeated a 1.7 milliaaare nukaple
e state faest, the statewould have
tod of one acre of lad for
haresi"es and fams for every fae
aoes tobe tumad o fasst .

Ringstad said since Statehoad, anly

SEN. BETTYE

FAHRENKAMP
“Changed whole intent”

816,00 acres of state lad have been
disposaed of far pri . The new
versionof treall would force the De-

ofi\atural Resources todis-
pose ofF 2110 Dacres before the scaled
down 1.4 millionacre state forest

a@ﬂ%ﬁﬁ?on an aide to Natural
sources Commissioner Esther
unnicke, told the committee that
the year 2000, some 2 million acres of
oroug and Is alread

state a
ted Por dispo %J In the Interior,

deﬁtt.'fﬁf‘e”n?s 01 ocal N e
ommittee members appeared

Daily News-Miner, Fairbanks, Alaska, Thursday, May 26,1953—7

perplexed with the half dazen major
changes made totredll anly minutes
kefore the meetang.
e
ieBs=ll, P. , Sl
trehll: “Whatwe Ve got isgarbege. "
But follovirg a ty\gtnimte bregk
dri;g which Ringstad huddled with
his fellovGOP_comittee members
none comer oftte room, trelallwas
approved alag party Ires.
Under the origiral kill, te lad
aould be used farvirtLel lyeverything
haresite and egriaulture dis-
ﬁf including mining, recreatian,

ngand i

Soorters said twould offer an
ample supply of firenood and house
tinber © Interior resicats, both of
which are hshnrts@ly.

Here are some of tte ather major
changes ntre new version ttat now
goes to the House Finance Com-
mirttee:

e An estimated 30,00 aares in-
cluded nthearigiral kil are celeted,
most ofwhich salag the Richardson

and Alaska highways where aoccess to
tinber stanos seesiest. BUERi

said thet land should be used far
honesites.

One sizzble chunk removed fram
te faest B5tte Nenana Ridge area
westoffairbenks. Itk har-
vested by Four Star and North Star

lurber ies.
Rep. Niilo Koporen, D-Fairarks,
said those fims could be foroed autof

e o T
effat o put tre parcels back ntte
foestwas cefeatad.

< DNR officalsaregivenanly two
years rather tren the original fve ©
come up with a farest management
plan. iFte Le?islame de"t lie
tre plan, tooulddisgporoe i effec-
tely kllig tre faest.

Fahrenkamp saiqglz'?f%?gbn*_lsu'“ ica
compramise Ispossi pas-
ssstteHause. A House-Scrateconfer—
ence committee would then be

inted to hash aut diffaraoss n
™o \&rsIas.

ENERGY AU D IT ATy

N\

ANTIOT5% INTEREST

Energy Loan.

EAH 856-8035 TODAY!

e M

8am.to7pm.



HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SENATE BILL 103 (Rules/ "ESTS

RINGSTAD AVENDVENT
---Deletes approximately 19,500 acres in Nenana Ridge unit of Tanana Valley
State Forest between Fairbanks ana Nenana, including area' burned in Rosy Cr=

---Deletes 13,000 acres in Quartz Lake Unit near Big Delta.

— Deletes 4150 acres along the Chatanika River north of Fairbanks accessible
at the end of Bennett Road.

— Adds Back 35,320 acres in Salcha unit between Eielson and Big Delta.
— Adds back 13,000 acres in Tower Bluff unit near Tok.
— Adds back 50,000 acres in Gerstle Unit between Delta Junction and Tok.

This amendment intended to strike a better balance between designating lanas
for timber harvesting, firewood use and other public uses versus retaining
the option of possible future disposal and/or development of these state lanes.
Areas deleted would be road accessible primarily.

COMPARISON WITH SENATE-PASSED BILL
— With the Ringstad amendment the House bill would contain about 25,000 acres

less than Senate bill in the Nenana Ridge unit near Fairbanks.

— House bill would contain about 9000 acres less than Senate bill along the
Chatanika River north of Fairbanks.

— House bill would contnin about 45,000 acres less in the Salcha unit between
Eielson and Big Delta.

— House bill would contain about 13,000 acres less in the Quartz Lake unit
near Big Delta.

— House bill contains shorter time frames for completion of management plans
and somewhat more specific management prescriptions than Senate bill.

— House bill also contains several additional townships of Innd north of
Tok which are not contained in the Senate bill.
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FO reSt b| I I TANA OREST
draws fire

By DAV1l) HAMSKUIt
Nows-Miner Buicau

oDDOSIE t 2 sy %‘r%%%é”aab'e cfisate
PaPte ’orest In the Fairbanks area surface Frrda
uso Iegrslat% %uestroned whether the brII
&SBIOBS spon (e Sen ettg a(ge{h g
thaergraeaks would cut'down on state land disposals in
Other lawmakers wondered whether the bill is
constrtutroqa gecause the stole. Crinstrtutron
%)parently already permits state officials to create

Lawmakerﬁ in. recent VY]eehs have rece ve%

numper of ? arntﬁ T rIIwhrchsr ar as

received little critical analysis in the Legislature.

The measure cre tes astate. orest mcludes scat-

tered Ear els of sta(t}I and spaﬂnrn% Lom near Nena-

nato gnksan n'south to To Vrrtrr mng/

E)yops% % and use would be permitted except lan

. Activitjes speci |crarly permitted nlelude min-

ing, recreation, hunting, fishing, timber narvesting,

grazrnAg an%researchh ] 10000 of 1 SAFairbank
ceordin renkamp, on 0 -

3112000 acres glate ? (P osgl in glrea state Iag

programs are inc uded inthe b

Fxr{)lglx\{rerght it il ogﬁ%%‘?ls.rﬁathde e ane S

FOREST BOUNDAI

The mea?ure was mrtra intro éiuce seve al

ears ago.to [] IEVE a %rﬁwrn WOO (?USG 9
aﬂ In the Fairpa sar rgestrmate -
cento nterior residents Use woo ?rsome OF'[IOH of Eielson AK3

home heating, according to local 0 hcras

In past hearr anumber of
ﬁrs toe vrronmen |sts otrmber n o |cra
av embracedt e sfate o est conce nrer:ent
weessome ﬁrr an ? avestrrr upopposrtron
toltasalock up

sl e S fe
)r/r(re arrrssgr)? coulia he createg by the [lJ ﬁovert e next 20

Nenana

Colored areas show the 1.7-million-acre Tanana Valley State Forest proposed in Senate bill 101L
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"PLEASE NOTE™

THE ORGINAL FILE CONTAINS AN OVERSIZED DOCUMENT THAT
IS UNSUITABLE FOR FILMING. PLEASE REFER TO THE ALASKA
STATE ARCHIVES TO VIEW THE ORIGINAL.
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o B BN A g S5 10S

Tite: rc1TDcnkS . i:16 rCTrSt cHC rOrESI Lc'C KcHeCEmenZ rTCC'gT TC?" tric Sue*r
VoWl T cnrenkKcm?

-.ecuestcr: .
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(Thousands cf Dol lars)

1 | i FY S3 | FY 4 i FY 25 J “\cz | ! !

IScD7tc 1 I 1 [ 1 - 1 1 1 | i

iCoerati no I ! 1 178.9 I 78.S 1 78.9 ' i 1

Hotel i i | 1 * i 7c.9 i 78.P [ 1. 1
b. Revenues:

1Revenue 1 .. 1 i 1 . 1 U 1

2. Source of funds tc offset fiscal impact of bill:

Asiumplions:

T ihe bill requires a management plan which must be based on a resource
inventory. The estimgled cost for e complete resource inventory

is S$2.000.000; the estimated cost for g forest resource inventory for
this area is S$900.000.

i-or further information, see gttached supplement.

7. Qisclaimer:
fhis statement has not been reviewed by the O-S in the Office of the Governor. It tner
fore does not represent the final estimate cf fiscal impact.

Pre~cred zy.  .inhn Vm-nepn Phone:  276-2653
Division: Forestrv -cte: 7-TA-pTt
A:pro rec by Comrissierer n Dc te :

jeparamena: Nature! Resources ( \

Distribution:
Crciral to Leois iat7ve rinance
Eopy to &M
_N ~ o~
fronscr

Fecue stor 2/15/a



FISCAJ. NOTE SUPPLEMENT - erri=r plLL 108

.An Act Zstablishing the Fairbar.ks State Forest
State Fcrest System/Senators Fabrenkamp . EJiascr

Section Il - Fiscal Detail

Expenditures: FES 3 FYS4 FYS5 FY86
100 31.6 46.3 AG.3 46.3
200 6.2 25.0 25.0 25.0
300 1.0 3.2 3.8 3.S
400 1.0 3.S 3.8 3.8
500 -0- -0- -0- -0-
600 -0- -0- -0- -0-
700 -0- -0- -0- -0-
TOTAL 19.S 78.9 78.9 76.9

Positions: One full time permanent Natural Resource lianager 1 (Nrdll)

to

develop and coordinate required management plans.

Section 11l - Analysis

Assumptions: Operational 1l.-vel inventory essential to management plan
development void be accomplished by contract through a shift in
emphasis within existing DNR inventory CIP. Plan developed by
NPJil in coordination with other resource interests would set
forth a staged development of the Fairbanks State Fcrest delineated
in the Eill. Funding for quarterly meeting; f the Foard of
Forestry included in this proposed budget (see other "expenditures”’
below). The first nine months of this fiscal note are a duplicate
of the proposed fiscal note for SE 34/Ziegler. The remainder of
this fiscal note is designed to meet the needs of the Fairbanks
State Forest added to the system by this Bill."

Program Summary:

Positions: In order to coordinate c"ith other agencies/interested
landowners and develop the management plans directed by this
Bill. By using contracts to gather field data within existing

CIP, the need for four 6-month annual positions 1is eliminated.

Other Expenditures - In the budget detail there are funds included
to insure full 1local involvement by communities and users cf the
forest area in the plan development process. The major block of

monies included are for full funding of the Board of Fores*ry
(2G0-%20.0, 300-%0.S, 400-80.S) tc provide the levc-1 of involvement
indicated in the Bill. Should the Board of Forestry be funded
through other sources the funds ci:t-d here cculd be deleted.



