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HCR 31 Relating to protection and preservation of the Kenai
River.
HCR 27 Requesting the state to collect and use information on
trapping for land use planning and land disposal.
HB 130 An Act relating to homesteads; and providing for an
effective date.
SB 219 An Act relating to the processing of permits by state
agencies; and providing for an effective date.
HCR 31

Representative Fritz, sponsor of the resolution, encouraged
support of the resolution, and proposed deleting the last resolve
clause in the measure 1in order to remove the fiscal impact.

Jay Nelson, Alaska Environmental Lobby, said that the Kenai
Peninsula Conservation Society and the Katchemak Bay Conservation
Society both favored the resolution, and he encouraged passage of
the measure.

Senator Mulcahy moved that lines 18-22, page 2, be deleted, and
asked unanimous consent. The motif n passed without objection.



Senator Mulcahy moved that the Resources Committee Substitute be
adopted and reported out with individual recommendations. The
motion passed without objection.

HCR 27

Sandra Schubert, Resources Committee staff, explained the differ—
ences between the proposed committee substitute and the original
resolution.

Kay Wallace, staff co Representative Hurlbert, said the Represen—
tative supported the committee substitute and encouraged the
Committee®s support.

Senator Mulcahy moved that the Resources Committee Substitute be
reported out of Committee with individual recommendations. The
motion passed without objection.

1D 130

Pat Pourchot, Resources Committee aide, explained the proposed
committee substitute. He outlined requirements for homesteads
and obtaining patent. He said the committee substitute tried to
simplify and combine a homestead program and the existing remote
parcel program. lie explained an amendment proposed by the

Department of Natural Rcsouxces which would allow the Department
to limit the number of stakers in a lottery, when necessary.

Representative Rick Uehling, sponsor of the bill, said, in
reference to DNR"s proposed amendment, that the House would
prefer a land-rush approach rather than restricting lotteries.

Senator Vic Fischer moved adoption of DNR"s proposed amendment.
The motion passed without objection.

Senator Mulcahy moved the amended Resources Committee Substitute
be reported out of committee with individual recommendations.
The motion passed without objection.

SD 219

Jim Palmer, Resources Committee aide, explained the proposed
committee substitute. The committee discussed the provisions of
the measure.

Phil Holdsworth, Alaska Miners Association, hoped that the intent
of the language allowing flexibility of time limits (page 2, line



6, draft committee substitute) would mean that processing time
could be shortened as well as lengthened. Senator Fahrenkamp
said that was the intent.

Senator Mulcahy moved that the proposed commi :tee substitute be

adopted and reported out as a Resources Committee Substitute with
individual recommendations. The motion passed without objection.

The meeting was adjourned at 3:3? p.m.



Specific Cbrrparisons
HB 167/HB 130
Findings ®
Neither House Bill contains a findings section.
Land lIdentification (B)

The main difference in the two bills is HB 1.67 specifically directs
that the Commissioner shall designate land ard .>ake it available for
homestead entry. HB 130 does not. . |

"""""" /~)J- |l'
HB 167 also requires a cadastral survey to establish section comers
to be paid for by the state, requites public notice and denies any
preference rights such as Jength of residency, veteran, etc.

r

Qualifications for Applicants (C)

HB 167 requires staking of the parcel which can be up to 160 acres and
requires that entry permits be &+ out on a first ccme first serve
basis. HB 130 requires applicants to be qualified under (AS 38.05.057)
the lottery program or (AS 38.05.077) the remote parcel disposal
procedures. HB 130 also disqualifies a person who has leased a remote
parcel, or applied for a homestead entry within the previous 8 years. -

HB 167 prohibits the conveyance of a permit in any manner except by
testate or interstate succession. HB 130 does not address conveyance.
HB 167 requires a specific fee of $500.00 for applicants of which
"400.00 1is refundable after meeting all other patent requirements.
HB 130 simply states that a fee may be charged. HB 167 also requires
a commitment from the applicant that he or she agrees to all
conditions necessary for patent.

Revocation of Permit (D)

HB lo7 spells out specific prohibited actions that must not take place
or the state may condemn and the property revert to state ownership in
90 days.

Those conditions are:
1) an assignment, conveyance, or other transfer of the permit;

2) failure of the permitee to submit a plat of survey to the
director within 18 months after issuance of the permit;

3) failure to erect a dwelling or to clear the land in the time
required under AS 38.09.040(a), except that if the director finds
that the dwelling or clearing has been nearly completed and
progress toward completion is being made at the expiration of the
tine required, the director may extend the time required for
completion for not more than one year;



4) failure to brush the boundaries of the parcel within one year.

HB 130 also requires coirpliance with specific criteria and authorizes
the A.G. to eject the homestead applicant if called on by the director
to do so. The required criteria is as follows:

1) occupies the land for a total of 35 months;
2) erects a habitable r.yelling;
3) clears and prepares for cultivation not less than

(A one-fourth of the land entered if the land is limited to
agricultural use; or

(B) one-eighth of the land entered if the land is not limited to
agricultural use; .

4) brushes the boundaries of the homestead entry and maintains the
brushed boundaries so that they are easily visible fron the
ground;

5) causes a survey of the homestead entry to be made that is
e e acceptable bo the director.

() The dired jx shall require an applicant for homestead entry
to submit proof necessary to establish compliance with the
requirements of (@ of-this section. An applicant is not
required to submit proof under (@ (@ or (5) of this section
if the land comprising homestead entry has been surveyed.

(¢) As used in this section, "habitable dwelling"

(1) means a permanent dwelling of not less than 200 square
feet and its fixtures and facilities;

@) does not include a mobile home unlf ss it is permanently
attached to a permanent foundation.

(d A person who has applied or received state land under this
chapter is not eligible for a state loan under AS 03.10 for
the habitable dwelling cr the clearing of the land required
under this sectior.

HB 130 also states that a person who has received state land under a
homestead provision is not" eligible for a state loan until patent is
received.



Patent Bequire.-ents
HB 130
1) occupies the land for a total of 35 months;
2) erects a habitable dwelling;
3) clears and prepares for cultivation not less than

(A) one-fourth of the land entered if the land is not limited to
agricultural use; or

B) one-eighth of the land entered if the land is not limited to
agricultural use;

4) brashes the boundaries of the homestead entry and ireintains the
brushed boundaries so that they are easily visible from the
ground;

5) causes a survey of the homestead entry to be made that is
acceptable to tlie director. *
B | . osf Yo

() The director riall require an applicant for homestead entry
to submit proof necessary to establish compliance with the
requirements of (@ of this section. An applicant is not
required to submit proof under (@) (4 or (5) of this section
if the land ocmprising~homestead entry has been surveyed.

() As used in this section, "Habitable dwelling"”

@) means a permanent dwelling not less than 200 square feet
and its fixtures and facilities;

@) does not include a mobile home unless it is permanently
attached to a permanent foundation.

(d A person who lias applied or received state land under this
chapter is not eligible for a state loan under AS 03.10 for
the habitable dwelling or tlie clearing of the land required
under this section.

HB 167
Sec. 38,09.040. ISSUANCE OF PATENT. @ The director shall
issue a patent to homestead entry land if the permit holder for that

parcel

(1) resides on the homestead entry land for not less than five
months a years for five years;

@) completes an approved survey of the land within 18 months
after issuance of the permit;



@) erects, within three years after the date of issuance of the
homestead entry permit, a habitable, permanent,
single-family dwelling on the homestead/ for the purposes of
this paragraph, a mobile heme is not a permanent dwelling
unless it is placed on and attached to a permanent
foundation;

@ clears five percent of the land within five years after the
issuance of the homestead entry permit; for the purposes of
this paragraph, Jand used for improvements is considered to
be cleared;

(5) brushes the boundaries of the parcel within one year after
issuance of the permit.

Municipal Considerations

: ' = - vl
HB 167 allows potential municipal and borough land to Ixs designated
for hornsstead, land and also prevents those entities from selecting
those lands already designated as homestead lands. HB 167 also
exempts harestead entry Jland frcm Jlocal platting, vrecording, or
subdivision requirements established under AS 29.33 end AS 40.15
unless it is subdivided in the future.

HB 130 requires that the Ccsmdssioner of DNR consult with a municipal
assessor before determining the purchase price of land located in the
municipality. - :

Authorization of Regulations

HB 167 gives authority to commissioner to adopt regjlations for
implementing homestead provisions. HB 130 does not address regulation
authority.

Definitions

HB 167
Sec. 38.09.900 DEFINITIONS. In this chapter

(1) "commissioner" means the commissioner of natural resources;

(2) "director" means the director of the division of land and
wacer management in the Department of Natural Resources;

(3 "Habitable dwelling" means a dwelling of a permanent nature,
together with fixtures and facilities, including sanitary
facilities, required by law or customary in the vicinity of
the land made available for homestead entry;

@) "resident” means a person who has resided in the state for
at least one year, does not claim residence in .mother
state, and shows by all attending circumstances an intent to
make this state the person®s permanent residence.



I-thod of Disposal
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irvey Required
tilil Habitable Dwelling
‘.cupy the Land

ecaring Required

tlure of l'atent Issued

iplicnnt (Qualification!

turnouts:

SH 102

Governor

Lottery, over-the-
countcr designated
parcels

160 acre maximum

$500/$400 refund

Within 18 months

Within 3 years, with
fixtures/facilities
required, customary

None

25% in 5 years, and
put into production
or prepare for
cultivation

Ag. rights patent
age 18, 1-year resi-
dent; only one
homestead permit or
patent

AlIFC
loan for

Provides for
construction
veterans.

Disposals not subject

to local platting,
subdivision requirements

Application*

L60 acre maximum
$100 or $75 with
title search

Within 5 years
Within 5 years, with
fixtures/facilities
required, customary

15 months in 5 years

None

Surface estate patent

age 18, 1-year resident

registered voter, only
one homestead

NAffidavit required

agreeing to certain
tilings; must publish
notice of application.
1-year exemption from

property taxes then tn,,
SC"1

~faran.

Virfai: 0><vmv\..0

platting,
requirements

Stake corners and

flag boundaries
by aliquot parts

2.5-160 acres, not to
exceed 109 of area open

$5 per acre

Within 2 years

Within 3 years, witli
fixtures/facilities
required, customary

25 months within 5 years

Must brush boundaries
within 90 days

Surface estate patent

age 18, 1l-year resident,
only one homestead permit,
patent to no more than
3.60 acres

Disposals subject to local
subdivision

AS 38.05.077-078
Remote Parcels

Stake boundaries

40 acre maximum

$10/acre annual lease

AS 38.08
Homesites

Lottery or over-the-
counter applications
or surveyed parcels

5 acre maximum

$10 application

then fair market value purchase with terms

Before expiration of 5-

yr. lease or additional
5-yeaf extension

None

None

None

Surface estate

Age 18, 1-year resi-
dent, no remote
parcel lease within
past 8 years

Land cannot be sold
before 10 years after
sale.

Reimbursement of surve
and platting by state

Within 5 years

35 months within 7 yrs

None

Surface estate

Age 18, 3-year resi-
dent, or 20-ye/<
cumulative residence,
only 1 entry permit
and 1 patent



Senator Bettye Fahrenkamp

STATEIBFT BEFORE SENATE JUDICIARY CCMTTEE ON
SCS CSHB 150, fIQ'TESTEADING

MAJR PROVISION

— ESTABLISHES "SWEAT EQUITY* LAND DISPOSAL PROGRAM WHICH ALLOWS PEQOPLE
70 GAIN TITLE TO STATE LAND THROUGH COf'PLETING SURVEY, BUIDLING HABITABLE
DWELLING AND LIVING ON THE LAND.

IHAJOR CHANGES IN HOUSE BILL BY RESOURCES

— Reduced acreage from 160 to ADacres for non-ag land. 160 maximum for ag land

— Authorized DNRto establish staking procedures, possible lottery to lim it
NUMBERS OF STAKERS

— Added clearing requirement (25%) for ag lands

— Phased repeal and roll in of current remote parcel program for disposal
EFFICIENCY AND USER UNDERSTANDING

— Option to purchase land at fair market value. Purchased land subject to
NON-SALE, SUBDIVISION FOR FIVE YEARS

— ComiSSIONER CAN EXTEND SURVEY TIME FROM 2 TO 3 YEARS IF GGQD-FAITH EFFORT

Program can fit well into current disposal program. More changes in disposal
PROGRAM PROBABLY NEEDED— WILL STUDY DURING INTERIM. ACHIEVES GOAL OF OFFERING
LOWER COST LAND, INCLUDING AG LAND, WITHIN PRUDENT DISPOSAL FRAMEWORK AND
EXISTING PROGRAM ELEMENTS, WOULD AVOID "LAND RUSHES™ AND INDISCRIMINATE

STAKING OF STATE LANDS.



p.o. box 1267 520 fifth ave. fairbanks, alaska 99707 907-452-4761

M EMORANDUM

TO: William Zybach, Special Assistant to the Mayor
FROM: Depts. of Land Management and Planning -1 !l
RE: Review and Recommendations CSHB 130 (fin)\* 14

DATE: June 3, 1983

The Departments of Land Management and Community Planning and
Development have reviewed CSHB 130(fin) and have serious concerns
regarding passage in its present form.

The concerns are focused in four general areas:

a. Impact on responsibilities and financial burdens of municipalities.
b. Potential impact on municipal entitlements.
C. Natural Resources vs. Land use considerations.
d. Potential survey requirement pitfalls for entryman.
A. All municipalities which exercise planning platting and zoning authority

have adopted a comprehensive plan to guide the physical, social and
economic development in an orderly manner and to provide for a
systematic development of infrastructure required to support such
growth. To create unanticipated pockets of population, in what must be
remote areas, will seriously jeopardize the validity of these plans by
generating demands for community services which cannot be satisfied in
an economic or reasonable manner.