Economic impacts: The development, cf the rrcrcsed Fairbanks State
Fcrest over a twenty year period vill result in the.fellowing
economic benefits occurring amull Iv bv the vear 2105 (1S2C
collars) as cited in the Forestry Element - Tanana Basin Area
Flan 1983, compiled fron various reports).

Savlog

Type of Benefit ereduction” Fuelwood-—
To Producers 2,017,500. 930.000.
To Consumers 172,500, 2.172.000.
lo State(Ket) 572,800, 196.000.
Income Effect 3.827.200. 1.860.000.
Total Annual Economic Benefit 6,920,000. 6.758.000.
Emnlovment 201 31

-eBase production level of 15.75 MM3F softwood sawlogs annually:
e—-"eBased on annual demand projection of 62,000 cords and current
h personal use/1, commercial sales.

The Fairbanks Stale rorest can produce an appeal surplus of some 5.8
million cuoic feet of hardwoods above the required-fuelwood demand.

If a harew"ood industry were to develop, the savlog benefits would
roughly aounle. Similarly, 1if full processing of finished forest
products were-to develop, the employment figures for savlog production
and income effect would nearlv dcublre.

Attachment Several resolutions, letters and articles are attached.
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STATE OF ALASKA
OfFICE OF THE GOVERKOR

BILL ANALYSIS

3MK
Natural Resources Fahrenkamp Senate Bill ICE

Mo Pev'ton If§c.c i a real need ic create a State Fcrest System ter the purpcse of
establishing a dependable sustained flow of fcrest products and providing for true multiple

use as rereremcec an me ete Constitution. he Fairbanks State .-crest is a veil thcu-ht:
tut exancle of combined cc- .ercial and t-=rso-al uses. Ve surnort this concent as a tool to
the State/s/rcenctr-v ~ Commissioner

GOVESVOSU OFFIiCE USE

&r
D Poih"on St
) . o SUL.TMARY
») ~1e\nC Billi Soiiljif of Cor.tining utic-r>.~ Ai- ci« Bu Oeparment of Fish and
Senate Bill 1Id Care, Deoartroent cf Environmental Cor.servaticr
Jr-®» 0 T sizr~orvsl SUpo0 i0* Bill 2. by Of I QrecKA i*on tc Bill

Societv cf American Foresters
Alaska®"Loggers Association

Interior Woodcutters Association e None known.
Regional and Village Native Corporations
.Alaska Environmental Lobby

;R rfAT, Eiarrsot U1 Land in the lanana Easin would be ..esignateo tor long-term sustaineo-vield
management providing the basic requirement which has been lacking in the promotion of a
jviable forest products industry based on State resources. Personal use supplies would be
Jnade available on a sustained basis. The bill"s passage would necessitate either a shift of
DXR"s DGGS 1inventory priorities or additional funds specifically earnarkec for multi-resource

inventory. One position responsible for plan development/coordination at the Natural
Resource Manager 1 level 1is required.

Tata collection would be by contract. This bill would establish a system for rerenticr. of
[m_Itiple use lands as envisioned in the State Constitution and aic in diversfyir.g Alaska"s

€ecor.oz.-v.
e T Imp»tT ("1 Nrtrog 1 Fled¢* Norla An*chx3

£ ApMnCmfri f'ropDMd:

None

TE Comrr>«

“Trest industry car. play a significant role in Alaska"s effort to diversify its economv.
(The value of personal use forest products is equally important - not only economically
/rut also in lifestyle maintenance. The forests of Alaska will contribute valuable habitat,

mcvice public recreational opportunities, protect mineral development rights and continue
es a source of clear water.



. siatcon kL1

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

EILL ANALYSIS
Jlesirjment Soonsr (Prinapel) t D1 S>HNDe*
Natural Resources Ziegler- I Senate Hill 14

Fgjon “here Is a realJr neec- 'to create a State rarest §ystem *:r the purpose
cf establishing a dependable sustained flow of fcrest products end providing for true
multiple-yse as referenced in ate C stltutlon The bill as submitted requires minor
-plrzrlnn to thpce. o I’?IVOC ?/\e -f; fhic rmre-t = p -m? to an *< rivc'tv
| . ..cro.«-or fyino the State's economy. Out Oe—J IvaetsSify.uic ) IDut
1 , v R s/io/ss Olhcs P
~3
. A . GOVERNOR'S OFFICE USE |
j Zc—memi: i
1 il
1! j
By Uit

* _*
|;I' —4 Pcii*. ion fvOlfd

SUMVARY
A} At-IMfeC Still (Similar ot Contacting t" Ome* Aocenc.rt for=1m* Deot Of Transportatlon
S-A-rfocr®iu i c9 £ Public F£cilite e: Deot. of Fish £ Game: nsr
¢y Crpamrational Suppor. iot Bill I. r) O'ptniltliontl Oapo.lrion: "' of Environmenta| Conser_
Alaska Loggers Association (probable) None known vation

Independent Lcgge<~s:As';ociation (probable)
Interior Woodcutters Association
Alaska Environmental Lobby (with modifications

-, Cir>sT. EUft'i CE

Land would be available for long-term sustained-yield management p'oviding the basic re-
quirement which has been lacking in the promotion of a viable forest products industry using
State resources. Personal use supplies would also be made available on a sustained basis.
The bill's passage would necessitate either a shift of DNR's DGGS inventory priorities or
additional tunos specificeily earmarked for multi-resource inventory. One position respon-
sible for plan development/coordination at the Natural Resource Manager | level is needed to
meet time frames within the legislation. Individual forests would have management personnel
assigned. Date collection would be by contract. This bili would establish a system of
multiple use lands as envisioned in the State Constitution and aic in diversfyino Alaska's -

CvUliw..
- ric.l Imptti: Q Nont ftl Fi.c.i Noit Antchcd

. A-ntnemrr.u ProporC; >

Sce attached

Ccniri *nu;

This is one of the first bills to tie timing of ccrpletion of a management plan to ths
condition of data gathering - a great advance in resource menagsms-t. There should
logically be a place added for inclusion of legals or names refere'cing appropriate
maps to designate areas as state forests within the bill.
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TEDUEST 1}, FISCAL DETAIL

5%« 11/:=scluiicr, Nz.: HCS CSSB 10c (fin) ' Agsr.cy Affected: Natural Resources
iSlie: Tanar.a Valley State Forest frccr-nm Ccieoory A77cCIEOT Forestry

Denser: Fahrenkamp ERU, P+w 1Cix C< s r"CCrci.U, S/ 477£C7rC'

X

' ecjssTD j

"XrEND:!UPSS/REVENUES: (Thouscnds cf Dctlets)

| rY S3 1Y S4 i rVSd ! *f ¢cr. ! FY S/ 1 FY SS 1
[LRERAT] NG | | 1 1 i o 1
iDO PERSONAL SERVICES 1 A6.3 1 *31 1. 52.0 1 55-1 1 58.5
200 TRAVEL i 2A.0 i 26.5 1 28.1 | 29.8 | 31.b
~r,c CONTRACTUAL 13 .1 AO | A.3 1 A.5 1 .8
400 LC.WDI IjES 1 3 i A0 i A.3 1 k.51 .8
SCO EQUIPMENT 1 1 [ I I
sob LAND 1| STRUCTURES 1 1 [ 1 1
700 GRANTS, CLAjMS, ETC 1 [ [ I I
: [ I I I [
i OiAL OPERAi JKG I 76.9 83.6 ! 88.7 | 93-9 | 95-7 |
; ‘ I/-L 1 ! 1 1 i 1
l | (I | .
- [
ANAL €°¢ AI7ECh c hedE.re*if DcCE TCI" c¢chV r'.rEIVS'S -See attached sheet.
ty . Sharon Barton Phc"£: 4£5~2AQ0
Cc~.~i £Esicner's Office LEIg: 5/3C"/c3
Acproved by Cc~7ss*or,sr: Det=: 5/30/83

r~r-=ni: .natural Resources



1V. Ana lysis

The additional position is necessary to coordinate and develop the
management plan required by this bill.

Other funding included (200 - 20.0, 300 - .8, ~OC - .8) will provide
funding for the Board of Forestry to cover level of involvement indicated
in the bill. Should the Board of Forestry be funded through other

sources, these funds could be deleted.



State of Alaska

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES -DIVISION OF LAND AND WATER MANAGEMENT
NORTHCENTRAL DISTRICT, 4420 AIRPORT WAY, FAIRBANKS, Al SKA 99701
to: File oate: October 6, 1982

FILE NO: 2300
TELEPHONE NO: 479-2243

subject: Salcha Public Me :ing
er
Disposals Section

The meeting was poorly attended, only Donna Dennis, our contact in Salcha, and
Richard Roberts, chairman of the Salcha-3ig Delta Soil Conservation Subdistrict,
were present.

The only comments .or the record came from Mr. Roberts. They pertain to
French Creek ar'. as follows:

1. He's against the reclassification of agriculture land as identified in
original Delta Land Management Plan (LPR 1042).

2. He received a letter from someone in the Division of Land and Water
Management about the reasons for reclassification to settlement. Soil
conditions were the primary reason stated: 7-12% slopes; subject to
erosion; Minto series in the area (ice rich). By the same token - the
Minto series isn't good for settlement due to its thermal karst char-
acteristics. Seven to twelve percent slopes are farmable with the proper
measures -i.e., a conservation/development plan. Many of the best agri-
cultural soils in the United States are '"subject to erosion.”

3. Ground water in the Johnson Road area is poor, highly mineralized. In
many instances, the arsenic concentrations are so high that the water
isn't to be used for gardening, washing clothes and bathing.

4. Only 2% of the state land has agricultuial potential. So any encroach-
ment must be opposed because any decrease from the agriculture land pool
is a significant loss.

Mr. Poberts is working on a response to the letter he received so it should bp
forthcoming.

| tried to explain that this was subject to the borough industrial site selec-
tion but this only raised more questions.

He said the state would have to hold public hearings in order to reclassify
the land so the borough could get it - | agreed. His next comment was that if

everyone spoke against the reclassification and it was done anyway--then its a
good way to end up in court.

cc: Mike Vediner



STATE OF ALASKA
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF LAND "AND WATER MANAGEMENT

AURCRA AG  F.Y."85"

ADL N/A
Case type code /A
Date ;a-3-sa

PRELIMINARY DECISION AND FINAL FINDING
AS 38.05.035(a)(14)

Name of applicant State of Alaska
Action applied for Agricultural Lottery
Amount and type of resource requested 3,040 acres gross 3,000 acres net

SECTION 1: LOCATION

1. Legal Description; attached ( ) T.5S., R.5E., F.M., hsmwl w ..~ .
N~ N'isL, swT-sw Sec. 27, , Sec. 28, (nh, SEh, riEl swv, Sec. 29),
Ns Sec. 30, Sec. 33, wL m\i Sec. 34.

2. Located at or adjacent to The Salcha River, Harding Lake, and the =
Richardson Highway.

Borough Fairbanks North Star Borough
Regioril Corporation Doyon
Nearest Magistrate is in Fairbanks

Hi thin thp prnpncipH llpppr Tanain/ Vitnp firp mA(iagpiient plan
SECTION 11: TITLE

SR

1. Acquisition authority GS-1147

2. Title status Tentatively Approved

3. Title restrictions Standard

4. (@) uorough Management agreement Cooperative easement agreement
(b) Concurrence received ( )Yes ( )No (X)Requested

5. Other conflicts and pending interests

SECTION 111: PLANNING AND CLASSIFICATION

1. Land
Land

3. Land Date 11-23-07?
(@

N

( )Classicication requested ( )No ( )Yes Date
(b)
(©)
(G ( )Dres Date
(d)

Reason classification not required

Other land designation:
(d) Zoning Uu.u.

10-174 Rev.7/80



5. Resource development or use activity in area is sufficient to
require a land management plan ( x )"es f )No
6. District planning officer has reviewed and commented on the proposed
action for suitability: (X)Yes ( )HNo
"/bis
District Planning Officer Da"te
SECTION 1V: ACCESS TO AND ALONG PUBLIC WATER
1. Watercourses or bodies of water are located in or adjacent to
the parcel: (X )Yes ( )No
2. List waters that are determined
(a) Navigable (list easements or rights-of-way to be reserved):
(b) Public (list easements or rights-of-way to be reserved):
50* each side of streams runninn through the project (protective
easements)  Sap fiTT/iICHLNn.£0"p
(c) Neither:
3. If no easements or rights-of-way are to be reserved, explain
(@) how public access 1is provided:
(b) or why retention of public access is not in public interest:
SECTION V: SURVEY/LAND RECORDS
Survey required: ( X)Yes ( )No
Survey 1is adequate for action requested: ( )VYes (x )No
(a) If yes, type of survey:
0TE ASLS il
Homesite Lot Blk
ADL cad. survey Subdivision name
Tidelands Sec. , T ~ R
R.O.W. vacation Approval date
BLM/GLO cad. survey
Paper plat
Replat
Other (explain):
(b) If no, type of survey required:
OTE
Preference right
R.O.W. vacation
Tidelands
Shore fishery
Paper plat
Exchange
Replat
ADL Cadastral Sur

o/, ir Explain
V.-

9.



3. Rights-of-way and easements(excluding those inSection 1V,
unless survey plat needed):
() Arc required: (X)Hy.is { )No
(b) Are adequate for use prooosed: ( )Yes (v N°
(1) If yes, existing type. __

(2. If no, recommendation: nght'Of'WaY oil existing trails -
existing trails and new road system will be identified on survev -
necessary easements will be applied to survey plat.
TrAi 1 - nt/eAs 100" fi/us mid
(3) If recommendation.made, has survey been requested?
(X)Yes ( )No

(c) Vacation required: ( )VYes U (-)No
(1) Survey plat requested in 2(b): (X )Yes ( )No; explain
(2) Public hearing iv essary ( )Yes (X JNo
4. Existing land records reflect the latest action:
(a) Serial register ( )Yes (X)No.

(b) Status plat ( dYes (X )No
SECTION VI: APPRAISAL OR VALUE STATEMENT

1. Ap; raisal will be required (X)Yes ( )No

! )Y
2. Type of Appraisal AgflCUltural rlghtS Only
3. Appraisal exists: ( )Yes Value (x )No
Update will be required after _
4. Value statement required ( )Yes (X )No

(a) Value of Iland
(b) Value of improvements

SECTION VII: PUBLIC AND AGENCY CONTACT

Specify (includes trust boards) Comments (if not attached)

21. ADFG - See Attachments g Eotr)le_stry - gee ﬁﬂacﬂmen%s

. DG . ublic © - See Attachments
3. FNSB - See Attachments
4, - See Attachments
5. DAG - See Attachments
6. DP - See Attachments
If _hearin_g reques_ted, scheduled or held, note: S o J c - 5wa~f 30 :19S7i
PuiF *Ainy - ai

SECTION VIII: ALTERNATIVES

No Sale - Would not be consistant with State policy.

Sell Other Adjacent State Land - topography, current uses, anu soil
quality preclude this option for this "type of sale.



SECTION IX: RECOMMENDATION (S) (include whether action is in State®"s best interest)

The Nortjcentral District office recommends this proposal proceed as an agricultural
interest only sale. It is in the State's best interest and consistant with the State

Policy to dispose of its lands with good agricultural potential when feasible and no
better land use is indicated. J 1

SECTION X; SUMMARY BENEFIT ANALYSIS

1.) Increase the agricultural land base in the Salcha area (increase feasibility of
agri-business in this area).

2.) Provide demanded and needed private lands.

3.) Provide a source for firewood during clearing.

SECTION :xi: SUMMARY IMPACT ANALYSIS

1.) Possibly alter recreational values of surrounding lands.

2.) Alter the useability of the land for wildlife (nocritical habitat), timber,
and other uses.

SECTION XIl: OTHER RESOURCE CONSIDERATIONS
1. Surface:
(a) Recreation Adjacent to two ma.or recreational useareas.
(b) Wildlife Management Minimal impact.
(c) Forest resources Adacent to Forest Reserve.
(d) Wwate- resources Chance of change in run of patterns - Protective
easements on creeks should protect water quality.

(e) O t h e r
2. Subsurface:
(@) Is mineral closing order required? (X)Yes ( )HNo
(b) Are there existing mineral permits or leases? ( )Yes (X)No
(c) Are there existing mining claims? ( DYes (X)No

SECTION XIll RELATED CASES

1. Related or dependent ADL cases that should be processed concurrently
or revised, and why: None

SECTION XIV: ALASKA COASTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN T~

1. Within Coastal Zone ( )Yes(X )No

2. The Division of Forest, Land &Wate ™ Management finds that
proposed action ( )is ( )is not .nsistentwith the Alaska
Coastal Management Act and regulations promulgated thereunder.

3. If not consistent explain,
4. Consistency problems/disputes have been resolved ( )DdYes ( )No.
—4-
f



SECTION XV: OTHER

In designing access and parcels every effort should be made to preserve
the recreational values of surroundina lands.

APPLICABLE LAW:

1. Cite specific statute(s) or regulations(s) or other authority
for the action recommended 38.04.05. 38.04.030, 38.05.005.
38.05.035, 33.05.045, 38.05.050, 38.05.057, 33.05,069. 38.05.125.
38.05.055, 38.08. 11 AAC 55. 11 A 67. 11 AP 5v™Il Aflr w

PRELIMINARY DECISION

( ) Decision on whether proposed action is in the public interest cannot
yet be made because:

Incomplete case

Insufficient research or information

( )For the reasons stated above, | find that the proposed action 1is not in
the public interest, and is hereby rejected.

(x JI1 find that the proposed action is in the public interest and is hereby

approved to proceed. / n
I\ //>,
m) . . o
Adjudicator Dace Districit/Manager™" Date
Letter Of entry will be issued: CrJYes Cv”~No.

.345¢c Notices

( ) Municipality Date accomplished
( ) Borough Date accomplished_
( ) Native Region Date accomplished
C ) Native Village Date accomplished

Traditional Use Finding ( as required by .305(d) )
C )Not Applicable ( )Attached

.345b Notices

cC ) Date Accomplished
« ) Date Accomplished



FINAL FINDING

ADL

Fcrmal review of and response to objections, comments, or alternatives
received under AS 38.05.305 and.345 or otherwise (summarize).

District response to objections, comments, or other alternatives:

Final recommendations by District office:

DRAFT or FINAL DOCUMENTS must be attached for review and preparation of
final documents to be issued.

Adjudicator Date District Manager Date

FINAL FINDING:

The finding presented above has been reviewed and considered. The cose
file(s) has been found to be complete. The requirements of all applicable
statutes have been satisfied. Therefore, it is the finding of the Director

that it ( )is ( )is not in the best interests of the State to approve
this action under the authority of:

J. W. SEDWICF, Director Date
Division of Land and Water Management
Department of Natural Resources
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' MEMORANUUM State of Alaska

to

THRU:

from

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF AGRICULTURE

Chrrs Guinn» NCDO date. January 26, 1982
Land Disposal Officer
"IE NO:
Ed Kern
Development Specialist” telephone no 27672653
Deborah Robertson subject Salcha Ag Il Nominations

Land Management Officer

The Delta-Salcha Area Plan identifiedetwo areas allocated to agriculture.
We have reviewed the status and agricultural capability and wish to make
an agricultural disposal nomination for FY 84 or when feasible.

The attached maps and legal descriptions should accurately define these
areas. We have coordinated with the Division of Forestry and find no

conflicts with timber sales.

Design factors such as parcel size, layout, ets. will be forthcoming
upon review by the local subdistricts.

Please inform us of any action taken. Thanks!
Attachments

cc: Steve Clautice
Division of Forestry



Auntm

304vac. pnptneJ *y

ED STATES
IFOF THE INTERIOR
ICAL SURVEY
61UU 3VZCIaC 4].r ﬂ:'” NIL I

| f F "r
i



'~N IIV

MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

T0:

THRU:

FROM:

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES - DIVISION OF AGRICULTURE

Chris Guinn, NCDO UATE: september 28, 1.982

Section Chief, Disposals
FILE NO

Nick Camney(
TELEPHONE NO

Director
Ed Kern SUBJECT: v g5 proposed Land
Development Specialist Disposal Review - NCDO

We have completed our review of the FY 85 proposals and request the
following changes:

SUBDIVISIONS
1. Bluff Cabin Ridge - This subdivision includes approximately 320

acres of agricultural soils and therefore we request an ag disposal
be planned as displayed on the enclosed soils map.

2 French Creek - We request this proposal in total be renominated
for agricultural. Our staff has been out to field check this
property and verifies a high capability for agriculture. (see attached

soils map).