To anticipate this type of impact, and to preclude dense development in
a remote area, proposed sec. 38.09.010(a) should be amended by adding;
"The designation of any lands for homestead entry within a jurisdiction
exercising planning, platting and zoning authority, will be consisten:
with the local Comprehensive Plan."

B. The Fairbanks North Star Borough is entitled to 112,000 acres of land
under provision of AS 29.10. As of the date of this writing we
anticipate a shortfall of approximately 2,000 ,cres due to inaccuracies in
acreage estimates, surveys, and exclusions of waterbodies and state
interest lands not yet identified or specified. Existing selections must
be amended to encompass new lands which may or may not fall in areas
which may be designated under proposed 38.09.010(a), and will not be
protected by 38.09.080(a).



Zybach
Page 2

To provide the time necessary for the Commissioner to audit selection
status, and then allow this and other municipalities suffering similar
shortfalls the time required to amend selections, the bill should be
amended.

An addition to 38.09.080, as subparagraph (c) should read:

"No State lands within municipalities may be designated for homestead
entry prior to July 1, 1985".

C. The bill does not directly address land use classifications established
under AS 38.04.065, yet the letter of intent accompanying the bill
appears to be a direction that existing class .ications will not affect
homestead entry land designation inasmuch as private land for settlement
is"...a legitimate and vital use of a natural resource”.

The Borough supports this concept only to the point where a resource,
critical to the public at large, may be placed in jeopardy by transfer to
private ownership. In the Fairbanks North Star Borough forest
resources are within this critical category. Firewood and lumber needs
may be anticipated to fall well below local demand unless those areas,
which are presently well wooded, are managed as a renewable resource.
To protect this and other specific resources, proposed 38.09.010(a)
should be amended by to read:

(a) "In accordance with 38.04.065, the Commissioner shall
classify..."

D. Although the purpose of the bill is to make lands available to the public
inexpensively, the mechanisms prescribed could cause personal and
financial hardsh'p to naive entryman. The specific portions contributing
to this potential hardship are:

38.09.010(b) - requires monumenting of only external corners of
homestead entry designated lands without regard to the size of the
tract so designated. It is assumed, but not specified that the
boundaries will be equivalent to aliquot parts within the rectangular
system.

38.09.020(b) - requires the entryman to stake, flag and describe

by aliquot parts the land entered upon. If the land has not been
su'-veyed within the rectangular system at least to the section unit
it incredible to expect any degree of accuracy in the description

submitted for permit.

38.09.030(a-5) - assigns full responsibility for the accuracy of
homestead entry descriptions to the entryman regardless of the
location or reasonable control.

38.09.040(a-4) - provides for revokation of permit if boundaries are
not brushed.



38.09.050 - requires the construction of a permanent dwelling in
what must be a remote area within three years of the date of entry,
residence upon the land for 25 months within five years and
complete an approved survey within two years.

Combined, these requirements provide a real threat to the purpose of this
bill. Basis for survey control for any homestead entry may be three or more
miles from the site entered upon. The homestead survey must be conducted
in accordance with survey instructions promulgated by Division of Technical
Services (DTS), at times a matter of two to five months from the request
date. At least one and probably more sections must be surveyed in order to
define the proper section to be further subdivided and to complete the
survey. The plat must then be drawn, submitted to DTS, reviewed, revised
and then, perhap" approved. This process alono can consume a year oOr more
of the available tune. SURVEY EXPENSES MAY tVELL EXCEED THE LAND
VALUE OF THE ENTIRE HOMESTEAD OF THE INDIVIDUAL ENTRYMAN.

In the meantime one can expect the entryman to be spending time and money
in constructing the required dwelling and brushing which cannot match the
boundaries described in the permit. The resulting survey may define the
boundaries of the described homestead, but the improvements may be
somewhere else. What then?

To mitigate the potential problems, the bill should be changed as follows:
Either

38.09.010(b) the Commissioner shall complete a cadastral survey of
homestead entry land that establishes monuments at all external
section corners within lands so designated and acontrol point at
the intersection etc.

or

38.09.020(b) a homestead entry may (shall) be described by aliquot
parts or by metes and bounds located by reference to a prominent
geographic landmark. [AND MAY NOT BE LESS THAN 2£ ACRES"
OTTUREATER THAN 160 ACRES.)

Without changing either one or the other of the above two requirements the
entirepurpose of the bill is subverted. Unless there is arectangular system
in place, an entrvman cannot be required to conform or lose his parcel.
Exclusive of the rectangular system, a metes ar.J bounds description is the
only viable way of location.

DDM/SB/kea
d/y



falrbanks north star borough
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MLMCRANDUM

TO: Bill Zybach, Special Assistant to the Mayor
FROM: Dawn Mach, Director, Department of LandManagement
RE: Municipal Land Disoosal Grant Program (

DATE: June 3, 1983

During 1981, the State legislature adopted HB 31. One element of that
legislation created the Municipal Land Disposal Grant Program. This grant
program, which requires a one-fifth match from the municipality, was
originally funded by a two million dollar appropriation. Of this amount, the
Fairbanks North Star Borough received $312,000 which was matched by
$63,000 from the Land Management budget, bringing the total to $375,000.

The Municipal Land Disposal Grant Program was not funded again until the
present legislative session. As an item within the Department of Natural
Resources budget, the appropriation currently proposed is $700,000. This
amount will likely be divided between several municipalities. If the money
were dispersed in a manner similar to 198., the Fairbanks North Star
Borough's share would be approximately $100,000. It ;s possible that we
would get nothing. Because of changes in our ordinn ”“es establishing
procedures for chosing parcels to be offered for sale, we have not yet
encumbered the $375,000. | anticipate that this will be accomplished during
July, 1987. |

One thing that should be kept in mind regarding grants or appropriations to
this Borough's land disposal program is that, with the establishment oi the
Land Sale Revenue (or Enterprise) Fund, proceeds from the sale of Borough
land will be directed back into the program. This means that if one 1,200
acre sale was funded by seed money from the State, downpayments in the
year of the sale and all future principal and interest payments will be
available to i.itiate additional sales.

Please keep me informed regarding the status of existing or proposed funding
sources for our land disposa program. By all means, let me know if you
need further information or my assistance. Thanks for your efforts.

DDM/hs
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Committee on Resources

June 13, 1983

Memo
To: Senate Resource Committee Members
From: Senate Resources Committee Staff

Subject: Proposed CS for CSHB 130, Homesteads

Attached is a proposed CS which we will be considering today at 3:00pm.
This bill contains several changes from the draft which was handed out
on June 10. The addiiional changes are marked with an asterisk below.

The proposed Committee CS makes the following changes from the House CS:

— Would require DNR to provide lands classified for agriculture in addition
to other lands made available for homestead entry. Ag lands could be
larger parcels (up to 160 acres), would require a 25" clearing and pre—
paration for cultivation in addition to the other "sweat equity"™ require—
ments, and under existing statute only ar rights patent would be issued.

-— Would change the maximum acreage available for homestead staking for non-—
ag lands from 160 acres to 40 acres.

-— Would give DNR latitude similar to current remote parcel statute to specify
staking conditions, parcel spacing, acreage, etc.

— Applicants would be limited to one homestead per lifetime rather than 160
acres per lifetime as in House CS.

— The remote parcel program would be repealed and most of the relevant requir
ments and benefits rolled into the homestead program. Current remote parce
lessees would be protected and would also have the option of obtaining
patent through sweat equitg requirements of homestead program.

---Like remote parcel program homestead entry stakers would have the option of
purchasing parcels at fair market value if they elect to within two years
of staking and meet survey, brushinn, and clearing requirements (ag only).

---1f land purchased within two years, patent would contain condition “hat lar
not be sold or subdivided within 5 years of patent.

-— The time to complete a survey by entrymen could be administratively extendc
from two to three years if a good-faith effort to obtain a survey has been
made



— To facilitate individual surveys and avoid stoking errors, DNR 1is
required to monument no less than one mile from each homestead entry
available for staking. The House bill only required exterior boundary
monumentaticn.

- Sections 2-6 were added to the draft CS to confornffbther sections 1in
Title 33 to the repeal of the remote parcel program. Where applicable,
references to remote parcels or to the statute sections were substituted
with references to homesteads and its statute chapter.

— Section 9 on page 8 was added to have the repeal of the remote parcel
program and other statute references take effect July 1, 1984 rather
than immediately with the homestead program. The purpose is to permit
the DNR time to continue to offer remote parcel lands before the homestead
program can be implemented.

AMENDMENT

One optional amendment is attached which would authorize the DNR to conduct

a lottery to limit the number of stakers permitted to go out and stake in
a certain area.



Method of Disposal

Parcel Size

Fee

Surwey

Habitable Dwelling

Reside on Land

Clearing

Nature of Patent

Applicant Qualifications

Other Provisions

HOMESTEAD BILL SUMMARY

CSHB 130(Fin) am
(House-passed)

Stake corners, flag
boundaries- file by
aliquot parts

2.5-160 acres, not to

exceed 10% of area open
$5/acre filing fee

Required within 2 years

Build within 3 years, or
4 years 1f substantially
complete

Must reside 25 months with—

in 5 years

Must brush boundaries with—
in 90 days

Surface estate patent after

sweat equity requirements
met.
Age 18, 1l-year resident,

Only patent to 160 acres
in lifetime.

Disposals subject to local
platting, subdivision require-
ments.

June 1C, 1983

SCS CSHB 130(Resources)
(Senate Resources-passed)

Same, subject to DNR staking procedures,
possible lottery to limit number of
stakers

40 acres maximum for non-ag land
160 acres maximum for ag land

Same
Required within 2 years, except that

commissioner con extend a year with
good-faith effort

Same
Same
Same. If ag land, must clear 25% and
prepare for cultivation within 5 years

Surface estate patent after sweat equity
met, or after down payment within 2 years
of staking if applicant opts for fair mar—
ket value purchase. If purchased, can ™
sell or subdivide for 5 years.

Ag rights only patent to ag lands.

Age 18, 1i-year resident, Only one home—
stead patent per lifetime.

Same. Repeals
effective July 1,
major provisions

remote parcel program
1984 and rolls in
into homestead progran



DISPOSAL
PROGRAM

LOTTERY

AUCTION
SALE

HOMESITE

REMOTE
PARCEL

LEASE

AGRICULTURAL
INTEREST

PARCEL
SIZE

PRICE TO
PURCHASER

TERMS

DNR Land Disposal Programs'

FREQUENCY
OF

PARTICIPATION

1PER AYc*riS

5% OEPOSIT. catcPTFORSALE
ANY Siii‘;'fiifﬁ? MAXIMUM 20 BY LOTTERY OF
YEAR PAYOFF PLANNEDAGR.
PROJECTS
BID PRICE
ANY 5% DEPOSIT. 1PARCEL
(MINIMUM BIU: 20 YEAR PAYOFF  PER AUCTION
APPRAISEO VALUE)
(;EE‘YER' SURVEYANU PAYMENTS TIN A LIFE-
PLATTING COSTS  SPECIFIED BY TIME PER
SACRES oy CONTRACT HOUSEHOLD
OR LESS
LEASE:
APPRAISED FAIR S10 PER ACRE
MAXIMUM  MARKET VALUE PURCHASE: 1PER 8 YEARS
40 ACRES  AS OF DATE OF 5% DOWN
LEASE 20-YEAR
PAYOFF
ey % OF APPRAISED ~ PAYMENTS 1PARCEL
VALUE on SPECIFIED BY PER AUTION
HIGH BID CONTRACT
SEE LOTTERY
ANY APPRAISED VALUE o 1PER S YEARS

UR HIGH BID AUCTION TERMS

Southcentral District Office

Frontier Building, 10th Floor
3001 C Street

Pourli 7-005

Anchorage, Alaska 99510
(907)276-2653

Mat-Su Area Office
Century Plaza, Suite 202
Mile .5 Knik Koad
Pouch -100K

Wasilla, Alaska 99687

METHOD OF OVER APPLICANT ONSITE
DETERMINING THE QUALIFICATIONS REQUIREMENTS
WINNER COUNTER for title
AGE AK. RESIO.
APPLIES TO
REMAINING NONE
18 1YEAR
LOTTERY DARGELS
APPHESTO
HIGH BID
AT PUBLIC Eigéé':‘_'SNG 18 NONE NONE
AUCTION
3YEARS
IMMED CONSTRUCT DWELLING.
LOTTERY APPLIES TO PRIOR OR WITHIN 5 YEARS.
REMAINING 18 RESID W/ OCCUPY LAND35
PARCELS 20 YEARS MONTHS IN 7 YEARS
cuMMUL
FIRST COME. FIRST SERVED
BASIS STAKE CORNERS. BRUSH
18 1YEAR LINES AND SURVEY
PARCEL
LiMiTED: REMAINING
DRAWING ENTRIES
HIGH BID APPLIES TO
AT PUBLIC REMAINING 1B NONE NONE
AUCTION PARCELS
APPLIES TO
BY LOTTERY LOTTERY. « A FARM DEVELOPMENT
OR 18 1YEAR PLAN MAY BE REOUIREO
HIGH BID AT MAY APPLY + AFARM CONSERVATION
PUBLIC AUCTION 15 aucTION PLAN IS REQUIRED

Southeastern District Office

Matine View Apartments, Room 407
230 S. Franklin Street

Juneau, Alaska 99HO0I
(907)465-3400

[laincs Area Office

Gatrway Building. 2nd Floor
P.0. Box 263

[lames, Alaska 99827
(907)766-2120

4-120 Airport Way

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

(907)479-2243
Delta Area Office

* LAND DISCOUNT APPLICABLE
(EXCEPT FOR COMMERCIAL OR
INDUSTRIAL PARCELS)

LAND DISCOUNT APPLICABLE
(EXCEPT FOR COMMERCIAL OR
INDUSTRIAL PARCELS)

ENTRY PERMIT NON ASSIGNABLE

« LEASC CANNOT BE ASSIGNED.
CONVEYED OR OTHERWISE TRANSFERNEO

« LAND MAY NOT BE SOLD. LEASED
CONVEYED OR SUBDIVICED FOR 10 YEARS
FROM DATE OF SALE CONTRACT

* LAND OISCO'“ TAPPLICABLE

DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR
COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
USE REQUIRED

* MAY REQUIRE PRE QUALIFICATION
*RECEIVES AGR INTEREST ONLY
* LAND DISCOUNT APPLICABLE

Northcentral District Office

Mile 267.5 Richardson Highway

P.0. Box 1149

DeltaJunction, Alaska 99737

(907) 895-4226

* THIS CHART CONTAINS GENERAL REQUIREMENTS ONLY, IT

(907) 376-1595

Kenai Peninsula Area Office
Mile 92 Stetling Highway
P.0. Box 1130

Soldotna, Alaska 99669

(907)262-4124

Ketchikan Office

State Office Building, Kootn 205
P.0. Box 7438

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901
(907)225-4181

OOES NOT LIST ALL CONDITIONS OR EXCEPTIONS. AS THE
INFORMATION GIVEN HEME IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND MAY
VARY INSPECIFIC SALES, ALWAYS REVIEW THE CURRENT

REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES IN THE DISPOSAL BROCHURE

THAT INCLUDES THE LAND YOU WISH TO PURCI IASt

THE APPLICANT MUST BE PRESENT AT THE ACTUAL DISPOSAL
TO BEAWARDED PARCELS IN MOST LAND SAI ES. SEE THE SALTS

BROCHURE FOR EXCEPTIONS.
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POLICY ORDER - UPDATED YEARLY
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FY-83 ORDER (P.0. 83-17)

Department of Natural Resources

Specific Disposal Targets

Identify 67,000 net acres for FY-85
- Develop 67,000 net acres for FY-84
- Offel™ ~<<,000 net new acres in FY-83

- Return all previously offered projects
to over-the-counter inventory in FY-83

- Minimum 15,000+ acres small Ag annually

- T"rget 7/1/85 for minimum over the counter:
A. Remote Parcel - 150,000 net stakable
B. Sol' ;vision - 20,000 net acres

- Pursue hu..,as™?ad Legislation

General Disposal Policies

- Improve Quality
- Emphasize Accessible Areas

- Remote Areas - Restricted to Community Expansion h
Development Areas & Limited Recreation

- Encourage Capital |Improvement Funding for Municipalities/State
- Pursue Inventory Replacement/Over-The-Counter Program

- Other Policies
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SENATE RESOURCES COMMITTEE
LETTER OF INTENT
CS HR 151 (FIN)
The legislature finds it 1is 1in the best 1interest
of the State to acquire the Wickersham collection.
The intent of the legislature in enacting this

bill is to enable the acquisition of the Wickershanm
Collection by the State and the acquisition of the

Wickersham House. It is further the intent of the
legislature that the Wickersham collection be displayed
in a facility opened to all citizens, and that the
operating entity for the facility be capable of®
preserving, <cataloging, identifying, documenting,

protecting and displaying the collection in such a
manner as to assure the broadest possible access by
the public.

The amount authorized 1is intended as a statement
of maximum expenditure. It is intended that the
administration will negotiate with the sellers to
acquire the Wickersham collection for posterity to

be available in a public facility. IfT it is necessary
and in the best interest of the State to acquire
the House of Wickersham, negotiation for such

acquisition 1is authorized.

It is the intent of the legislature that
negotiations and acquisitions shall be completed
by January 15, 1984, and a full report will be made
to the second session of the 13th Legislature by
February 1, 1984.
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CSHB 151 (FIN) Iwu fWulLoc (refs/tftA-
MAKING A SPECIAL APPROPRIATION TO THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES,
DIVISION OF PARKS, FOR ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE HOUSE OF

WICKERSHAM IN JUNEAU.
ORIGINAL SPONSORS: HAYES, M.M. MILLER, DUNCAN

stkji cLuJUu 3/1tdlsAL

Sec. 1 Appropriates $1,000,000 from the general fund to the Division
of Parks, DNR, for acquiring the House of Wickerjsham and the historical
collections and artifacts 1in the house, and for the development of the

acquisition as a historical site.

Is a capital project appropriation. CWJcy2- --Caj/Ua lytcwz A
rUSfavu | CoMWessia-  0-f- cCUNS
oij T(Mju i C"OVe_'Ot>V'-£A'-0()

(See summary of SB 31 for further background information.)
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SPECIAL APPROPRIATION TO DNR FOR ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT OF
THE HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM.
SB 31 V. FISCHER

Appropriates $1,000,000 from the general fund to DNR, Division of
Parks, for the acquisition of the House of Wickersham (Juneau),

and its development as a historic site. Includes annual operating
costs.
Bill is based on recommendation of Task Force created by 1981

legislature.

House 1is certified on the National Register of Historic Places.
Revised mode of operation necessary due to advancing age of

present owner/curator. Task Force concluded that gross monetary
return from operations 1is not sufficient to attract private
investors. Additionally, a buyer other than the State could

result in reoccurring negotiations and contracts 1involving the
State to assure the continued operation and preservation of the
House and 1its contents. Purchase by the State was concluded to be
the most direct and controlled means of preservation.



CSHB 151 (Fin) MAKING A SPECIAL APPROPRIATION TO DNR,
DIVISION OF PARKS, FOR ACQUISITION AND
DEVELOPMENT OF THE HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM
IN JUNEAU.

HB 151 appropriates $1,000,000 from the general fund
the Department of Natural Resources for the acquisition
and development: of the House of Wicker.sham in Juneau as
an historic site. At the March 23 hearing on this bill,
the Administration requested that final Committee action
be delayed to give them a chance to explore other
funding options. Committee staff, the bill"s sponsor,
and the Administration worked together on drafting a
letter that expresses the intent of the Legislature
to acquire the Wickersham collection, and House (if
necessary) after negotiation with the sellers.

It is anticipated that final action will be taken
on HB 151 at our April 22 hearing.

to



POUCH V

STATE CAPITAL
JUNEAU, ALASKA 99811
907) 465-3834
907) 465-3835

lknate
C ommittee on Resources

March 23, 1983

Memo

To: Bettye

From: Sandra

Suoject: Hearing CSHB 151, House of Wickersham appropriation

This bill sailed through the House. T>e Administration 1is just now catching
up to it apparently and presumably will oe requesting at the hearing that

final reporting be delayed to give them a chance to explore other options.

The bill appropriates a million $$ for acquisition and development of the

Wickersham House as an historic park site.

Questions

- Has the use of private funds and donations for acquisition been ruled out?

— What portion of the $1 million is for just acquisition of the house and collec

tions and what portion for restoration and other "development"™ work?

-— The fiscal note calls for $50,000 for DNR for undisclosed purposes. What

is the money for and would it an annual appropriation need for operating?

---Will a management plan for development and operation of the house be required?



T Ginger Eaim AlE: 11/18/82

FILE NO:

TELEPHONE nNo: 465-2421

Hilton Wolfe i
from: subject: wickersham House

Here 1s a copy of the Wickersham House bound report, which 1
wasn"t able to drop off for you last week in Anchorage.

Since then I have been in contact with .he Legislative Affairs
Agency regarding preparation of a bill for acquisition and will
" assist them in any way possible.

This morning | gave a copy of the report to Joel Orelove, who

indicates that a group of "wealthy investors,” i.e., "Alaskan

.millionaries,” may be interested in purchasing the house and
stcollections from Giersdorf and then donating the items back to

the State over a period of time which would allow tax deductions

at appreciated values. Sounds like an interesting alternative

if State funds are not appropriated for"that purpose, although 1

doubt that that approach would address the need for money to

perform some adaptive rehabilitation work, provide fire protection,

and develop a cataloging and display system.

Let me mention again that 1 havevenough copies of the report
to supply all the legislators whenever it seems appropriate.
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~Er im HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE

- s SR February 25? 19£3
—f-Vv 1:32 p.m.

(Tape MFC, 83-16, Side 1'2442)) . fp o 7V
PRESENT A
All Members of the” Committee were in’attenda” xcept”’
Representative Martin* (Representatives Pes ir and Flood
arrived later in the meeting.) ALSO PRESENT epresentatives

Shultz and M.M. Miller; Bob Giersdorf? Owner? /.ickersham House;.
Hilton Wolfe? Division of Parks? Department of Natural Resources;
Terry Cramer? Blue.Ribbon Commission on the State Personnel Act; '
Marty Nusbaum? Acting Director? Alaska Marine Highway System;
John Wolfe? Executive Director? Older Alaskans Commission; and
Pete Kelly? Vietnam Veterans of Alaska.

HCR 14

Chairman Adams called the meeting to order and brought HCR 14 up
for consideration.

— "Extending the life of the Regional Educational
Attendance Area Budget Oversight Committee."

Chairman Adams explained HCR 14 extends the life of the REAA
Budget Oversight Committee through FY 84. He stated the
Committee scrutinizes the REAA's Financial Management of
Educatior-1 Funds. Chairman Adams said the Resolution also
provides that the Department of Education shall review the
operating budget of each REAA by August of each year? and then
the Oversight Committee would review the Department's findings.

Chairman Adams invited the sponsor of the bill to testify.

REPRESENTATIVE SHULTZ? REPRESENTING DISTRICT 17 AND CHAIR OF THE
REAA BUDGET OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE? presented testimony favoring HCR
14. (See attachment »'l))

(Representatives Pestinger and Flood arri/ed while Representative
Shultz was presenting his testimony.)

Chairman Adams stated he has signed a S50.0 fiscal note. He
asked Representative Shultz to explain Low they plan to spend the
money. Representative Shultz said the S50.0 is a substantial
decrease from what was requested last year (approximately
1107.0). He stated they had funds left over last year and they
plan to use those to assist them in doing the Maintenance and
Operation Study. He said this study would be very beneficial to
the legislators? the school districts?, school boards? teacher
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associations? etcV' He said the information he presented is a
very rough draft of. the budget as they perceive it at this time.;

Representative™ Fl ood said his recollection is that the Oversight
Committee has .no.legal existance. He asked if by passing this r/~
Resolution'they would be increasing the legal status of .the -
Commi ttee-~." RepresentativeVShul tz said he was not sure..- He said
the ;Resolutiori.:6n.I~";extends. the” lif.e7of.. the Commissiui until; ..

Chairman' Adams "stated HcR .14 would.be HELD IN COMMITTEE until

The next bill io.the considered was-. 'Btl51e \ 7" 7

HB 151 — "An Act making a special appropriation to the

" Department of. Natural Resources? division of parks? for
acquisition and development of the House of Wickersham in
Juneau; and providing for an effective date.”

Chairman Adams stated HB 151 would make a special appropriation

of £1 million to the Department of Natural Resources? Division of

‘nrks for acquisition and development of the House of Wickersham
its contents. He said the funding would also be used to

9 the House of Wickersham as an historical site. He stated
th*. >priation request is. based on the recommendation of a
task t > created by the Governor upon request of the
legislate A 1981. He invited Representative M.M. Miller to
testi fy.
REPRESENTATIVE .. M» MILLER? JUNEAU? commented that one of the
prime sponsors of the Bill is the Speaker of the House. He
complimented the Speaker for his statesmanship in being the prime
sponsor of the legislation. He thought that represented a

recognition that the House of Wickersham is a statewide resovirce
although it happens to be located in Juneau® Representative
Miller said it is an historical resource and treasure.

Representative Miller said a few years ago they funded a special
task force to look into the acquisition of the House of
Wickersham. He said that action was taken following the loss of
another historical collection from the State — the Pullman
Collection. He commented briefly on the State's loss of the
Pullman Collection and said the Wickersham House represents to
them the same sort of opportunity and the same sort of loss if
they fail to assume the opportunity.

Rep'esentative Miller stated the Task Force consisted of
representatives from the Division of Parks? the Division of
Libraries and Museums? the Division of Tourism? the Alaska
Historical Commission? the University of Alaska? Alaska Tour and
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Marketing Services* and Ruth Allman* the Lecturei— Curator of -the
House of Wickersham.;." He said the "guts™ of the report, are in the
summary pages 1 through 8. (Secretary's Note a copy of the

report is available in the House Finance Committee Original.Bill
File.) Representative'Mi 11ler comcented further on*~the report and
said they have before them a very', defendable and appropriate.--./>
amount for the ~purchase'Jof theTwrckershanTJjouse»v—i

Representative Mil ler.'commenteJ'briefl y un the options the Task
Force considered and.{said they recommended that the”jState "rtv". . \
purchase and'operate .the Wickersham House because they felt it m
was desirable to preserve the .House and its’contents,as a unit*.
He-stated the Division of Parks.would t the managing ageicy. He

commented that substantial upgrading is going to be nece?sary. Kt
ViVee oW V-T*-S. e v - by T Loty i
Representativ « Miller.isaid he cannot recommend too-.highly the;'"- ©
opportunity before them now and the danger if they don't seized”
that opportunity. He-said he understands that Representative

Duncan will be offering an amendment to the.Bill dealing with the
lapse *+ )te. " He commented that Speaker Hayes had indicated he has
no prot.em with thar amendmenti'i'.. T -.