REMOTES

1. Rainbow Remote - A soil survey is now in the process of being
completed in this area and preliminary results should be available
by November. We request this disposal be placed on hold until the

soil data can be reviewed.

AGRICULTURE

1. Aurora Ag - We request the remining N*5 of Section 26 and the N~
of Section 25, T 5 S, R 5 E, FM, be added to this disposal.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposals. We have
recently identified other lands which would be suitable for agriculture
and will forward them along with an explanation.
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£g-". 85 /Vrvo-
Chris Guinn

September 28, 1982
Page 5 -

17. Teklanika Remote. No objection if a one quarter mile setbhack from the
Teklanika River (2360-108) and Nenana River (2360-54) 1is retained 1in
public ownership to conform to identified PILIP areas. A series of
10-acre woodlots should be reserved.

18. Tolovana River. No objections. However, the north shore of the large
unnamed lake snould be exempted from staking for public recreation sites.
A 100-foot staking setback along the Tolovana River should be required.
A series of 10-acre woodlots should also be selected.

19. Kobe Ag. and West Hills Remote. No objections. However, a number of
access corridors through the areas to the hills must be identified and
protected.

20.  Yukon Lakes. No objections. Existing trails must be protected within

appropriate corridors.
Agricultural Parcels

1. Aurora Ag. No objections. A series of 10-acre woodlots should be pro—
tected .

2. Healy Ag. See comments under #12(a)-
3. Kobe Ag. See comments under #19.

4. Overland Agriculture. No objections. Woodlots and wildlife migration
routes must be identified and protected.

5. Richardson Agriculture. No objections. Existing trails shown on the map
must be protected within appropriate corridors.

6. Windy Ag. See comments under #15.

PKM:elk
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urossia
September 29, 1982

Little Willow Subdivision: The Little Willow disposal is within one mile
of the Chatanika River. The parcel was selected by the
Fairbanks North Star Borough in June of 1980, but was denied
because it fell within a one mile Chatanika River wildlife
habitat corridor. The Little Willow disposal should be
withdrawn until the policy of providing greenbelts along
rivers and sloughs has be reviewed.

Fairbanks Odd Lot near Glacier Creek: This parcel was specifically excluded
from Bear's Den Subdivision because access to the Elliot
Highway at that point would be hazardous. Grades are steep
and sight distances are short. Should the disposal proceed,
we will zone the parcel to limit the number of lots which
can be created, thereby reducing the number of likely access
points to the highway. In addition, the 300 foot greenbelt
along the highway should be retained in State ownership.

Springview Subdivision: The location of the proposed Springview Subdivision
(near Chena Hot Springs, the Chena Recreation Area, and
a potential downhill ski area) makes it one of the most
attractive recreational subdivisions. Actual subdivision
and disposal of the land, however, should await the
completion of a land use plan for the area in order to
develop the area to its best advantage. The disposal
should be withdrawn until a land use plan has been completed.

Aurora Agricultural: Caribou Trail crosses one of the proposed Aurora
Agricultural disposals (marked "Winter Trail™ on the
disposal map). A right-a-wav should be reserved for the
trail, as well as a gqreenbelt along both sides precluding
clearing or rerouting of the trail.

Mt. Rvan Remote: This area includes a portion of the Circle to Fairbanks
Historic Trail, and also a critical access rail leading
from the Steese Highway to the Circle Trail. An application
for a 300 foot recreational right-of-way for the Circle
to Fairbanks trail has been made to the Department of
Natural Resources. The access trail should also have a
recreational right-of-way, or the trail will be turned
into a road by purchasers of remote parcels.

The qross acreaqe of the remote parcel is 33,000 acres.
If the size of the remote parcel were reduced, several
sections of land could be identified for staking of
remote parcels which would not interfere with either
the Circle Trail or the access trail.



Aurora Ag.
Healy Ag.
Kobe Ag.

Overland Ag.

Richardson Ag.

Windy Ag.

FY 1985 PROPOSED AGRICULTURAL DISPOSALS

No known mineral

No

No

No

No

Mo

known

known

known

known

known

mineral

mineral

mineral

mineral

mineral

conflicts

conflicts

conflicts

conflicts

conflicts

conflicts



ppHgLC-- - =sr”"re ftst

Chris <PECS . C?7=7Id £

z f T wu " 1982 >jtud(th rrwi$sSN- 7T

20.

Register. Examination of our records indicates there is a low potential

of such sites occurring in the subject area. Should cultural or paleonto—
logical resources be found during the construction, we request that the
project engineer halt all work which may disturb such resources and

contact us immediately per AS 41.35.070(d). Should there be any questions
please contact Diana Rigg of this office.

Yukon Lakes. There are no known sites on the National Register of Histcri
Places, nor are there sites determined to be eligible for the National
Register. Examination of our records indicates there is a low potential

of such sites occurring in the subject area. Should cultural or paleonto—

logical resources be found during the construction, we request that the
project engineer halt all work which may disturb such resources and
contact us immediately per AS 41.35.070(d), Should there be any questions
please contact Diana Rigg of this office.

Agricultural Disposals

2.

3.

Aurora Ag. There are no known sites on the National Register of Historic

Places, nor are there sites determined to be eligible for the National
Register. Examination or our records indicates there is a low potential

of such sites occurring in the subject area. Should cultural or paleonto—
logical resources be found during the construction, we request that the
project engineer halt all work which may disturb such resources and

contact us immediately per AS 41.35.3J70(d). Should there be any questions
please contact Diana Rigg of this-o/fice.

Healy Ag. See comments Railway Remote Parcel.

Kobe Ag. There are no known sites on the National Register of Historic
Places, Qor are there sites determined to be eligible for the National
Register. Examination of our records indicates there is a low potential

of such sites occurring in the subject area. Should cultural or paleonto—
logical resources be found during the construction, we request that the
project engineer halt all work which may disturb 3uch resources and

contact us immediately per AS 41.35.070(d). Should there be any questions
please contact Diana Rigg of this office.

Overland Ag. There are no known sites on the National Register of Histori
Places, nor arc: there sites determined to be eligible for the National
Register. Examination of our records indicates there is a low potential

of such sites occurring in the subject area. Should cultural or paleonto—
logical resources be found during the construction, we request that the
project e?gineer halt all work which may disturb such resources and

contact us immediately per AS 41.35.070(d). Should there be any questions
please contact Diana Rigg of this office.



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

TOLeRoy Cook DATE October 21, 1982
Land Management Officer
Department of Natural Resources
Division of Land and Water Mgmt.

FILE NO:

TELEPHONE NO:

FROM;Matthew H. Robus SUBJECT by 85 Land Disposals
Habitat Biologist
Habitat Division
Department of Fish and Game

The Department of Fish and Game has reviewed the following FY 85 disposa
projects and has no objection:

Subdivisions Homes take
Aspenwood
French Creek
Hot Springs Slough
Livengood
Martin
Westridge
Totchaket Heights
Skiview

Remotes: Pilgrim
Monzoni te Hills
Sulatna

Ag,:
Wi ndy

As always, we request that provisions be made to protect access routes
that lie within these projects, in order to minimize their effects upon
the use of fish and wildlife resources.



NOTE: ORIGINAL DOCUMENT IS COLOR-CODED. IF NECESSARY
TO PROPER INTERPRETATION, REFER TO ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
IN THE ALASKA STATE ARCHIVES






MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

TO DEPARTMENT OF"NATURAL RESOURCES DATE DIVISION OF PARKS
Jack Wile:~, " January 11, 1982
Chief of EILE NO

TELEPHONE NO:

FROM SUBJECT:
Nat Goodhue State Forest Management

Park Planner Area Boundaries in the
Tanana Basin

The proposed State Forest Resource Management Arease<(SFRMA) provide the best
means to establish large areas for a variety of public uses. Designation by
legislation is required to ensure long-term retention of the areas in State
ownership and avoid irretrievable losses which result from the State land
disposals.

The SFRMA®"s would perpetuate many of the land uses which are primary reasons
why Alaska residents chose to live here according to the recent Alaska Public
Survey. The following reasons were given by the percentages of Interior
Alaska residents given below:

Recreation opportunities - 88%
Being close to a wilderness environment - 86%
Getting away from urban problems - 78%

Good hunting and fishing - 71%

These attributes of Alaska living and land use require extensive land areas.
Therefore, the SFRMA1ls should encompass larg areas and not be chopped up with
a complicated pattern of exclusions, a pattern which would be confusing for
land managers as well as users. The majority of the Tanana Basin Planning
Team recommended that large non-forested areas (such as Shaw Creek Flats) be
excluded if the remaining SFRMA would be a cohesive geographic unit. Con—
versely, it was coi. *d by some of the team that small areas (such as Murphy
Dome) should be addtw »n order to provide a boundary which conforms with
natural features (e.g. northside of Coldstream valley) and is convenient and
accessible to peoples®™ homes.

SFRMA®"s should encompass areas classified Public Recreation, Habitat, Water—

shed as well as Forest not only to create manageable boundaries bul ai | to
accommodate the mixture of public uses for which no clear-cut separation is
possible nor desirable: hunting, fishing, trapping, berrypicking which are

pursued for be_h recreational and subsistence reasons; firewood and house log
gathering; and privately de"eloped recreation facilities such as leases for
downhill ski areas. Many recreation opportunities are perpetuated through
these reserves but this mixture of activities goes beyond what is normally
permited in the State Park System. A broad scope public reserve is needed to
provide such - Alaska lifestyle areas. Establishment by legislative
dedication is needed to insure the continued availability of these areas for
future generations. SFRMA"s would provide the best means for perpetuating
public reserves.

02-001 (Hay.10/79)



Jack Wiles
January 11, 1982
Page 2 -

SFRMA®"s would result in legislatively established, specifically delineated
public land use reserves but do not establish a second multiple-use land
management agency for the State of Alaska. The Division of Laud and Water
Management would still continue to be the State"s general land and water
agency, handling water appropriation, the various permiting processes, etc.
even in the SFRMA"s. Also management plans for SFRMA®"s should be prepared
under the jurisdiction of DNR, not the Division nor the Board of Forestry, in
order to insure that all resource values are equitably considered.

IT the State Park System is to be defined and managed to perpetuate outstanding
recreation opportunities in tho5e areas where public recreation is the para—
mount concern, there is a need for another system which encompasses recreation
as an important land use in conjunction with other public uses. At this stage
in the Tanana Basin planning process it appears that in that area of Alaska
there are many more places where recreation opportunities should be perpe—
tuated in the latter than in the former system. At the present time, the
second largest population center in Alaska has no public reserve located where
it can be used when people have limited time. With no geographic or legal
barrier to urban sprawl an extensive reserve with long-term protection is
needed before the options for it are irretrievably lost.

NG:elk
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SOCIFTY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS
Alaska State Section
P. 0. Box 51
Wrangell, Alaska 99929

September J, 19S2

Robert Ziegler
307 Bawcen Street
Ketchikan, AK 99901

Dear Mr. Ziegler:

CONGRATULATION ON YOUR SUCCESS IN THE PRIMARY ELECTION11 The .Alaska
Society of American Foresters, would like to learn of your position on
some questions regarding creation of an Alaska State Forest system to be
managed by the Alaska Department of Natural Resources.

The Alaska Society of American Foresters (SAF), representing 239 members
in Alaska, met in Wrangell June A, 5, sna 6 for their 1982 annual
emeeting. Professional foresters representing both State and Federal
government, as well as private industry and educational institutions,
were 1in attendance. At that meeting, the State Society went on record as
unanimously supporting the enclosed resolution on the establishment of an
Alaska State Forest Systen.

This resolution does not imply "lock-up". It in fact comes from a
position of multiple use, allowing for access of the public for hunting,
fishing, andrecreation, as well as for industry formining, timber, and
other development. This resolution follows the lead of the National
Society (see the enclosed "AF National Policy statement on "Multiple Use
of Forestlands") in endors. ng balanced and planned use of all natural
resources on the forests.

With this in.mind, and in view of your successful nomination for the
November election, we would like to know your response to the following
questi ons:

1. Would you be willing to sponsor a bill for an Alaska State
Forest System? Why, or why not?

2. Would you vote for a bill supporting anAlaska State Forest
System?

3« Do you feel that the enclosed National SAF policy statement
regarding "Multiple Use of Forestlands"™ can appropriately be
applied to an Alaska State Forest System? Why, or why not?

We feel that this issue is very important to the proper management of
Alaska"s forest resources and would be pleased if you would indicate your
feelings on the subject. Please respond by October 1. Thank you.

Sincerely,

A ft -

Keene Kohrt, Chairperson
Alaska State Society of American Foresters



Resolution of the Alaska Society of American Foresters on the Estaolishment of
an Alaska State Forest System.

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

The demands on public forest lands for in-state goods and services
are increasing rapidly and are expected to increase still faster in
the future, and

The acreage of efficiently manageable forest land is being raoidly
depleted by commitments to uses which preclude or severely limit
forest management opportunities through administrative, legislative
or judicial action, and

Section 41.17.010 of the Alaska Forest Resources and Practices Act
clearly specifies in oart - "The forest resources of Alaska are
among the most valuable natural resources of the State,..."
(psragrapn 1) and 'The State has a fundamental obligation to insure
tnat management of forest resources guarantees perpetual supplies of
renewable resources, provides nonrenewaDle resources in a manner
consistent with that obligation aro serves the neeos of all Alaska
for the many products, benefits and services obtained from them"
(paragraph 3), and

The constitution of the State of Alaska reouires sustained yield
management of renewaole resources, which, when applied to forest
products, means retention of the land base for a long period,
freouently exceeding 100 years, and

Section 41.17.020(c) of tne Alaska Forest Resources end Practices
Act authorizes the designation of State forests to be retained in
State ownership and managed for multiple-use, and

Legislative action provides the strongest protection for the land
base which will contribute forest prooucts and auxiliary values to
meet in-state needs and help diversify Alaska's economy;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE |' RESOLVED BY THE ALASKA SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS

THAT:

The Alaska Society of American Foresters believes that this
constitutional manaate can best be met oy establishing a State Forest
System in which the primary purpose is tne establishment of a sustained
yield base for fo'est products. Although the primary use may be timber
production, StaTe Forests will oe managed under a multiple-use concept,
and other uses such as recreation, wildlife, water, etc. will be a part
of each forest's management plan. Because the past several years have
seen a steady erosion of the State's land base to competing uses, we
believe that such a designation can be effective only if made by
legislative action;

AND Dc IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

The Alaska Department of Natural Resources be encouraged to promptly
identify and classify as forest land (under AS33.05) these lands
primarily valuable for growing forest products to at least meet the
estimated demand for in-state forest product use in the year 2000,

regionally, to the extent possible, in order to stoo tne immediate loss
of the forest base;



AND BE 17 FURTHER RESOLVED THAT.

These lands be combined into manageable units anc.submitted to the
legislature for designation as State Forests so tnat the citizens of the
state may reap the long-term benefits that forest land provides in terms
of personal use forest products, commercial avaiaoi lity of local forest
products, wildlife naoitat, recreational opportunities, watershed
orotection, suosurface resources and other values;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

State Forests will be managed under a comprehensive management plan which

will be developed within three years of designation of the area anG

updated every five years thereafter.

The Management plan shall:

1. be developed with adequate puDlic and agency involvement.

2. define compatible uses other than timoer procuction that can be made
of these State Forests, wnicn include but are not limited -to -
recreation, timber management, wildlife, ware*-, hunting, fishing,
mineral leasing, etc.

3. show at a suitable map scale cesignateo comoatible recreation, timoer
management, wildlife habitat, prctected/natujal and special use areas

4. include determinations of annual allowable timoer harvest;
5. include general inventory, including the backlog reforestation needs;
6. include a transportation plan; and
7. include a pest management and fire protection olan;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:
Adequate funding will be necessary to manage these State Forests in a

professional manner consistent with the management plans tnat will be
developed.



SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS

Representing the Forestry Profession in America

Multiple Use of Forestlands

A Position of the Society of American Foresters'-

Forests occupy some three-quarter
billion acres, or one third of the land
area of tne United Stales. Demands on
forestlands tor goods and services are
increasing rapidly and are expecico to
increase still faster in the future Con-
flicts in use have become accentuated in
recent years by requests to administra-
tive. legislative, and judicial bodies 10
influence and regulate public and pri-
vate forest management. Sucn conflicts
arc especially sharp where interest
groups oelicve that the use demands of
otncr interest groups compete with their
‘W

Diversity of Use Demands
On Forestlands

Forests receive, store, and make avail-
able most of the nation's usable water.
They sn'isly the nation's requirements
for wool a major, renewable, and high-
ly versatile r3w material Forest vege-
tation stabilizes soil, has a moderating
effect on local climate, reduces sound
and air pollutants, and helps maintain
atmospheric oxygen-carbon dioxide ba-
lances Recreation, encompassing a wide
vaneiv ol individual and group activ-
ities. has become a major use of forest-
lands Forests, and the streams and lakes
they ncip to sustain, provide the habitat
for wildlife and fish, which arc also
maim, renewable resources Forestlands
provide forage to help feed' browsing
wildlife and domestic livestock Some
forestlands are an important source of
minerals and others provide space lor
utility lines, transportation corridors, res-
ervoirs. and other land-consuming uses

What Multiple Use Is

increasing demands upon limited
forestlands can be met with coordination

*\Plliihetl ™ ihe Countll nf Ihr Society of
hmi'inmi rnri*\lr\ \meniliei 2U. Ati0. 4
f'osnitm of the Sih'itry of American foreurn
i\;urr\ three iettr\ lifter the Jute of its ininp-
iiivii mile\\ ofier Ih,nuueh review. ‘i\ muim-
mune n Mi/mnet/

of uses on specific areas. Foresters have
developed and applied the concept of
multiple use wncreby land is managed
for a variety of purposes which utilizes,
withoui impairment, the capabilities of
the land to meet different demands si-
multaneously. Properly implemented,
multiple use sustains production and
avoids environmental deterioration. The
multiple-use strategy takes effective ad-
vantage of capabilities of diverse por-
tions of a foresi 10 meei both cuncm
and projected demands.

Many benefits accrue on a forest re-
gardless of the management strategy em-
ployed For example, a forest managed
exclusively for recreation can provide
water, climatic, and wildlife benefits
Similarly, one managed exclusively for
timber can provide water, climatic, wild-
life. and recreation benefits It is rx-
trcemclv difficult 10 visualize any ex-
clusive forest use which does not also
provide other benefits. The supply of
forestlands is inadequate to meet all de-
mands. but the multiple-use strategy
normally provides ihe largest sum of
social economic, and spiritual benefits

Aim Plans and Manages For
Multiple Use?

Use and management of forestlands
and resources ale determined in large
measure by the objectives, policies, and
means of the landowner, whether the
people of a political unit, shareholders
of a corporation, ot an individual Uses
should he professionally planned, and rill
planning should consider all potential
capabilities 10 meet different demands
on a sustained basis, compatibility among
uses: and costs and benefits ol different
use combinations oxer a period of tune.
Forestry professionals have special edu-
cation and experience to determine the
net benefits winch forests are capable of
producing— information which is basic
to the planning of uses,

Plans should incorporate the landown-
ers' objectives and should be based on
accurate information about the icsources

involved. Planning is a continuing pro-
cess. and landowners— who for govern-
ment iands include the general public—
should participate along with foresters
When pians have been deciued upon,
forestry professionals should implement
them by prescribing and supervising the
necessary specific practices.

How Multiple Use Is Implemented

In application, the multiple-use con-
cept involves managing a specific lorcsi
area lor various benefits and may result
in (T ( exclusive use on some ponions
(2) the emergence of primary and sec-
ondary uses on other ponions. and (3) a
gcneral-use category where no one use
justifies specific designation An "exclu
sive use" is one for which an “rca is
reserved and managed for one purpose,
with oiher manaecd uses cxcluoed A
"primary use" is one for which ar. area
is predominantly managed but which
pcnniis secondary managed uses A
"secondary use” is a managed use oiiicr
than that for which the land area ts
predominantly managed. An “incidental
use" is one for w-hich a foresi is not
deliberately managed, but which occurs
automatically In the gencral-ust cate-
gory, forestlands arc deliberately man-
aged for specified objectives, but no
assignment of priorities is made

Much of the forestland managed under
the multiple-use concept is in a general-
use category, because compatibility at
existing levels of demand does not re-
quire ihe designation of primary or ex-
clusive uses However, lands in the
gcneral-use category arc of en consid-
ered lo be recreation lands by recreation
interests, wildl'fc habitat bv wildlife in-
terests, watershed lands by water inter-
ests. mineral lands by mining interests,
and nmberlands bv timber interests. As
demands increase and conflicts arise,
establishing land-usc priorities becomes
a valuable procedure for implementing
nic multiplc-usc concept Priorities
should he based on the objectives and



needs of ihe landowner. reviewed period-
ically and. wiiere necessary, changed to
reflect changing conditions of resources
and chancing needs

Establishing Use Priorities

Use limitations are often es ablisneo
on pubiic toresiiands by icgis atton. as
tor wilderness areas or parks Priorities
on both public and private forestlands
administered under the multiple-use con-
cept (exclusive use. primary use. or sec-
ondary use) are generally determined by
the iand administrators or managers.