MR. BOB GIERSOORF* OWNER* HOUSE. OF WICKERSHAM, commented that 24
years ago he was a member of che Legislature in the first State
Legislature. He said that was when he first met Ruth All nan, the
daughter of Judge Wickersham and the owner of the Wickersham
House. He said Ruth Allman has, over the years* been the
caretaker of Alaska's history. “He said the media from around the
state contim e to call her for references* ?id when attempts have
been made to write about those first years |jf Alaska's history*
the first step is to study Judge Wickersha /'s first BO years of
Alaska* the establishment of courts of law and government in
Alaska. He said the Judge carved a unique and substantive role
throughout Alaska.

Mre Ciersdorf said he was overwhelmed by the contents and
historical importance of the Wickersham House and said he
introduced legislation in the first session to try and get the
State to acquire the collection. He said the situation at that
time was desperate — Ruth was in hock to the Sisters of S1.
Ann's Hospital to pay bills for Grace Wickersham who had been
hospitalized for over 12 years. He explained that at that time
he was with Alaska Airlines* and they worked out a situation to
be able to lease the House from Ruth, retire the debt over a
period of time* and to allow visitation to the House- He said
establishing visitor ‘access to the House was a way of keep'.ng it
available for visitors* and +it allowed Ruth to achieve her
objective. He said Ruth ¢ i dedicated her life to the
perpetuation of the memoi >f the Judge and keeping tr.e
collection intact in hopes that it would be properly and
adequately preserved and protected for all time for Alaskans.
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Mri Giersdorf said in 1972 when he' left Alaska Airlines* the "
Airline was .in its financial straits and commitments required for
an airline business required that they give up the subsidy
program of trying to maintain the Wickersham House.- So* he said*
his wife Lauri;.and he purchased the House and the collection in. ~
order to provide .-.Ruth with a pay-out in income and to continue to
preserve intactiwhat she had started. He said that, gave Ruth the
opportunity tq”shafe. her*history'with the people as;. _long™ as she :
wished and wasjab 1e®

Mr.;-GiersdorfAsai d theT-operation™ has operated at a-1oi.sr-every
year*" but they; felt it was their contribution* and they have-been
committed to Ruth’s objectives and to the long term;objectives tA
towards the House ..ad the Col lection. He said Ruth:wiill. be.78 £-
thisVyear and the;;year4 are catching up with” real ity.A He .said]A
Ruth.has been argreat steward onfbehalf of all of Alaska®s
history* but" she --wants and needs the opportunity to retire.;A " A

{Tape change* HFC 83-16* side 2.")A I TT

Mr. Giersdorf said he thinks it is vital that the collection be
catalogued and'interpreted using the resource of Ruth All man. ' At
the noment she is able to spend the hours and weeks necessary to
interpret the collection properly with the proper state
professional people to achieve full benefit and insight of the
scope and depth of the collection.

Mr. Giersdorf referred to .the Governor's Task Force
recommendations* and pointed out the House itself is one of the
oldest structures ever built in Alaska. He said it was built
before the turn of the century* and they were able to protect it
by putting it on the National Register of Historic Places in
1976. He stated the various appraisers that have provided their
input into the report were very conservative. He commented one
of the top rare book collectors on the West Coast ha”“been trying
for years to acquire the Wickersham diaries. He said there are
major institutions and universities that feel those diaries are
some of the outstanding item* left in personal collections. He
stated the dedication they have* and the reason they got
involved* is to try and carry on Ruth's objectives to see this
properly placed within the State and preserved.

Mr. Giersdorf said the House represents in the collections/ the.
entire history of the State. He said those who have had a chance
to see the Wickersham House probably noted the entire manner of .
the Judge in the way he catalogued and interpreted things* and

kept records as ne moved around the State in those early days. A

Mr. Giersdor. said v.ne individual and personal le;ters back and
forth to the presidents of the United States duriig those years
as Judge Wickersham was a“delegate are mind-boggling. He said
there are about 1400 photographs there* and 10% to 20% of "hem '
are unique in that they probably never .heretofor have bee-
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available to people throughout the Stater and they chronicle some
of. the very earliest-beginnings of various parts of+ Alaska -

M~ Giersdorf said;he beleives the substantive approach of the T*
Task Force Report and~the professional nature of ~it*/'coul dT "= -~
support very;,well~the:decisioh before the Leglslature Hejsald
Alaska as one of therhewest states: is very close: to'.its hlstory—
He said they' don*t"hav;e- roots that date back -thatlfar and it A A
takes a v.ery; senS|t|ve ‘and special focus' for® the ist'ate Government
and:Leqis3at”re'to~decide to preserve and'protect.those articles™
and propertles tha—may otherwi se go into~ obiiviori.Vforever Me'ttei”
commented-they-.have®seeh.that happen with the Pullman Collection?
and that- was a,tragic;'! oss to the S t a t e !

° nr waavwsrr—
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MrV-; Glersdorf said he thinks there were some espeC|aIIy important
marks and. inprint'sjl.effby Judge”"Wickersham'. He said he was a ¢
special person present at a very’important; moment i n® Al aska's
history because he:had™a penchant for recording all the

signifleant.'events Of=rthe days— He said these are the earllest—
trail markers of Alaska’s steps and milestones moving from the'-
district and territorial days into statehood. -

Mr. Giersdorf said they feel it is an opportunity? knowing that
1984 is the silver anniversary of statehood; it is also a
centennial of sorts— in 1884 the first government form in
Alaska was established. He suggested nothing could be more
fitting to commemorate 100 years of government in Alaska.

Regarding the proposed price? Mr. Giersdorf said if is a modest
and conservative appraisal. He said they have private appraisals
that are much higher? but their objective here is to place the
collection? not jusfas a sale? but as a commitment that the
steps to the re'toration ana preservation? and to maintaining the
collection over the years? be achieved. He thought that placing
the collection in the Division of State Parks was a proper and
appropriate placement for the State. He commented in the State
Parks budget they only have about £1 million for capital
improvements throughout the state; therefore? this would have to
be above and beyond the other needs that State Parks has.

Mr. Giersdorf said the critical item now is time — .the time to
move for the value of the collection and while they have the
resources and the time.of Ruth Allman. He commended the
Legislature for considering this matter and urged their positive
further deliberations.

VE MR.. HILTON WOLFE? DIVISION OF PARKS? 'DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL i

RESOURCES was invited to testify at this time. Mr. Wolfe said
essentially he would like to officially put forth the
Department's strong support of the concept of public ownership
and management of this wunique historic resource. He said he was
a participant of the Task Force Report and would be happy to
provide any additional information relative to that. He said he
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was amazed at how much material is actually there. He said
although the cataloging in the report is extensive?, it is far -
from being complete. He said there is a wealth?, a treasury of -
historic .significance up there on the hill. - -

Chairman Adams..said he understands the Department supports the ¢
conceptVv. He pointed out that in the Bill Anal.ysis it states they
"cannot"urge passage of. this .speciaV appropriation unti 1 we have
completed a vigorous analysis of the impact”? and he asked if *[T>7

I that was’ correctV";_Hr.:—Wé)I-fe said -yes.. He said the Governor:s.
is

v

allocation for Parks .5 million.” He said if. this~; fv-:
appropriation is-to be a;substitution within that amount? they
haven’t been able to conclude yet that that would be where their
priority is. He said if;the appropriation were in addition to
the current funding for'Parks? there would be complete support
for .the.pas,a9%e ~ 7 .

"Representative Zharoff said the only concern he has with the

State getting its clutches on something like this? is the public

wi7l never see it. He said he is afraid that when the State gets
into the collection and catalogs everything? they will begin to
* hide things in nooks and crannies and it will defeat their

ourpose here. wr

NMRepresentative Ward said the Task Force report does say they will

go through and hide some things from the public. Also? he asked
where the Department would put all the artifacts while the House
is being totally redone. Mr. Wolfe said there is the capacity to
house the artifacts at the State Museum during that period of
renovation. He said it is the intent? with very few exceptions?
to keep all the documents in the House. He said there is also
the awareness of the opportunity* since there is such a wealth of
material there? to have some of the materials avail able on a
rotating basis for outof town distribution to other state
locations? schools? etc.? so the collection could become
available to Alaskans. He said there is sucha wealth of
material there that it would be impossible to display all of the
material in the house. He stated there areonly a few items
which because of their fragility and so on?need to be maintained
in a controlled environment. There was brief discussion.

Representative Duncan MOVED TO ACCEPT THEFOLLOWING AMENDMENT:
Delete present section (2).
Add a new section (2) to read:

* Sec. 2. The appropriationsunder this act are for
capital projects and are subject to AS 37.25.010.

There BEING NO OBJECTION? the amendment WAS ADOPTED.
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Representative Duncan MOVED AND ASKED UNANIMOUS CONSENT that a
Finance CS for HB 151 be prepared incorporating the amendment?
and that the CSHB 151 (Fin) be reported out- There BEING NO
OBJECTION? it was SO ORDERED. - ' -

CSHB 151 {Finance) 'was reported out with a "do pass"”
recommendation. The; following members signed the Committee
report with a "do 'pass" recommendation: Pestinger? Bettisworth?
Flood? Ward? Hurlbert? Zhar.off?..Duncan? Grussendor f#Lindauer and

hb 108 ' 'L A
The next byjll *Io‘upve‘:gonsidered‘f'was HB. 108.;, . ot e
/- r:: L .
HB 108 — "An Act relating to the inclusion in the state'-""

exempt service of licensed physicians employed by the
division of mental health and developmental disabilities;
Department of Health and Social Services." Wi’

Chairman Adams explained HB 108 seeks to include psychiatrists
employed by the Division of Mental Health and Developmental
Disabilities? Department of Health and Social Services? in the
exemption class of state employees. He said that due to a
drafting error last session? all physicians employed by the
Department were placed in exempt services. He said this bill
would correct that error and it has the support of the Department
and the Alaska Public Employees Association.

TERRY CRAMER? ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT? BLUE RIBBON COMMISSION ON
THE STATE PERSONNEL ACT? testified there was a drafting error
last session and physicians who were at that time included in the
classified service were moved to the exempt service. She
explained this created an awkward situation for the Department of
Health and Social Services because there were regional health
officers in the Department — one a licensed veterinarian and
another a medical doctor? and the veterinarian remained in the
classified service and the physician was moved into exempt
services; yet they were doing identical jobs-

Ms. Cramer explained the physicians in the Department are
psychiatrists and in order to attract and retain qualified staff?
they found it is necessary to provide salaries beyond the normal
salary schedule. She said the Department is able to attract end
retain physicians within the scope of the normal salary schedule
and therefore doesn't have any problem with those employees being
part of classified services.

Ms. Cramer said the Commission recommends the lav be changed to
go back to the old system? to put all physicians in tne
classified service except for those who are employed by the
Division of Mental Health and Developmental Disabilities.

-286- 2/25/83



BETTYE FAHRENKAMP. Chairman POUCH V
ROBERT H. ZIEGLER. SR.. Vice Chairman STATE CAPITAL
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MEMBERS PRESENT
Senator Fahrenkamp, Chair Senator V. Fischer
Senator Ziegler, Vice Chair Senator Mulcahy
Senator Eliason Senator Sturgulewski

Senator P.

I11JR 38

SJR 12

SB 222

SB 181

SB 233

Fischer

CALENDAR

Relating to marketing and transporting Alaska®s natural
gas

Opposing the extension of the provisions of the Export
Administration Act of .1979 that effectively bans tiie
export of Alaska North Slope Oil.

An Act making a special appropriation to the Department
of Natural Resources, division of parks, for acquisi—
tion and development of the House of Wickersham 1in
Juneau; and providing for an effective date.

An Actrelating to the organization of the Department
of Natural Resources, substituting references in the
Alaska Statutes to the department and the commissioner
for references to the division of lands and the direc—
tor of the division of lands.

An Act making supplemental appropriation to the Depart—
ment of Natural Resources for land deficiency entitle—
ments; and providing for an effective date.

An Act enacting the Northwest Interstate
Low-level Radioactive Waste Management;
for an effective date.

Compact on
and providing



SB 168 An Act relating to the Alaska Power Authority; and
providing for an effective date.

HJR 38

Representative Cowderv, sponsor of the measure, felt the measure
was needed to back the Reagan administration"s efforts to estab—
lish a free market.

Harold Moles, Vice President for-Alaskan Operations, Northwest
Alaskan Pipeline Companv, felt the resolution should not be
passed at the risk of delaving or harming the gas pipeline
project.

Jerry McCutcheon supported passing the resolution, but felt it
was not in Alaska®"s best interest.

Senator V. Fischer asked if the Administration had a position on
the resolution. Senator Fahrenkamp said they had been invited to
speak, but had expressed no interest.

Senator Fahrenkamp felt that the Budget & Audit Committee hear —
ings scheduled to be held over the weekend might provide useful
information for the committee, and so held the bill over.

SJR 12

Jim Palmer, Joint Oil & Gas Committee Aide, explained that the
resolution calls for our Congressional delegation to do every-—
thing possible to remove the ban on export of Alaskan oil when
the Export Administration Act is considered later this year.

Senator Sturgulev/ski moved to report out SJR 12 with individual
recommendat ons. Motion passed without objection.

CSHB 151

Representative Mike Miller of Juneau, co-sponsor of the legisla-
tion, explained the necessity to acquire the Wickersham collec—
tion before it is dispersed. There was discussion of exactly how
the appropriation couid be used.

Senator V. Fischer moved to adopt the committee substitute,
including the letter of intent, and to report the bill out with
individual recommendations.. Motion passed without objection.

SB 222



Sharon Barton, special assistant to the Commissioner of the
Department of Natural Resources, explained that the bill is a
"housekeeping"™ measure and endorsed 1its passage.

Senator Sturgulewski moved that the bill be brought before the
committee, and moved Barton®s first recommended amendment.
Motion passed without objection.