About the Society

The Soiicty of American Forcxi«r.t
with about 22,000 members, is the
national organization represcnung all
segments of the forestry profession of the
United Stales including pubiic ,nd
private practitioners, researchers, ad-
ministrators. educators, and forestry
students.

governed by the objectives and policies
of the landowner. When substantial
oouot or controversy arises, these priori-
ties may best be decided by the land-
owners tnemsefves When landowners
establish priorities, they should consider
tne knowledge of forestry professionals
as to ;and capabilities and the degree of
compatibility among uses at various lev-
eis of aemand

Accomplishing the Objectives Of
Forestland Ownership

in application 0! the multiple-use con-

Objectives of the Society are to ad-
vance the science, technology, teaching,
and practice of professional forestry m
America, and to use ihe knowledge and
skills of the profession to benefit society.

Gilford Pinchoi and six other pioneer
foresters established the Society in 1900

Members subscribe to a code of
professional ethics The Societx is "he ac-
cieditauon authority for professional
forestry education :n the United States

cept. orimary end -econdary use— rmerue
on specific portion.- of forest areas. The
expcmise of forestmmy nrofe«sionais is re-
quired in dciermtne. within the nbiec-
ttves of ownersinr. wnieh is the nr.me. >
use. now it can nest he implemented,
anc. *-ere ccsirabie. how u can be
mocttiec to accommooate vevundjrv eno
mcicenta! uses To best accomplish tne
ob'cctives of the landowner, rruluplc-
use ‘orestlanas— wnether managed lor
exclusive, primary and secondary uses,
or let! in a gcneral-use category— should
be managed for the greatest sum of net
benefits over time E

Its periodicals aie the Journal of
Pastry, Forest-Science, Southern Jour-
nal if Applied Forestry, ann Proceedings
ofer.e SAF national convention.

SOCIETY OF
AMERICAN FORESTERS

5400 Grosvenor Lane
Washingnn O.C 20014



Alaska Loggers Association, Inc.

1982 25th Anniversary

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

October 26, 1982

Honorable Bob Ziegler
Senator State of Alaska
307 Bawden Street
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

Dear Senator Ziegler:

Enclosed for your consideration 1is a copy of a
resolution passed by the Alaska Loggers Association
at its annual meeting 1in Sitka on October 23, 1982.
This resolution deals with the establishment of State
forests.

You are requested to consider this resolution which
will permit an orderly development of industry and other
forest uses in the State.

Sincerely,

>n \
Donald A. Bell

General Manager
ALASKA LOGGERS ASSOCIATION

Enclosure



Resolution of the Alaska Loggers Association on the Establishment of an
Alaska State Forest System.

WHEREAS: The demands on public forest lands for in-state goods and services
are increasing rapidly and are expected to increase stiil faster in
the future, and

WHEREAS: Public forest lands provide such resources as recreatic-, hunting
and fishing, habitats for fur bearers and non-game species, water-
shed and fisheries habitat protection, minerals including sand and
gravel among others in addition to forest products for the benefit
of the general pubiic, end

WHEREAS: The acreage of efficiently manageable forest land is being rapidly
depleted by commitments to uses which preclude or severlv limit
forest management opportunities through administrative, legislative
or judicial action, and

WHEREAS: Section M .17.010 of the Alaska Forest Resources and Practices Act
clearly specifies in part - "The forest resources of Alaska are
among the most valuable natural resources of the State, . . ."
(paragraph 1) and "The State has a fundamental obligation to insure
that management of forest resources guarantees perpetual supplies
of renewable resources, provides nonrenewable resources in a manner
consistent with that obligation andserves the needs of all Alaska
for the many products, benefits andservices obtained from them"
(paragraph 3)> and

WHEREAS: The constitution of the State of Alaska requires sustained yield
management of renewable resources, which, when applied to forest
products, means retention of the land base for a long period,
frequently exceeding 100 years, and

WHEREAS: Section h\.17.020(c) of the Alaska Forest Resources And Practices
Act authorizes the designation of State forests to be retained in
State ownership and managed for multiple-use, and

WHEREAS: Legislative action provides the strongest protection for the land
base which will contribute forest products and auxiliary values to
meet in-state needs and help divers'fy Alaska's economy;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE |IT RESOLVED BY THE ALASKA LOGGERS ASSOCIATION THAT:

The Alaska Loggers Association believes that this constitutional
mandate and intent can best be met by establishing a State Forest
System in which the primary purpose is the establishment of a

sustained yield base for forest products. State Forests will be
managed under a multiple-use concept, and other uses such as recreation,
wildlife, water, etc. will be a part of each forest's management plan;

AND BE |IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:
The Alaska Slate Legislature be encouraged to promptly identify

forest lands primarily .valuable for growing forest products to meet
the future demand for forest products.



AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

These lands be combined into manageable units for designation

as State Forests so that the citizens of the state may reap the
long-term benefits that forest land provides in terms of forest
products, wildlife habitat, recreational cpporturities,

protection, subsurface resources and other values;

watershed

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

Adequate funding be allocated to manage these State

professional manner consistent with the management
be developed.

Forests in a
plans that will



Alaska Loggers Association, Inc. 4 L e

1982 25th Anniversary S X

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

December 28, 1982

Honorable Robert Ziegler
Alaska State Senator

307 Bawden Street
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

Dear Senator Ziegler:

Thank you for the copy of the Senate Bill establishing state
forests and your request for comments.

As you know, the Alaska Loggers Association at its 25th annual
meeting last October passed a resolution supporting state forests.
It follows that we will support the resolution you have prepared.

My concern 1is with paragraph (d). It should be eliminated.

Paragraph (@) says land within a state forest shall be manageed
under the principals of multiple use. I"ve never heard of the

ADF & G cooperating on any multiple use programs. Their philosophy
seems to be pretty much single purpose; there 1is little evidence
of their cooperating on any multiple use management program.

Your paragraph (g) seems to cover the participation of the
ADF & G in a state forest.

Sincerely,

c y\
Donald A. Bell
General Manager
ALASKA LOGGERS ASSOCIATION

DAB/mj h

cc: George Woodbury with copy of the bill
Jim Rynearson with copy of the bill

SF.hviNF;, \Jam as iXihstry



PHIL R. HOLDSWORTH. P.E.

Consulting Engineer 6 Legislative Counsel

Mining — Geolcgv— Lands

PHONE 907-566-1363

326 FOURTH STREET. No. 1009
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99601

February 25, 1985

2. SB 108 is a proposed amendment to AS 41.17 which would
create the Fairbanks State Forest, but also spea.-:s tc cne
management of state forests, generally. It would seem that
both bills should be combined and placed 1in the same "Chapter".

3. The present definitions of "multiple use" as used 1in
AS 33, AS 41, and implementing regulations have been interpreted
by the administration in a rather restricted manner. A particular
tract of land may be suitable for many different uses, but as
long as two uses are allowed that 1is considered "multiple use".
Often habitat and recreation are the only allowed uses by the
land manager, but this 1is still considered "multiple use"™. The
Alaska Miners Association, and the C.0.A.L. Association, would
recommend that the language in SB 14 - Psge2 - Lines 5 thru 22
be 1incorporated in any state forest legislation to be adopted.
This 1is particularly important in SB 108 where the land to be
included in the Fairbanks State Forest excepts only "valid
existing rights” and University land. Conceivably no new mineral
entries could be allowed after the effective dete of the act,
without the "spelled-out" permitted uses language of S3 14.

4. V. have no position as to whether a proposed combined
bill should be in AS 41,15 or 41.17,. or whether "state forests"”
should be managed in a different manner than "forest land of
the state"™ - - both terms used in the existing statuses and
the proposed amendments. 1In any case, management should be
consistent with the provisions of AS 41,17.010 - 950 to assure
that conversion of forest land to other uses 1is cossible based
upon the definition of "multiple use"™ in AS 41.17.950. -
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March 12, 1983

Bettye Fahrenkamp

Chairman, Senate Committee on Resources

Pouch V, State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Ms. Fahrenkamp:

The Wrangell Chamber of Commerce would like to go on record, in
support of Senate Bill 103 and the establishment of the

Fairbanks State Forest.

We believe that the establishment of a State Forest system dedi—
cated to multiple use and sustained yield is in the best intersts
of the future economic well being of the State of Alaska.

Well thought out land management decisions now can only benefit
future generations of Alaskans.

Sincerely,

President

cc:

Ron Wendto
Jack McBride

"Where the Stikine Meets the Sea
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April 1, 1983

Jalmar Kertulla, President of the Senate
Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp

Senator Richard 1. Eliason

Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear friends:

RE: Committee Substitute for SB 108

As the new owner of South-Central Timber Development, Inc., and
as an Alaskan concerned about Alaskan forestry, | write to suggest
that the bill establishing certain state forests be amended to make
it clear that the primary purpose of a state forest is forestry uses
and that other multiple uses, while allowable, must be compatible
with the primary use. If such is not done, and every use has an equal
call upon the State®"s grant of priority, there is little logic in
creating a "state forest" in the first place; it would have a good
sound without much content.

If the primary use of the state land put into a state forest 1is
not for forestry, then the land should not be put into the forest in
the first place. What land is put into a "state forest"” should be
dedicated primarily to forestry.

In the case of the Icy Cape-Cape Yakataga forest wherein my
company operates, the land 1is currently classed as "primarily forest".
If the committee substitute for SB .108 is enacted, the land will be
opened afresh for "identifying uses of the state lands” 1in an area
whose primary existing purpose 1is forestry. Passage of the bill would
be a setback for us, a forestry business currently utilizing state
forest lands.

255 EAST KIREWEED LANE ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 1)950:1 TELEPHONE: 279-1-193
SUITE 101 TELEX 090 25-246
CABLE ADDRESS: SCTDANC



Jalmar Kertulla, President of the Senate
Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp

Senator Richard I. Eliason

April 1, 1933

Page 2

I would appreciate your careful attention to this matter, and if
the bill 1is enacted as revised, | would hope the Yakataga forest J]ands
are NOT included in a state forest.

With kind regards, | am,

Sincerely yours

SOUTH-CENTRAL TIMBER
DEVELOPMENT, INC.

JOSEPH R. HENRI
President

Img
cc - Ms. Paula Easley
Resource Development Council
of Alaska
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March 15, 1983

Pat Pourchot

Senate Resources Committee
Pouch V

State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Pat;

Thanks for the draft version of the Committee Substitute for SB 108
and 14. The combination of the two bills was accomplished after
considerable thought and the author should be congratulated.

My staff has reviewed this draft keeping in mind the questions raised
in the February 28 letter from Senator Fahrenkamp. This letter will
serve to relate our impressions on Draft Committee Substitute revisions
and answer the questions your transmittal memo asks.

Suggested wording revisions we would recommend for consideration are
as follows:

Section 41.17.200 STATE FOREST PURPOSES. Second sentence would be
reworded to read: The primary purpose in the establishment of state
forests is to provide a stable land ba3e which will produce a predictable,
sustained supply of forest products while providing for the perpetuation
of land, water, scenic, and recreational resources.

Discussion: This clearly states the primary purpose of the State
forest belLng to provide a sustained, regular flow of forest products
while protecting and enhancing other resource and public values.

Section 41.17.210 STATE FOREST RECOMMENDATIONS AND DESIGNATIONS,
Subsectior (a) would be reworded to read: After either planning and
classification procedures under AS 38.04 and AS 38.05 have ~ an completed
identifying primary uses of the State lands in an area or consultation
with concerned agencies and local communities, the Governor shall,

propose to the legislature, State forests,

Discussion: This gives the option of allowing the administration to
propose areas for designation primarily in remote areas wher” planning
and classification tave not yet occurred, but only after appropriate
agencies and local communities (general public) have been consulted -
which is similar to the classification process in itself.
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Section 41.17.230 MANAGEMENT PLANS. Starting with the second sentence,
subsection (a) would be reworded to read: The resource management

plan and a fire management plan shall be adopted and implemented

within two years of the completion of an operational. level forest
inventory of the state forest or unit thereof. The operational level
forest inventory shall be completed in accordance with available funding
for each state forest.

Discussion: The fire management plan is a reflection of the resource
management plan and can either be completed simultaneously with or

after the resource management plan, never before the resource management
plan

The options for funding an operational inventory are:

a. CIP for $850,000. These funds could be spent having the inventory
done either over several years or possibly in one year.

b. Request several smaller CIP"s over a period of years until inventory
completed. An example would be five CIP requests of $170,000
over five years.

C. The final suggested proposal would be to place the funds in the
operating buuget and request these funds each year. ($170,000.00)

Please note tnat the above estimate of costs are based on the DOF using
its own personnel, for most of the inventory work.

An operating level inventory contracted out normally runs from $1.00-2.00
per acre. The DOF recommends option (a) first, (c¢) second, and finally
option (b).

Subsection (d) would be reworded to read: A copy of t”e management
plan (or plans) or any revision thereof prepared. . . *

Discussion: This wording change may not be required - it merely
seemed appropriate for the option of completing more than one plan per
year should remain. The complexity of individual resource management
plans and inventory schedules would control this.

Subsection (a)(1) would be reworded to read: Commercial timber harvest
including activities associated with timber harvest;

Discussion: Some development activites such as road construction,
temporary camp placement, transfer sites, etc., are required for
timber harvest and must be provided for in the permitted uses.

Subsection (e)(7) would be reworded to read: Wildlife and fisheries
habitat management, including.

Discussion: Generally habitat maintenance requires management action.
These activities may range from prescribed fire or heavy timber harvest
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to fire exclusion or no timber harvest. Generally, the management of
habitat falls somewhere in between the extremes and is designed for
specific animal life cycle requirements.

Section 4117.210 FAIRBANKS STATE FOREST. Should be renumbered, possibly
to 41.17.240, since the .210 has previously been used. Also subsection
(a) would be reworded to read: Subject to valid existing rights and
except for land owned by.

Discussion: The original wording would have excluded all State lands
where some second party interest existed; 1i.e., mineral claims, grazing
leases, land use permits and timber sales. The proposed rewording
protects these existing rights within the State forest on State lands
and yet excludes University lands. We believe tlis wording more
accurately reflects the intent of the legislation.

This concludes the wording changes we would initially recommend for
your consideration. We will now address the questions posed in your
transmittal, rimo for the Draft Committee Substitute on a point-by-point
basis.

1. The rewording we proposed for 41.17.210(a) should be sufficient.
This way the Governor could add areas to proposals on a timely
basis where he felt an immediate and compelling need without the
possibility of waiting up to another year for classification and
a legislative session.

2. The operational, level inventory is one wher. you must have a high
level of confidence in what the vegetation and other values are
at any specific site - what we would call type island specific.

In the Tanana River Basin the DNR/Soil Conservation Service/Forest
Sciences Laboratory are cooperating to develop detailed soils

maps and statistical forest information. In order to get this
upgraded to the level of confidence required for operational

level management plan development it will, be n-"cessary to gather
more Field information so individual, type islands can be fully
defined. The inventory system we have developed is designed to
gather vegetative data needed foi. both foresters and wildlife
habitat biologists. Further, when we get our personal, services
shortfalls offset, we will be able to put our authorized computer
programmer position on board to work on putting up the multi-stage,
sampling with partial replacement, computerized inventory program.
This program is designed to take full advantage of old and new
Inventory plot data and generate a wide variety of technical,
forest management data and improved statistical, tools. This
program will allow us to minimize the number of additional plots
required so we can get the most out of every future detailed
Inventory dollar.

3. The rewording we proposed for 41.17.230 would serve to clarify
the timing and relationship of planning to inventory. If the
inventory is delayed, then the management and fire plans must
also be delayed.
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The Department of Natural Resources would rather the Tanana Area
Plan were completed prior to further additions to the forest,
however, the Department of Fish and Game may have areas they
would like to see added to the initial, legislation.

If the Board of Forestry were funded to perform the duties described
in AS 41.17, then added funding would not be required. If no
funding is provided for the Board®"s routine operation then special
funding must be provided to enable Board involvement.

Yes. We would strongly urge such, or similar, wording as we
outlined for 41.17.200 for inclusion in the statutes. This
serves to clearly establish the State"s intent to provide forest
products for both the general public and industrial users.

The reforestation fund should not directly be used for funding
work on private lands lest no funds remain available for such
activities on the public lands. The establishment of thJ.3 fund
will indirectly stimulate the availability of suitable forest
species for the reforestation of private lands by keeping our
forest nursery in a production mode. Bulk availability of high
quality seedlings at realistic prices is a substantial, contribution
toward private land reforestation efforts. If our Division were
to implement a service forestry program to provide planning and
on-site assistance to private landowners the management options
of these ownerships would be even further expanded.

Once again our congratulations to your staff for their diligent work
on this important legislation. If we can be of further assistance
please do not hesitate to call on us.

Sincerely,

CC:

Sharon Barton
Les Fortune
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May 12, 1985

Representative John Ringstad
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear John:

The Greater Fairbanks Chamber of Commerce has at this point, taken no position
supporting or opposing Senate Bill #108 regarding the establishment of a Fair—
banks State Forest. We have researched and discussed this bill at great length
and wish to bring certain concerns to your attention for your consideration as
you study this piece of legislation.

1. As we understand, one of the primary intents of this bill would be
to provide a stable source of supply for the saw timber industry in
Interior Alaska. We would urge that any land set aside in a state
forest, be timbered land that adequately meets the needs of the saw
timber industry and that no more land th;in reasonably meets those
needs should be set aside. It could possibly be considered to set
aside some area of land now and more at a later date if after imple—
mentation, this legislation appears to be working well for everyone.

2. Mining may well be Interior Alaska®"s most viable industry. In fact,
were it not for mining, Fairbanks just would not be here! The concerns
and needs of miners and the mineral industry must be addressed. Ade—
quate access for exploration and development must be provided. Any
provisions for multiple use must show in fact and by intent, a high
priority to ward mineral development. That industry has enough pro—
blems without more restrictive legislation.

3. Development along transportation corridors, both existing and potential,
must be taken into account. Ihe land withdrawal should not interfer
with any transportation corridor, either present or future. It is in—
creasingly difficult to establish new transportation corridors, not
to mention -ictually building a transportation system in that corridor.
As this difficulty increases, existing transportation corridors and
systems will be called on to shoulder additional burden as Interior
Alaska develops. |If these transportation corridors are surrounded by
state forest, it may not lie available for needs that could develop in
the community. Growth in Fairbanks and the surrounding areas could
be effectively stifled.

Too frequently, laws are passed in order to lake care of a particular need, and then
later come back to haunt us in ways never intended or imagined. We would hope that
you would use extreme caution while considering this legislation to insure that it
provides for exactly what is intended, and leaves a very clear untent for future
legislative bodies who might have a different philosophical bent from yours.
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ROBERT H. ZIEGLER. SR SENATE RESOURCES COMMITTEE
307 BAWDEN STREET
KETCHIKAN. ALASKA 99901 MEMBER
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POUCH v WESTERN STATES LEGISLATIVE
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99B11 FORESTRY TASK FORCE

WESTERN CONFERENCE COUNCIL
March 11, 1983 OF STATE GOVERNMENTS

Mr. Von M. Helmuth,
Chairman

Ketchikan Chapter, S.A_F.
P.0. Box 5496

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

Dear Mr. Helmuth:

We appreciate your comments on SB 14 which bill, 1in connection with SB
108, appears to have met with general approbation.

I have taken the liberty of transmitting to Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp,
who chairs the Senate Resources Committee, a copy of your letter and a
copy of this letter. I am sure that those areas of concern that you
mentioned will be considered by the good Senator arid her staff in any
proposed rewrite of the legislation.

Thank you very much for your comments.