Barton continued to offer suggested amendments. Senator
Fahrenkamp asked that the amendments be prepared in writing for
the committee®s consideration, and held the bill over until those
could be received and until the statute revisor®s opinion could
be asked.

SB 181

Rav Mann, Property Management Officer for the Minicipality of
Anchorage, gave a history of the Municipality"s efforts to obtain
its land entitlement.

There was discussion of whether the Municipality would take a $5
million settlement as provided in statutes, or if it would
continue to approach the legislature for additional funds or
land.

Jane Angvik, Municipality of Anchorage Assemble Member, felt it
was not in Anchorage®"s best interest to accept a full cash
settlement at this time if that would preclude any efforts to
seek amendments to the entitlement provisions.

Bill was held over.
SB 233

Stan Hungerford, Air & Solid Waste Management Section, Department
of Environmental Conservation, and T.R. Strong, Head of the
Radiation Control Section for the State of Washington, spoke 1in
support of SB 233 and explained how it would be beneficial to
Alaska to become a member of the Northwest Inter -.tate Compact.

Senator Mulcahv moved to report out the bill with individual
recommendations. The motion passed without objection.

SB 168

Sterling Gallagher, Vice President of John Naveen & Co.r sup-—
ported SB* 168, and the first three proposed amendments.

Commissioner Dick Lvon, Department of Commerce & Economic Devel —
opment, supported the bill and the amendments and urged early
passage of the measure.



There was discussion of the fourth amendment offered by Senator
V. Fischer, who said he preferred not to move his amendment.

Dave Hutchens, Alaska Rural Electrical Cooperative Association,
supported the bill and the three amendments.

Senator Mulcahv moved the amendments. Senator V. Fischer asked
that the question be divided. On the question, each amendment
passed without objection.

Senator Mulcahv moved that the Resources committee substitute for
SB 168, 1including the three amendments, be reported out with
individual recommendations. The motion passed without objection.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:45 p.m.
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April 11, 1983

DRAFT LETTER OF INTENT
CS FOR HB 151

HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM

The legislature finds it is in the best interest of the State to acquire
the Wickersham collection.

The intent of the legislature in enacting this bill is to enable the
acquisition of the Wickersham collection by the State for posterity and

ifor disj;lay in a facility opened to all citizens. It is further the
intent of the legislature that the operating entity for the facility be
capable of preserving, cataloging, identifying, documenting, protecting
and displaying the collection in such a manner as to assure the broadest
possible access by the public.

amount authorized is intended as a statement of maximum expenditure.
It is intended that the administration will negotiate with the sellers
to acquire the Wickerstiam collection for posterity to be available in a
public facility. |If it is necessary and in the best interest of the
State to acquire the House of Wickersham, negotiation for such acquisi—
tion is authorized.

It is the intent of the legislature that negotiations and acquisitions
shall be completed by January 15, 1984, and a full report will be made
to the second session of the 13th Legislature by February 1, 1984.



April 8, 1983

DRAFT LETTER OF INTEOT
CS FOi! HB 151

HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM

The legislature finds it is in the best interest of the State to acquire
the Wickersham collection.

The intent of the legislature in enacting this bill is to enable the
acquisition of the Wickersham collection by the State for posterity and
for display in a publife facility opened to all citizens. It is further
the intent of the legislature that the operating for the jrdiftui
facility be capable of preserving, cataloging, identifying, documenting,
protecting and displaying the collection in such a manner as to assure
the broadest possible access by the public. M, 4~>  Fyff

The amount authorized is intended as a statement of maximum expenditure.
It is intended that the administration will negotiate with the sellers
to acquire the Wickersham collection for posterity to be available in a
public facility. |If it is necessary and in the test interest of the
State to acquire the House of Wickersliam, negotiation for such acquisi—

tion is authorized. T(**\VI’OXY 1‘5@/\)@'{

It is the intent of thejlegislature that negotiations and acquisitions
shall be completed byyfffecomtoo); 31 j I19Ffr», and a full report will be made
to the second session of the 13th Legislature by February 1, 1984.



April 8, 1983

DRAFT LETTER OF INTENT
CS FOR HB 151
HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM

The legislature finds it is in the best interests of the State to
acquire the Wickersham collection.

The intent of the Legislature in enacting this bill is to enable the
acquisition of the Wickersham Collection by the State for posterity
and for display in a public facility opened to all citizens. It is

further the intent of the legislature that the operating agency for
the public facility be capable of preserving, cataloging, identifying,
documenting, protecting and displaying the collection in such a
manner as to assure the broadest possible access by the public.

The amount authorized is intended as a statement of maximum

expenditure. It is intended that the Administration will negotiate
with the sellers to acquire the Wickersham collection for posterity to
be available in a public facility. If it is necessary and in the best

interest of the state to acquire the House of Wickersham, negotiation
for such acquisition is authorized.

Negotiations and acquisitions shall, if-agreements are reached, be
completed by December 31, 1983, and a full report will be made to
the second session of the 13th Legislature by February |, 1984.

/1/7°, *hstMihs



DRAFT LETTER OF INTENT

CS FOR HB 151

HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM

The Legislature finds it is in the best interests of the State to

acquire the Wickersham collection.

The 1intent of the Legislature in enacting this bill is to enable
the acquisition of the Wickersham Collection by the State and the
acquisition and operation of the Wickersham House by an
appropriate agency. The amount authorized 1is 1intended as a

statement of maximum expenditure.

It is intended that the Administration will negotiate with the
sellers to acquire the Wickersham collection for posterity. If
it is necessary to acquire the House of Wickersham negotiation

for such acquisition is authorized.

Negotiations and acquisition if agreements are reached shall be
completed by December 31, 1983, and a full report will be made to

the second session of the 13th Legislature by February 1, 1984.

4/07/83



OFFICE IOF THE GOVERNOR POUCH AM

JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811
PHONE: (9071 465-3568

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET

April 7, 1983

The Honorable Bettye Fahrenkamp
Alaska State Legislature

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Fahrenkamp:

The enclosed supercedes yesterday's draft letter of intent
concerning CS fcr HB 151, the special appropriation for
acquisition of th's House of Wickersham. This draft letter of
intent has been discussed and agreed to by Mr. Robert Giersdorf
and Rep. Mike Miller of Juneau. We would ask if you would
consider including it in the record as a letter of intent from
the S</cAte Resources Committee concerning this matter. If you
have ally questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Enclosure

cc w/encl: The Honorable Vic Fischer
The Honorable Mike Miller (Juneau)
The Honorable Esther Wunnicke
The Honorable loe Hayes

01 A33LH



CS FOR HB 151

HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM

The Legislature finds it is in the best interests of the State to

acquire the Wickersham collection.

The intent of the Legislature in enacting this bill is to enable
the acquisition of the Wickersham Collection by the State and the
acquisition and operation of the Wickersham House by an
appropriate agency. The amount authorized is intended as a

statement of maximum expenditure.

It is intended that the Administration will negotiate with the
sellers to acquire the Wickersham collection for posterity. | f
it is necessary to acquire the House of Wickersham negotiation*;,

for such acquisition is authorized.

negotiations shall be completed by December 31, 1983, and a full
report will be made to the second session of the 13th Legislature

by February 1, 1984.
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Senate

Committee on Resources

TO: Pcto McDowell, Director
Orifice of Management and Budget

FROM: Bettye Fahrenkamp, Chairman
Sar.fiCe Resources Committee

HE : HB 151, House of Wickershanm

DME . April 13, 1533

cSourcea Cornmit

Letter of Intent for HB 151. This rei1 ed l!ector cONto
language inadvertently deleted loom ti previous dr3ft.

Flense contact me if you have es tionH Or cone



Alaska gbtate Hegtsflature

Y
BETTYE FAHRENKAMP, Chairman pouch Vv
ROBERT H. ZIEGLER, SR., Vice Chairman {&- STATE CAPITAL
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PAUL FISCHER . (907) 465-3834
VIC FISCHER ’ ie - FI} (907) 465-3835
BOB MULCAHY

ARLISS STURGULEWSKI

Senate
Committee on Hcsoutces

April 11, 1983

Peter McDowell Director
Office; of Management and Budoat
Pouch AM

Juneau, Alaska 99BIT

Dear Peter:

pie'too "ind ntfached n Resources Committee letter of intent, on
HB 151, the r.pocinl npornoriafion for accuisition of the House
of dir’ *'rnh'tm.

This lc-jttrr is a revised product of discussions with you tnd

tht- bil 1*f> 1Cc ir: or on the fenate side. It clarifies the
issues present: in ear 15-r drafts while drill including al1l
th e ranior no inf"
The Senate Resources Committee will considoi* this letter O
intent when Hn 151 | again before the committee,
contact ru f vou have questions ' ooncc'-n? .
Sironre 1v,
} /.
Lyl
(/ >/.l Y
P-onamor Boffyo Pahrarkroo
Chsirnan

Enel: D:1for of intent.
cot Senator Vic Fjischc
Represenl shi (l' Mike Miller
Esther Wu* :n-;0, Commissioner

Represent--,ti 0 Joe Haves



April 13, 1983
SENATE RESOURCES COMMITTEE

DRAFT LETTER OF INTENT
CS FOR HB 151

HOUSE OF WICKERSHAM

The legislature finds it is in the best interest of the
Stat to acquire the Wickersham collection.

The intent of the legislature in enacting this bill 1is

to enable the acquisition of the Wickersham Collection

by the State and the acquisition of the Wickersham House.
It is further the intent of the legislature that the
Wickersham collection be displayed in a facility opened
to all citizens, and that the operating entity for the
facility be capable of preserving, cataloging,
identifying, documenting, protecting and displaying

the collection in such a manner as to assure the

broadest possible access by the public.

The amount authorized 1is intended as a statement of

maximum expenditure. It is intended that the administration
will "negotiate with the sellers to acquire the Wickershanm
collection for posterity to be available 1in a public
facility. If it is necessary and in the best 1interest

of the State to acquire the House of Wickersham, negotiation
for such acquisition 1is authorized.

It is the intent of the legislature that negotiations and
acquisitions shall be completed by January 15, 1984, and
a full report will be made to the second session of the
13th Legislature by February 1, 1984.



Plannm? I>_>unde_rwa¥ forextem|v*
rehabilifation anil retturatinn of the
Governor'# Manilon, which will be
executed Intwo pluses bter this year.

Phase | rehabilitation will include
overhaul of heatln([;,_vemllatlng,
Flumbmg_and electrical systems, and
ong-awaited Installation’offire detection
and suppression systems and intrusion
alarms. Thiswork will greatly extend the
useful life of this 1912 building, and will
provide much-needed protection against
catastrophic loss.

Phase Il restoration will involve work on
interior finish surfaces—floors, walls and
ceilings—Impacted in previous non-
historical remodelings or cutinto bY the
major work of Phasé I. Phase I1 will also
include restoration through selection of
historically appropriate surface finishes,
colors, and movable furnishings.

The general restora_tlon_phllomﬁ)hy being
followed in the project is that all "public”
or "guest" spaces accessible to visitors will
be restored and furnished with attention
to historical accuracy. Private living
spaces and serving spaces, not visltor-

tfertslble. will he rehabilitated to present-
d.»y niamlard* of comfort and function as
the'desirable objective.

Phase | work is being administered by the
Division of Genera] Design and Construe*
tion. Southeast Region, DOT/PF, with
detailed planning by the consultrnt team
of Vernon Akins and A, lodates.
Mechanical Engineers; Ben Haight,
Electrical Engineer, and Unn A."Forrest
Architects, A.LA.

Phase Lplanning and general project
coordination are being administered
through the Governor's Office by Phyllice
Bradner, with Unn A. Forrest Architécts
responsible for architectural planning.

Because the Governor's Mansion is listed
in the National Regzlster of Historic
Places, work inbo hJ)hases is being coor-
dinated and reviewed for conformance to
the Secretary ofthe Interiors Standards
for Historic Preservation Projects.
Historical Architect Robert A. Mitchell,
AlA, isrepresenting OHA on the plan-
ning committee an %rowdlnglmerpreta-
tion of the Secretary’s Standards.

HERITAGE

éll_ASKA DIVISION OF I’ARKS

flcc of History and Archaeol
619 Warehouse Avénue, Anchorage 99

N (264-2137)

Vit ¢

the restoration of the structure and for
Its maintenance and ux> as a tourist
attraction In Juneau. Thrsc plans are In
(he beglnnlng stages, and Heritage
readers will be kept informed as'they
develop.

By owning and maintaining this historic
structure, the state will be able to
provide residents and visitors to south-
eastern Alaska the chance to view the
home of one of our early political
leaders.

Reviews (continued)

The review process in the Department of
Natural Resources will change In the,
near future. The maglorny of our review
material had come through the office of
the DNR review coordinator, who
gathered the comments of all the Divi-
sions within DNR. That position was
abolished along with the demise of the
Division of Research and Development.
It remains to be seen if the Department
will reinstate that function in another
office, or if it will institute a new system
of reviews. We will keep Heritage
readers up-to-date with these and any
other changes.

o'e N

Senator Bettyo Fahrenkamp

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Alaska Division of Parks

House of Wickersham

Hiritagc readers will be pleased lo leam

Ihal fund, were appropriated during the
recent legislative session for the purchase

of the House of Wickeisham in Juneau
and all its furnishing,.

The Mouse of Wiikcisliam w jt cop:
structed In 1699 by Frank Hammond,1
owner of the Sheep Creek Mining
Company, and li built on the original

lacer claims that extend to Gold Creek.

uring this period it was one of the
largest and most conspicuous house* In
Juneau. After his mining company
failed, Hammond leased and theni sold
the house lo John p. Malony. Malony
sold the house In 1912 lo thie Alaska
Caslineau Mining Company. Uarllclt
Thane, Hmile Gasionguay and olher
company officials resided In the house
until' Il was purchased by Judge James
Wickersham. Wlckeriham hod laken up
residence In Juneau in 1916 and
purchased this home In 1926.

As we 80 lo press, word has been
received that Governor Sheffield has
approved $650,000 ol the $1.1
million legislative appr0ﬁr|at|on.
This mony will cover the purchase
of this structure (Including Its
historical artifacts and books), and
growde $150,000 of the estimated
J50,000 necessary (or restoration
and access for the handicapped. No
funds for planning, interpretation or
staffing were approved.

House o/ Wlickinham, lumau

Wickersham made several alterations lo
the structure, Including adding a
basement and adding book shelves
throughout the first floor rooms. Some
modernization of the heating, lighting
and plumbing systems have been carried
out over the years, but the building
remains virtually unaltered.

Wickersham lived In the house from
1926 to 1930, served a two-year term as
Delegate to Con?ress, and then relumed
lo his residence Tn Juneau, where he
lived until his death In 1939.

The huuse It currently owned by Robert
Giersdorf and Is maintained and oper-
ated by Rulh Allman, niece of Judge

Wickersliam. In recognition of It* 5|%nifi-

cance, the structure was placed on the

No. 11 August 1983

National Register of Hlitedc Placet In
1976.

In addition to acquiring ihe structure,
the slate will also acqul.e the contents of
the house, which Include* fumishing*,
artifact* and manuscrl]pts relating t0
W ickenham's career. The Alaska Divi-
sion of Parks, In conjundlon with other
state agencies itrh at Ihe Slate Museum
and Ihe Stale Ub »ry, has begun discus-
sions concerning tie proper curatorial
control and pre-ervatlon ol these ltems.

An architectural study has been com-
pleted on the structure by Historical
Architect Dob Mitchell. The Division of
Parks has begun formulating plans lor

(continued "age 4)
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Offered: 4/29/83

Referred: Rules
Original sponsor: Shultz
IN THE HOUSE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 156 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act establishing the Alaska grain reserve program

and the Alrska grain reserve loan fund; and providing
for an effective date."”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 03 is amended by adding a new chapter to read:
CHAPTER 12. ALASKA GRAIN RESERVE PROGRAM.

Nec. 03.12.010.ALASKA GRAIN RESERVE PROGRAM ESTABLISHED. The
Alaska grain reserve program is established in the Department of
Natural Resources for the purpose of assisting state grain producers
to develop markets for their products by making loans secured by grain
reserves.

Sec. 03.12.020. DUTIES OF THE DEPARTMENT. In carrying out the
purposes of this chapter the department shall

(1) make loans to state grain producers under the con-
ditions set out in this chapter;

(2) administer and inspect stored grain held as collateral
for loans made under this chapter; and

(3) administer the Alaska grain reserve loan fund
(AS 03.12.040).

Sec. 03.12.030. CONDITIONS ON LOANS. (a) The department may
make a loan to a state grain producer secured by grain grown by that
producer in 1983 or 1984. Grain that is used as collateral for a loan
made under this chapter must be graded number four or better.

(b) The amount of a loan made under this chapter 1is determined
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by multiplying 90 percent of the United States Department of Agricul-
ture target price per ton for the type and grade of gr*“h offered as
collateral by the total tonnage of the collateral.

(c) The interest rate on a loan made under this chapter is equal
to the interest rate on a loan made under AS 03.10.030(a).

(d) Grain that is held as collateral for a loan made under this
chapter shall be stored in a storage facility approved by the depart-
inent. The borrower may provide storage for the grain if the depart-
ment determines that the storage provided by the borrower will ade-
quately protect the department®"s interest in the grain. The depart-
ment may inspect a storage facility provided by a borrower at any time
and shall adopt regulations setting standards for storage facilities.
Storage costs shall be paid to the borrower by the department during
the term of the loar at the United States Department of Agriculture
grain reserve loan storage rate.

(e) A borrower may not remove, sell, or otherwise dispose of
grain held as collateral for a loan under this chapter without the
consent of the department. All proceeds from the sale of collateral,
up to an amoun equal to the value originally assigned to that «col-
lateral under (b) of chis section, plus accrued interest on the por-
tion of the loan secured by that collateral, shall be applied to the
outstanding balance of the loan.

(f) A loan made under this chapter shall be for a term that may
not exceed three years. The borrower shall make annual payments of
accrued interest during the term of the loan.

(g) In this section references to grain grading standards,
target prices, volume or weight calculations and inspection standards,
indicate standards, prices, or calculations that are in accordance

with applicable United States Department of Agriculture standards.

CSHB 156 (Fin) -2-
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| (h) A loan may not be made under this chapter to a producer that
I is eligible to participate in federal grain reserve loan programs.

Sec. 03.12.040. ALASKA GKAIN RESERVE LOAN FUND. The Alaska
grain reserve lean fund is established in the department for the
purpose of finan -ing loans made under this chapter. The fund consists
of appropriations made to it by the legislature.

Sec. 03.12.050. ADMINISTRATION OF FUND. The commissioner shall
administer the fund in conjunction with the agricultural 1loan fund
board established under AS 03.10.050. A loan in excess of $25,000 may
not be made by v".a commissioner without the approval of the board.

Sec. 03.12.060. REGULATIONS. The department shall adopt regula-
tions to carry out the purposes of this chapter.

Sec. 03.12.070. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. In carrying out
the provisions of this chapter the department 1is subject to the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act (AS 44.62).

Sec. 03.12.200. DEFINITIONS. In this chapter

(1) "commissioner"™ means the commissioner of natural re-
sources;
(2) "department" means the Department of Natural Resources;
(3) "fund" means the Alaska grain reserve loan fund; and
(4) "grain" means barley, wheat or oats.
* Sec. 2. AS 44.62.330(a" 1is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:
(52) Department of Natural Resources concerning the Alaska

grain reserve program (AS 03.12).

* Sec. 3. The Alaska grain reserve program and the Alaska grain reserve
loan fund established in sec. 1 of this Act terminate January 1, 1988. All
money and other assets of the Alaska grain reserve program and all money
and other assets in the Alaska grain reserve loan fund, as of January 1,

1988, shall be transferred to the general fund on that date. The

-3- CSHB 156(Fin)



Department of Natural Resources shall collect loan payments on grain re-
serve loans that are outstanding on January 1, 1988 and shall transfer
those payments into the general fund.

*Sec. 4. AS 03.12 is repealed.

*Sec. 5. Section 4 of this Act takes effect January 1, 1988.

*Sec. 6. Sections 1 - 3 of this Act takes effect immediately 1in accor-

dance with AS 01.10.070(c).

CSHB 156 (Fin)
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CSHB 156 (Fin)

ESTABLISHING THE ALASKA GRAIN RESERVE PROGRAM AND THE ALASKA
GRAIN RESERVE LOAN FUND.

SPONSOR:  SHULTZ, LACHER

Identical to CSSB 169 (Res) with the addition of 03.12.010(h):

Loans may not be made under this chapter to a producer
that 1is eligible to participate in federal grain reserve
loan programs.

(Participation in federal programs requires a 3-year history.
Problem may arise, as federal program 1is a disincentive to
growing grain, and the State program is an 1incentive.)



Answers to Questions on Senate Bill 169 - Based on current market
information supplied to Senator Moss®" office on May 22, 1983.

(1) What is the possible effect of the State"s discretionary powers over
the reserve grain? Can they refuse to release the grain to small-scale
consumers in order to accumulate enough for export or for sale to a
large-scale consumer?

As the bill is presently worded, the Department of Natural Resources does
have that discretion. An amendment could be introduced to address this
potential problem by giving local livestock producers first option on the
sale of any state-owned reserve grain.

(2) Why are we trying to produce and store grain when the Federal
Government 1is paying farmers in the Lower 48 not to produce grain?

() |If we are tc have a viable red meat industry in this state, we must
either raise or import our feed grain. The economics are as follows:

Feed grains ,"mported from outside the state come either in bulk on
railroad cars or bagged in 100// sacks. Current bulk barley price at
the Port of Seattle is $120/ton and bulk shipping costs are
approximately $60/ton. The total cost to land bulk barley is $180/ton.
Bagged barley costs approximately $10/ton more than bulk barley, and
the freight rate is approximately $120/ton. Total cost to land bagged
barley is approximately $250/ton.

The cost of producing barley in Alaska is appr>ximatelv $110/ton.

This price includes a return to the producer. Thus, there is a $70 to
$140/ton saving to the Alaskan livestock producer using Alaskan
barley. Transportation costs from Delta range for $2 to $15/ton

depending upon distance and volume shipped. It should be noted here
that most livestock producers are not willing to raise stock without
the assurance of a reserve of cheaper Alaska barley on hand. If the

industry experienced unprecedented growth in livestock numbers, or a
crop failure, the livestock producers could fall back on the reserve
rather than import more expensive grain from Seattle.

(b) Alaskan livestock producers cannot compete with Lower 48 livestock
producers if the cost of feed barley is above $1]0-$L25/ton, and as
was shown above, barley cannot be imported and landed for less than
$180/ton, but e*an be raised in-state for the $110 figure plus freight.

(c) Also, barley is not one of the grains included in the Federal feed
grain reduction program. According to information supplied by
Mr. Roy Kozart, Director of the Federal Reserve Program, during a
teleconference on May 24, 1983, increased Alaskan feed grain
production will not adversely affect the federal programs.

Basically, the argument is irrelevant because Alaskan grain producers are
not being paid to not produce barley, and there is a need and a market for
the cheaper Alaskan barley.



Questions on SB 169 Page 2

(3) Are the producers going to make money by letting tin; state have the
grain at the end of three years because the interest payments are less than
the storage payments?

Probably not. The grain producer will most likely sell his stored crop
within the first year. The figures look like this: If the producer gets
90% of the target price ($107), he will get $96. He will then get
$11.07/ton/vear for storage from the state. He also has to make an annual
interest payment of $7.70/ton/year. At the end of the first year, the most
that the producer will get from his loan and storage payments after the
annual interest payment is $99.37, and at the end of the third year
$106.11. This iS less than the grain producer could get from the livestock
producers ($110-$125/ton), and is also less than the export price of
$120/ton.

(4) What would be the effect on the market if the state were to release
all reserve grain at the end of three years?

The market price would of course be forced downward, benefiting the
livestock producer and the consumer, but it should be noted that the state
would not get less for the grain than what the livestock producers would
pay for it on the open market.



SB 169 "ESTABLISHING THF ALASKA GRAIN RESERVE PROGRAM AND THE ALASKA
GRAIN RESERVE LO\N FUND.

SPONSOR: MOSS. THERE IS A RESOURCES COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE.
Establishes a grain reserve program in DNR to assist state grain
producers by making loans secured by grain reserves. Alaska

grain producers have no production history so are not eligible for
Federal programs that aid grain producers 1in the Lower 48. SB 169
would give th>. Alaskan producer an 1incentive to produce grain by
guaranteeing compensation. If the grain is no sold, a loan

could be made to the producer against the valu of the grain in
storage. This would help establish a production record which

would make the Alaskan producer eligible for the federal programs.

The Resources Committee substitute 1is supported by DNR. Major change
- The State would pay for storage of the graii to ensure quality
storage facilities and to ensure that storage fees do not become

a disincentive for program operation.

- The grain reserve fund program would be administered in conjunction
with the Agricultural Loan Fund Board to ensure more efficient
administration.

- Limits 1ihe loans for the 1983 and 1984 crop years and would
terminate the program three years later, at the end of 1987 when the
3-yaar loan payment period expires.

A companion bill, which would appropriate $1.65 million for the
grain reserve loan program (SB 170) 1is still in Senate Finance
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friends o fanim als, inc. 11 West 60th Street, New York, N.Y. 10023 < (212)247-8120

TIPS FOR HUNT SABOTEURS

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

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

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

few suggestions chat range in effort, depending upon a person®s abilities and
commitment:

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

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

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

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

4. Certain substances, suoh as rotten eggs, when rubbed into hunting blinds,
make these enclosures even more uncomfortable for the hunters. Uncomfortable hunters

are irritable, and are also poorer shots. Plastering the floor of a hunting blind
with cow dung is smother good idea.

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

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

6. Ifthere is much hunting with dogs iIn your area, try to get hold of a female
dog in heat and leadher, on a leash, through anarea that is heavily hunted. Male

dogs in thehunter®s packwill *get wind" of the female and lose their enthusiasm for
chasing rabbits or deer.



7. Hunters frequently like to ambush their prey by setting out food and then
hiding in blinds. Commonly, bushels of apples are set out a few days before hunting
season to encourage deer to browse iIn this area. When hunting season comes, the hunter
merely comes to the site, climbs into a blind, and waits for the deer to come to him.
To disrupt this, there are two alternatives. First, remove all apple piles immediately
on finding them during the days preceding hunting season. Second, If there are just

too many apples to carry away, give them a good spraying with deer repellent and
spread barber shop hair clippings all over the area.

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

9. If you have a portable tape recorder, get a cassette recording of wolf
howls. Play this iIn the woods a few times in the days before hunting season. It
will make wildlife wary.

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

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

is owned by summer residents, corporations, etc. that are nearly impossible to get
hold of.

12. Approach your Congressperson and Senators with demands that hunting and
trapping be prohibited on national wildlife refuges and all public land.

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

14. We will be trying to put together a bet? er activist®s guide for next hunting
season, so If you have any ideas or procedures you"ve found effective, pleaselet us

know. Mail them in to Bill Clark, Friends of Animals, 11 West 60th Street, New York,
NY 10023.