Very truly yours,

RHZ 11k
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Resolution of the Alaska Society of American Foresters on the Establishment of
an Alaska State Forest System,

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS:

The demands on public forest lands for in-state goods and services
are increasing rapidly and are expected to increase still faster in
the future, and

The acreage of efficiently manageable forest land is being rapidly
depleted by commitments to uses which preclude or severely limit
forest management opportunities through administrative, legislative
or judicial action, and

Section 41.17.010 of the Alaska Forest Resources and Practices Act
clearly specifies in part - "The forest resources of Alaska are
among i,ie most valuable natural resources of the State,.”
(parag-aph 1) and '"The State has a fundamental obligation to insure
that management of forest resources guarantees perpetual supplies of
renewable resources, provides nonrenewable resources in a manner
consistent with that obligation and serves the needs of all Ala-ska
for the many products, benefits and services obtained from them"
(paragraph 3), and

The constitution of the State of Alaska reauires sustained yield
management of renewable resources, which, when applied to forest
products, means retention of the land base for a long period,
freauently exceeding 100 years, and

Section 41.17.020(c) of the Alaska Forest Resources and Practices
Act authorizes the designation of State forests to be retained in
State ownership and managed for multiple-use, and

Legislative action provides the strongest protection for the land
base which will contribute forest products and auxiliary values to
meet in-state needs and help diversify Alaska’s economy;

HON THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE ALASKA SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS

THAT.

The Alaska Society of American Foresters believes that this

constitutional mandate can best be met by establishing a State Forest
System in which the primary purpose is the establishment of a sustained
yield base for forest products, Although the primary use may be timber
production, State Forests will be managed under- a multiple-use concept,
and other uses such as recreation, wildlife, water, etc. will be a part
of each forest's management pian. Because the past several years have
seen a steady erosion of the State's land base to competing uses, we
believe that such a designation can be effective only if made by
legislative action;

A\D BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

The Alaska Department of Natural Resources be encouraged to promptly
identify and classify as forest land (under AS38.05) these lands
primarily valuable for growing forest products to at least meet the
estimated demand for in-state forest product use in the year 2000,
regionally, to the extent possible, in order to stop the immediate loss
«of the forest base;



AW BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

These lands be combined into manageable units and submitted to the
legislature for designation as State Forests so that the citizens of the
state may reap the long-term benefits that forest land provides in terms
of personal use forest products, commercial availability of local forest
products, wildlife habitat, recreational opportunities, watershed
protection, subsurface resources and other values;

AND BE IT RURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

State Forests will be managed under a comprehensive management plan which
will b developed within three years of designation of the area and
updated every five years thereafter.

The Management plan shall:

1. Dbe developed with adequate public and agency involvement.

2. define compatible uses other than timber production that can be made
of these State Forests, which include but are not limited to
recreation, timber management, Vv'ildlife, water, hunting, fishing,
mineral leasing, etc.

3. show at a suitable map scale designated compatible recreation, timber
management, wildlife habitat, protected/natural and special use areas

e

include determinations of annual allowable timber harvest;

o

include general inventory, including the backlog reforestation needs;
b. include a transportation plan; and
7. include a pest management and fire protection plan;

A\D BE IT AR HER RESOLVED THAT:
Adequate funding will be necessary to manage these Sta” Forests in a

professional manner consistent with the management plans +hat will be
developed.



Testimony of the Alaska State
Society of American Foresters on

B 108, creating a Fairbanks Stale rorest

f
Senate Resources Committee, March 11, 1983 hearing

Fairbanks, Alaska

The Alaska State Society of American Foresters (SAF) would once again like to
thank Chairman Bettye Farenkamp f>r her personal efforts to provide the local
public with an opportunity to be neard on the issue of the Fairbanks State
Forest bill. We really appreciate the opoortunity to be able to consider this
important bill through these local hearings. It seems that a very well drafted
piece of legislation with wide community support is begining to emerge because
of the hard work and care the Chairman has given to this issue.

In our previous testimony we described the relatively limited extent of
productive forest land in the interior and the factors that favor forest
growth. We discussed the specific blocks of the Fairbanks State Forest in
terms of t ,e, concluding that the parcels are generally well chosen. And we
mentioned the management plan provision of the bill that had caused some
confusion to the public, because the requirements of the Forest Practices Act
that govern management on state managed forest lands generally, were not
restated in SB 1j8. This time we would like to (1) comment on the draft
Committee Substitute for B 108 and B 14, and (2) r ovide some background
information, for the Committee record, from a few technical forestry
publications that look at the forestry potential of the interior.

The merger of SB 14 with SB 108 should aleviate most of the concerns expressed
by the public and SAF in testimony to date. The Borougt interest in the
potential industrial sites has been made clear. In general, it is much more
clear now in the Committee Substitute just v/hat is meant by a "State Forest".
This will help professional resource managers as they carry out the intent of
the legislation,, and it will help ensure that public expectations are
realistic. The guarantee of public hearings before adoption of the State
Forest management plan should generate confidence in state forest land
planning. Finally, the list of permitted uses makes it clear that there will
be a broad range of management intensity from very careful management for
sensitive features to intensive resource development and extraction. In sum,
we believe the Committee Substitute is an improved bill.

There still remains the problem of tie current lack of money for the Board of
Forestry, which is given the very important task of considering and adopting
the management plan in this Committee Substitute. Some solution must be found.
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It would also be of help tothe professionals who will have to conduct the
planning process for the Forest, if there were some indication from the
Committee, in its record ofdeliberation, of the intensity andscale of
planning envisioned. Oneofthe first and most important tasks would, of
course, be an accurate timber and other resource inventory. Knowing the
current volume and having better estimates of growth will be important in
determining the annual harvest level.

The first publication we would like to mention is the Symposium on forest
lands north of &< north lattitude. There were important papers by both

local foresters and foresters from other far northern nations. One paper we
would like to mention mention in particular is by a group of Scandanavian
foresters, titled "Forestry Potential in Interior Alaska"™, included as the
Appendix to the Symposium Proceedings. This provides an interesting
"outsiders"™ perspective on the forests of the interior, from professional
foresters who manage very similar lands in their home countries as a
significant part of their national economies. The first paper in the
Proceedings by John Zivnuska, gives a world view of high lattitude forests by
a forest economist. He concludes that the greatest opportunities are in
meeting local needs, a goal that certainly would be fostered by the Fairbanks
State Forest.

A more in-depth overview of the economic importance and potential of the
interior Alaska forest is given in Richard Smith's 1980 report to the USDA
Forest Service. It can be seen in the Smith report that there is a broad range
of forest uses, and that a wood products industry already exists, an industry
that is constrained by lack of dependable timber supply.

Tony Gasbarro's article in the January 1982 Agroborealis compares forestry in
Sweden and Finland with interior Alaska. There are some interesting figures on
the national economic importance of wood using industries in these two
countries which manage lands very comparable to many areas of the interior. It
is interesting to note that, as with most other observers, Gasbarro concludes
that one of the major difficulties facing forest management in interior Alaska
is the lack of a stable land base.

Finally, we offer two publications of the Pacific Northwest Forest and Range
Experiment Station in the series on Forest Regeneration at High Lattitildes.
There is a good deal of interesting information about Scandanavian technology
in these two reports. It certainly makes it clear that there are many forest
regeneration approaches available which will require local evaluation to
advance this fundamentally important area of forest management in interior
Alaska.

We again extend our thanks to Senator Farenkamp, and look forward to further
action on the Fairbanks State Forest.

Alaska State Society of American Foresters

Committee on State Forests

prepared by Glenn Patrick Juday



April 13, 1913
Memo
To:  Senator Faiks, Chairman Senate Rules Committee
From: Seddtor Fahrenkamp, Chairman Senate Resources Committee

Subject: 68SJ 108, State Forests

The above bill foascbeen considered by the Resources Committee and was passed
out with a unanimous do-pass recommendation. This bill is the proddct of
literally years of study and negotiation by many concerned agencies, groups
and citizens. | would hope that the Rules Committee could schodule this
bill for final Senate action at the earliest possible time.

The bill provides for the following: 1) A state forest syfcform is established
with prescribed management direction and uses and a method by which specific
forests would be added to the system; 2) A reforestation fund is established
to prdvdde seedlings and technical assistance for the reforestation of state
lands after harvestigg; and 3) The Tanana Valley State Forest is established
comprised of approximately 1.7 million acres of state lands in the Fairbanks
area.

In the hearings held in viureau and Fairbanks on the bill, the establishment
of state forest syttein and the roaana Valley State Focest received virtually
unanimous support from a variety of interest groups including environmental
groups, timber companies, small wood cutters, miners, and agencies. In
particular, the provisions for the development of management plans mandating
public input and consideration of aaaariety of speddffed pewaitted uses of
state forest lands received widesjbpead backing. While prohibiting state land
disposals, the state forests would be managed under multiple-use and sustained
yield principles to acoommodate most, if not all, traditional uses of these
lands including timber harvesting, mining, recreation, wildlife habitat, and
other uses.



T7J1® s7mar™ 31c72tiZrj=

PROPOSED AMENDMENT FOR S.B. 108. For the establishment of State Forest
inholders associations, and stating
the purpose theraof.

An inholders association, to which all inholders and adjacent landowners
will automatically belong, will be established with each State Fortst.
The regulating agency will cooperate with this association in the forsu-
lation of policies relating to road development, buffer zones, protection

" K

of existing trails, visual screens, green belts along streams, and other
<>

matters of concern to private landowners.

RATIONALE (in part)

Regional foresters in Fairbanks say there is no existing policy regarding
buffer zones of undisturbed vegetation between/private property and logging
areas, nor regarding certain other matters of concern to landowners and
other forest land users. Whereas blowdown penetrates at least 30 foet into
standing timber adjacent to a clearcut, the deletion of a buffer can lead
to destruction of private property. Whereas logging on a commercial scale
is noisy and often unsightly, a buffer as a visual screen and sound barrier
is higily desirable. Whereas the proposers of this amendment and others
have used a.od relied on certain trails for over ten years and expect to
continue doing so, they have a strong concern for the protection of these
trails. Whereas recreation and wildlife habitat are major features of S.B.
108, it soems important to make specific provisions for (a) green belts
along all streams, (b) visual screens between logging areas and trails and
more heavily used recreation areas, and (c) protection of all trails and

other features, such as salt licks, regularly used by wildlife.
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