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



Ve > -l\M}@{
rTon - ] m

STATE OF ALASKA “r? S
FISCAL NOTE 1Revision Date 1583
REQUEST I, FISCAL DETAIL
Bili/Resolution No.: CS HB 163 (RpO Agency Affected: Public Safety
Tille:"Harassment of Persons Engaged in .. Program Category Affectea: F&WP__
Sponsor: House Resources BRU, Program of Subprogram”; Affects?:
Requestor: House Resources Fish & Wildlife Protection .

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

FY 83 FY 84 1 FY 85 FY 36 1 FY 37 FY 88 1

I

OPERATING 1
100 PERSONAL SERVICES 1
200 TRAVEL 1
300 CONTRACTUAL 1
1

1

1

I

1

[N
[EEN

400 COMMODITIES

500 EQUIPMENT

600 LAND & STRUCTURES
700 GRANTS, CLAIMS, ETC

- — o =
I

i
1
|
1
1
1
|
i
1
1

i e N L
P PR RPRPRPRPRPRPRPR=-

TOTAL OPERATING AR ! M= ! s
CAPITAL
REVENUE

FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER (Specify Source)

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME ! 1 1
PART-TIME 1
TEMPORARY

Jr

(RTINS
s

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

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

Prepared By: Paul Conaer Phone: 465-4338 1
Division: Administrative Services Date: 3/1//83 |
Approved by Commissioner:”" k Date:

Department: ublic Safety i/

Distribution:
Original to Legislative Finance

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

Copy to Requestor (if different from Sponsor) 3/2/:



Statement by Rep, Dick Shultz on CSHB 163

Although the harassment of hunters and other outdoorsmen
has not been nearly as prevalent in Alaska as 1t has been in
other states, notably in Arizona, New Jersey and others on the
Eastern seaboard, |1 think we can expect it to increase here,

The fact that we haven"t experienced much of the problem
Is due, | think, more to the remoteness of hunting areas of
Alaska, and the high cost of coming to Alaska, than to any lack
of desire on the part of anti-hunters to obstruct the taking of
Alaskan wildlife,

However, 1t 1is that very remoteness and high cost, I believe,
which gives additional 1impetus to this bill. Confrontations
between hunters and anti-hunters would likely take place in
extremely remote areas, where the potential for violence may be
greater, And because the cost of hunting iIn Alaska generally
runs high for many big game hunters, the frustration of having
their hunt intentionally disrupted by anti-hunters would most
Tkely Dbe intensified. - -

As | said before, the incidence of hunter-harassment has been
low to date in Alaska. But | don"t think i1t would be realistic
for us to think the problem will not increase. | think we can
aid should derail the problem while it is still small.

As you can see by the background information we have
provided, harassment of sportsmen 1is, indeed, a concerted
nationwide effort by anti-hunting organizations. | believe it
IS In the best interest of the people of Alaska to meet that
challenge with the appropriate protections contained In

CSHB 163, before a confrontation becomes a tragedy.



Statement on HB 163 Page 2

Finally, 1 would like the members to bear in mind that
the bill does not address only hunting, but fishing, camping,
and trapping as well.

As the fishing pressure increases in some areas of the
state, confrontations are likely to take place between the
different user groups, and even between different gear groups,
and some protections need to be in the law.

I think the Bristol Bay salmon negotiations over the
past several years are a good case for application of this
law, Some fishermen want to strike, while some would rather
fish. This anti-harassment bill would give the guy who wants
to fish some recourse if his nets were cut, or he was obstructed
in some other way from pursuing his livelihood,

Trappers and their traplines are also coming under
Increased pressure as the state develops, This specific issue
IS the subject of another measur%*qn_IQQay's calendar, HCR 27.
Trappers should have some recoursé“if their traplines are
disturbed,

I would ask that the members vote vyes.



ERSVS HUNTERS:

Greenpeace fanatics are harassing hunters in the field. It's a vicious
and very dangerous movement, and you could be the next victim. Here's
what to expect plus some very good advice on what not to do about it.

By Richard Starnes, Editor-at-Large

iEraawaiHa«iMriiHiihwuiii™

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

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

"1t’s only a question of time before
some hothead loses his composure and
someone gets hurt,” said one hunter
who was victimized by the anti-hunt-
ers.

Arrayed against each other in the
conflict are the hunters, outfitters, and
game-managemcnt officials of British

Columbia, and a dedicated, well-
financed, implacable organization of
anti-hunters who call themselves

Greenpeace.
Greenpeace is ro collection of
saloon conspirators content to crank

JU.V T8 OUTDOOR ILF

out mimeographed anti-hunting dia-
tribes and picket sporting-goods stores.
It is slick, professional, worldwide,
and growing rapidly. Its Vancouver
chapter alone budgets nearly 5500,000
a year for anti-hunting activities. Its
tools are S1,000-a-day helicopters, ex-
pensive sound cameras, and self-con-
fessed expertise at manipulating the
press and television. Its tactics are
harassment, confrontation, and at-
tempts physically to restrain hunters.
Its leader, Dr. Patrick Moore of Van-
couver, made it clear in an interview
with Outdoor Life that episodes of
harassment and intimidation that took
place in the rich' hunting grounds of
British Columbia in 1979 and 1980
were only the opening salvos in the
conflict.

"W e’ll be back this year," he said.
"They can’t slop us. We intend to stop
trophy hunting, first in British Colum-
bia, ultimately all over the world."

How Greenpeace seeks to frustrate
hunters is perhaps best told in the words
of Richard A. Miclke, a 50-year-old
Pontiac, Michigan, fire fighter who last
year took a 21 -day hunt-of-a-lifctime in
the rugged, 1.6-miliion acre Spaisizi
Wi ilderness Park in British Columbia.
He and his partner, Darryl Hastings,

40, acomputer broker from Rochester,
Michigan, encountered the Greenpeac-
ers oh the first day of the hunt.

"They barged right into our camp,"
Mielke said. "They stuck sound cam-
eras right in our faces. They harangued
and.abused us. One of them screamed
at me, ‘Is there something wrong with
your sex life? Is that why you're up
here killing animais?’ When we tried to
ride out of camp they locked arms
across the trail to stop us. One of them
grabbed the bridle of my horse. That
v/as dangerous. That’s loych country
up there. If the horse had shlecTand fall-
en | could have been badly hurt."

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

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

"They would taunt you in every way
they could,"” Hastings added. "You

t7



couldn’t even go to the john without
one of them sticking a camera in. It's
hard to keep your cool under those
circumstances, yet 1couldn’t give them
the satisfaction of bothering me.”’

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

"1 scrimped and saved and worked
atoddjobs fortwo yearsto get the mon -
ey for that hunt,” Mielke said. "By tht
time 1’d paid air fares, outfitters' fees,
and license and trophy fe >it cost me
around S10.000.”

Hastings put the cost of h?
near S12,500, and noted it’ | be a
long time, if ever, before he could
afford another hunt of that magni-
tude.

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

"W e were after Stone sheep, princi-
pally," Hastings said. "But they kept
alluding to them as ‘bighorns.” | told
one ofthem, ‘You're such aphony; you
don’t even know what species you’re
talking about." "

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

“There were several days when |
didn't hunt because of them ," Hastings
said.

Complaints to provincial wildlife
authorities were to no avail. "Early in
the hunt a park ranger came into our
camp,” Hastings said. "W e asked him
why he wouldn’t protect our right to
carry on a lawful activity. 1’d paid
around S1,000 for licenses and tags,
and these people were trying to deprive
me of my right to hunt. The ranger
replied that there was nothing he could
do. ‘It’s a public patk,’” he told ma.

ant at

‘They can go anywhere they
please.” ”

Later, after the anti-hunter fell
(Greenpeacer Moore says he was

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

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

Illustration by Domenick D'Andrea

GiisaA VA samt +T-irlrW)—

Violence against them
would give Greenpeace
"proof" that all hunters
are thugs and violence-
prone killers.

their policy of noninterference when
the 1981 season opens.)

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

What was possibly an even uglier
incident took place during the 1979
season in Spatsizi. Gary Zechel, an
engineer with the Ford Motor Compa-
ny, who lives in the Detroit area, was
hunting Ranger Creek with his wife Jo-
Carole, who is a hunter, but wasn’t
hunting on this occasion. Accompanied
only by an Indian guide, the Zcchels
were traversing one of the wildest,
most primitive areas in North Ameri-
ca.

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

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

In thefall 01980, the Cary Zechel hunting party camped in the Spatsizi wilderness
in British Columbia and ran into harassment by eight Greenpeace agitators (left).
When Zechel and his wife rode out of their camp for a day of hunting with their
guide, the Greenpeacers locked arms across the trail to block their way and
screamed abuse. Afemale Greenpeacer grabbed Zechel's reins to hold him back.
The guide broke through the human barrier, and the Zechels pulled away and rode
around them. Gary Zechel stated that his greatestfear was that one of the horses
would spook and injure or kill someone. The painting is based on a photograph
supplied by the Greenpeacer organization! At right, Greenpeacers in animal cos-
tumes harass Richard A. Mielke and Darryl Hastings in the Vancouver airport

after their successful hunt.
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WAR IN THE WOODS

tics can be won when Zechel says,
“One of those guys had an ice ax he
kept waving in my face. | felt more fear
than | have felt in a long time.”

Zechel’s wife seems to ha.e been
singled out for particular attention by
die Greenpeacers.

“They ran raving and yelling at
her," he reported. “ It was like a riot.
They came within five or ten feet of
her.”

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

“This drove them into a frenzy,”
Zechel s?.:d. “They acted nearly hys-
terical, obviously looking to cause
some action or incident.” Not surpris-
ingly, ti.e Greenpeace tactics finally
wore dovm Jo-Carole’s emotional re-
serves. “She was terrified and finally
broke down crying and screaming for
them to Ical'e us alone. They refused
and she ran into the tent, sobbing
‘They’re crazy— I'm afraid of them.’
She spent the final days of the hunt in
her tent.”

When the Zechels broke camp and
returned to Smithers, he filed an assault
charge against the Greenpeace anti-

hunters. Although technically the
charge is still pending, it has been
“stayed" and provincial authorities

made it clear they have no plans to
prosecute it. *

Ralph Aldrich, chief conservation
officer of the British Columbia fish and
wildlife agency, undertook to ex-
plained why.

“From an enforcement point of view
we can only follow the law,” he said in
an interview. “There is no law.against

yeliing. It’s just like picketing. Of
course, if they threaten assault and take
some overt action,” that may be
assault.”

Is it illegal to inpede hunters' hors-
es? Aldrich's reply was something less
than definitive. "It depends," he said.
Thereupon he passed the buck to Peter
Ewart, crown counsel (prosecuting at-
torney) for the Spatsizi district. From
Prince George, B.C., Ewart indicated
that, while still open, the charges laid
by Gary Zechel against the Greenpeac-
ers would likely never be prosecuted.

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

(

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

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

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

“One of these,, [Greenpeace] guys
tried to stop one of our pilots from tak-
ing off from an airstrip we maintain in
the park,” hetold Outdoor Life. “He

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

Despite the degree of restraint exer-
cised by Mielke, Hastings and Zechel,
provincial authorities are acutely aware
of the potential for violence. Like the
hunters themselves, provincial officials
see the tactics of Greenpeace as calcu-
lated provocations designed to spark
violent reaction. All agree that would
be counterproductive and, as one putit,
"would give Greenpeace ‘proof that
all hunters are thugs and violence-
prone killers.” Chiefconservation offi-
cer Aldrich pointedly noted that there
will be combined Royal Canadian
Mounted Police and game department
patrols in Spatsizi during the 1981 sea-
son.

Gn.enpeacc's Moore airly dismissed
the piaspect of being prosecuted under
the intimidation statue.

“The attorney general (of British
Columbia) hired a man last summer
especially to research th? question,” he
said. "He concluded liicre was no law
that could stop us. Our activities are as
legal as the hunters’. All we’re doing is
occupying nonconsumplivc space,
competing for resources with the hunt-
ers. They can’t say we’re interfering
with theirrights. Those (game} animals
don’t belong to anyone until they’re
actually taken into possession.”

It is clear that Patrick Moore is the
architect, principal voice, and presid-
ing genius nf Greenpeace. He con-
ceived and created the organization
while a graduate student at the Univer-
sity of British Columbia (he is now a
doctor of ecology) five years ago. His

| title is Canadian director of Greenpeace

{ International,

but plainly his sway'
extends to the worldwide branches of
the organization. He is one of 12 sala-
ried, full-time employees of Canadian
Greenpeace, and he'is paid S1,200 a
month. There arc offices in Vanrnm-or

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

can be done.”

Victoria, Toronto, and Montreal, as
.well as branches in the United Slates,
the United Kingdom, the Netherlands,

France, New Zealand, and Australia. A
Greenpeace “secretariat” in Washing-
ton coordinates the activities of the
international branches, and it has an
annua] budget of 5120,000.

“Qur forte,” Moore said in an inter-
view, "is organizing expeditions into
remote areas in order to confront in a
nonviolent manner acts that we consid-
er environmentally detrimental. Our
funding is entirely private— donations
from individuals »hat arc generally less
than S50. We have no foundation or
government grants. Our methods are
too controversial to attract money from
conservative quarters.”

Greenpeace’s first confrontation
took place when Moore and others
chartered an 85-foot vessel and sailed
to the Aleutian island of Amchitka in an
attempt to halt the testing of nuclear

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

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

“ But we cut our teeth on nuclear
testing,” ‘Moore said. "From it we
learned how to deal « ith the media and
how to understand international poli-
tics. We’re fortunate in having people
who understand the media— that’s how
you communicate with people in the
modem world, knowing what sort of
images appeal to the media.”

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

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

Moore insists that ending all hun'ing
is not his goal. "Hunting can be pan of
a harmon ous relationship with na-
ture,” he said. *Indian bowhunters

, -u.l e 4
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10.-JKX) years. But what we’re saying is
that the relationship between man and
animals has changed dramatically.
These hunters are an extension of the!
Detroit urban-indfstrial
They have no place in Spatsizi. In al

park set aside for protecting these ani-'

mals, we must stop thinking of them as
a natural resource and think of them as
a national treasure.”

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

Moore repeatedly insisted that the
hunters who were assailed by the
Greenpeacers were unthinking trophy
freaks who habitually left the meat of
their animals to spoil after removing
homs, antlers, and capes. All'three
hunters heatedly denied the charge,
noting that they had painstakingly
packed all usable meat back to camp,

either for shipment home or for use by
the outfitter's crew. The outfitters con-

ecosystem.;

firmed this. In fact, British Columbia

law requires that the meat of game ani-
mals be removed and used for food,
and in its exhaustive investigation of
the incidents, the provincial game
department found no violations of the
law by the hunters.

For the record, Moore denies an; of
the Greenpeace activists at Spatsizi
committed assault by grabbing any-
one’sarm. He denies that Mielke’s rifle
was pushed, but he insists that either
Mielke or his companion shoved one of
the Greenpeacers into the icy waters of

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

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

“Qur intention is to be there again
this year. We intend to shut down tro-
phy hunting in Spatsizi to show that it
can bedone. They say we are intefering

with them. We deny that. We're com-
peting, as is our right, and they can’t

stop us."
Perhaps more philosophical than
many hunters would be, Richard

Mielke warns future hunters of Spatsizi

that the Greenpeace anti-hunters “are '

trying to provoke you into taking a
poke at them. And that’s the last thing
anyone should do. It’s exactly what
they want."

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

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

"We are working with the Parks
Branch to see what can be done to pre-
vent situations such as you L
experienced from recurring.’1  Jffi,
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Alice Herrington Raises the Hackles of Sportsmen in HEI War on Hunting
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Alice Herrington

Br K. J.NILSSON
Grit SIifT WriUr
W hether Alice Herrington la right or
wrong, ahe la anything but a bore. Aa
founder and president of Frienda of
Animals (FOA), Herrington arouses
strong feelings among sportsmen and oth-
ers in her crusade against hunting.
Herrington, who lives with eight cats In
Little Silver, N.J., founded FOA in 1057 to
try to reduce the numbers of stray dogs
and cats. And that is still the major
purpose of the organization, she said.
But the group’s chief claim to fame Is
Herrington’ verbal bouts with hunters
and trappers,
"To call this a sport is just pure non-
sense,” she said about hunting. "It’s a real
cruelty. It can’t be justified."

IN HERRINGTON'S view, the only peo-
ple worse than hunters are trappers.

"Deer hunters are not nearly as bad as
trappers," she said. "l can’t imagine how
hunters, who pride themselves on fine
shooting, .plly themselves with trappers,
who practice sadism. Deer hunters are
due o little credit for at least the speed of
their kill."

Despite the fireworks that FOA Ignites
with its "full program of hunting and
trapping disruption,” Herrington wants to
convince the public that there "are two
cruelties."”

|1 ir

Besides the killing of "free animals,
which are called wildlife," she explained,
she’s concerned about man’ treatment of
all domesticated anlmals—lncludlng pets
and livestock.

"It’s an American syndrome to love Kkit-
tensand puppies but then throw outdogs
and cots," she sold, adding that millions of
dogs are killed "In American municipal
dog pounds, but Uiey wero loved as pup-
pies."

In 1070, Herrington organized low-cost
spaying programs for 20.000 animals. By
1000, the number had risen to 60,000.

Last September In Neptune, NJ,, s
opened a low-cost spaying clinic, sjiitAo
be "a modi.: of its kind with nxmff.a.r 00

FOA, including zoos.

"Zoos must be phased out,"
FOA publication.

Herrington’s concern for animals whbj
heightened when she returned to the Un-
ited States in 1054. Working as a War
Department statistician, she had seen rel-
atively few animals running loose In Eu-
rope.

In the United States, she said, "I was
shocked to find stray animals every-
where." ;

HERRINGTON,-a graduate of the Unl-

said an

Anytirslty of Wisconsin In Madison, put her

statiskical talents to work calculating the

Efozlélﬂrjﬂgff i_lﬁé(‘ibé] ﬁl_rld 01115, She ﬁ_&c

animals and two veterinarian®." A Oy\tr*é””bhate was the only Iong range solu-

the nation, her group pays/6r
cost of spaying in coo”iration \ritrf750

participating veterinarians. S

ONE OF the priingXargeta ofHerrington
and the FOA is the food business.

"Cruelty to animals Is ntacticed on a
larger scale by the food Industry than b;
any other single sector offhuman actlv
ty," an FOA publication aiserts.

And Herrington adds: \

"If people want to support an Indus
that Is destroying the land, tKrip they ca
continue to eat these creatures. Bu”ifno
they can eat vegetables." —N
- Other Institutions also arc criticized

Uhis realization led to the founding of
FOA, which worked with volunteers until
1007. Ngw the group has 12 full-time em-
gnaffieafe
Herrington was asked whether she
would advise FOA members to take traps
that were legally set. /
"Yesl Why not? Certainly,"” she said.
But wouldn't the "solution" be steal-
Ing? /
"You could say lhaU fs 8teallng if you
like," she replied, 'itaut the Robin Hood
approach to life-iYsUIl a very nice way to



Background material for HB 163

British Columbia case

In response to several cases of harassment of hunters by
anti-hunting groups in a Provincial Park in northern BC, the
legislature last year passed the following statute:

Section 82 of BC Fish and Wildlife Act

"A person who interferes with or obstructs a person
licensed or permitted to capture wildlife, or to hunt,
fish, guide or trap while that person is lawfully so
engaged, commits an offense.”

Vancouver Acquarium case

Newspaper article from September 18, 1982.

Greenpeace harassed Sealand Pacific employees in their
attempt to capture two killer whales for their acquarium. The
aquarium has an annual attendance of 700,000 people. No action
was taken to stop this hinderance of men doing their jobs because
there was evidently no law to support their complaint. Killer
whales can be better studied scientifically in the controlled
environment of an aquarium, and only two were to be taken.

Virginia Deer Hunt case

Newspaper article from October 17, 1982

Conservationists are harassing Virginia zookeepers from
conducting a two week hunt on their own fenced property. This hunt
was approved by Virginia fish and game officials. The deer have
overforaged the 5000 acre area and would die from starvation if the
hunt was not held. While Greenpeace was committed to take every step
necessary to stop the hunt, including harassment, biologists from the
Humane Society of America claim the Greenpeace logic is reversed and
just plain crazy.
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January 2b, 17?33

Representative Dick Schultz
State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 57?001

Dear Dick:

Cn January 5, 1583 the Tok Cutoff-Nabesna Road Advisory Committee rr.et in
a general meeting to discuss hunting regulations* There v:ere several things
discussed vith two of them pertaining to you.

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

#2 e would like to see legislation written and passed that would eliminate
the $2~ trophy tag for resident grizzlyArcwn bear hunters. VE believe the
State is rich .enough without charging its residents a $25 fee.

Our committee will bo meeting within a few weeks and correspondence from you
would be appreciated. | would like to able to tell the folks something about
these two items.

Gooa luck and if there is anything | or this committee can do to help, please
let nme know.

Sincerely,

Pill 1171is, Chairman

Tok Cuicff-kabcsr.a Rd. Advisory Committre
S. R Err ;.00

C-akoma, Alaska 5725

D7/ r22-3026



The Wildlife Legislative Fund of America

To protecl the Heritage of the American Sportsman to hunt, to fish and to trap.

MODEL STATUTE TO PROHIBIT
HARASSMENT OF HUNTERS, TRAPPERS AND FISHERMEN

Section 1. Definitions
As used in this Act:

A. "Wild animal™ means any wild creature the taking of which is
authorized by the fish and game laws of this state.

B. "Process of taking™, in addition to any act directed at the
taking of a wild animal, includes travel, camping, and other acts
preparatory to taking which occur on lands or waters upon which

the affected person has the right or privilege to take such wild
animal.

Section 2. Harassment prohibited.

A. No person shall interfere with the lawful taking of a wild

animal by another, or the process of taking, with intent to prevent
the taking.

B. No person shall disturb a wild animal, or engage in an acti—
vity or place any object or substance that will tend to disturb or
otherwise affect the behavior of a wild animal, with intent to
prevent or hinder its lawful taking.

C. No person shall disturb another person who 1is engaged in the
lawful taking of a wild animal or who is engaged in the process of
taking, with intent to dissuade or otherwise prevent the taking,
or to prevent such person®s enjoyment of the outdoors.

D. No person shall enter or remain upon public lands, or upon
private lands without permission of the owner or his agent, with
intent to violate this section.

E. The maximum penalty for violation of this section is a fine
of five hundred dollars and thirty days imprisonment, or both.

Section 3. Failure to obey order prohibited.

A. No person shall fail to obey the order of a peace officer to
desist from conduct in violation of Section 2. if the officer

50 West Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215 614/221-2684



observes such conduct, or has reasonable grounds to believe that
the person has engaged in such conduct that day or that the per—
son plans or intends to engage in such conduct that day on a
specific premises.

B. The maximum penalty for violation of this section is a fine
of one thousand dollars and ninety days imprisonment, or both.

Section 4. Injunction, damages.

A. A court of general jurisdiction may enjoin conduct which
would be in violation of Section 2. upon petition by a person
affected or who reasonably may be affected by such conduct, upon
a showing that such conduct is threatened or that it has occurred
on a particular premises in the past and that it is not unreason—
able to expect that under similar circumstances it will be
repeated.

B. A court of general jurisdiction may award damages to any
person adversely affected by a violation of Section 2., which may
include an award for punitive damages. In addition to other items
of special damage, measure of damages may include expenditures of
the affected person for license and permit fees, travel, guides,
special equipment and supplies, to the extent that such expendi—
tures were rendered futile by prevention of taking of a wild
animal.

COMMENT:

This is a model statute which may be adapted to the drafting
requirements and style of any state.

The main prohibitions are contained in Section 2., beginning
with the most basic prohibition A. that no person shall interfere

with the lawful taking of a wild animal by another with intent to
prevent the taking.

Part B. of that section is directed at acts disturbing the
hunted animal. This would apply in the case where the person
doing the disturbing is not in the presence of u.ie hunter. The
prosecuting attorney would not have to prove that the disturbance



COMMENT  (continued):

affected a particular taking, but only that the person was engaged
in an activity that was intended to prevent the taking of wildlife.
This would include buzzing with an airplane, ringing bells or firing
guns on the opening day of hunting season to scare away animals,
leaving human scents, baiting marsh areas for duck hunting, etc.

Part C. 1is addressed to the situation where an action might not
amount to interference with a particular taking, and where distur—
bance of a wild animal 1is not involved, but the person attempting to
disrupt the hunt harasses the hunter by being present where he is
not wanted, calling him names, blocking his path, etc. By the defi—
nition of "process of taking"™ in Section 1., this would include
harassment while he is camping or traveling.

Part D. is addressed to the situation where a person is not
caught in the act by an enforcement officer, but because of other
actions his intent is obvious.

While the penalty for these infractions is a maximum fine of
$500 and 30 days in jail, a more severe penalty is provided for the
offense in Section 3., failure to obey the order of a peace officer
to desist from prohibited conduct. The conduct or anticipated con—
duct and the order must occur on the same day for the offense to
occur. A longer period could be provided; the intent is to limit
the application of the section to a current event, not an order by
the officer that would be good for the entire season, which would
be properly the subject of a court injunction under Section 4.

The penalty for this is a maximum fine of $1,000 and 90 days in
jail.

Section 4. provides an injunction where court action is war—
ranted (i.e., where Section 3. 1in inadequate), and an action for
damages including punitive damages.

Not all provisions will be appropriate in every state. The
statute is designed to cover every type of taking -- hunting, trap—
ping or fishing - on public or private lands.



The Wildlife Legislative Fund of America

To protect the Heritage of the American Sportsman to hunt, to fish and to trap.

TO0: Concerned Sportsmen
and Wildlife Managers

Enclosed is a copy of our model legislation to prohibit harassment
of hunters, trappers and fishermen. This bill became law last year in
Louisiana and Michigan. It was introduced in at least 12 other states.
It is under active consideration right now in the legislatures of New
Hampshire and Maine.

The bill is in response to a series of incidents provoked by anti—
hunting groups 1in this country and in Canada. The anti-hunters refer to
these activities as "hunter harassment” or "sportsman sabotage™.

The simple fact is that the evidence shows that the more radical
ANTI groups -- The Friends of Animals, Greenpeace, Fund for Animals --
intend to carry out their threat to stop hunting, trapping arid fishing.
They intend to do it by disrupting and harassing the sportsman in the
field while he 1is enjoying his sport. The following incidents dram—
atically illustrate this strategy. Waterfowl hunters are extremely
concerned because waterfowl hunting 1is the most susceptible to hunter
sabotage. These actions bring back memories of the violent anti-war
demonstrations of the 1960°s.

BRITISH COLUMBIA -- During the last three hunting seasons,
Greenpeace volunteers have confronted big game hunters in their
camps. The antis®™ actions included verbal abuse, attempts at
restraining the hunter®s movements, disturbing wildlife, and
physical assault. The intent was clear: Intimidate and harass
the hunter until he and his family leave, while gaining as much
publicity as possible. One incident ended in a brawl between
two groups, resulting in injuries and a great deal of publicity
for the anti-sportsman cause.

NEW JERSEY -- Recently the opening day of deer season has been
met with radical demonstrations intent on stopping the hunters.
Tactics outlined in the Friends of Animals®™ paper called "Tips
for Hunt Saboteurs™ include instructions for blocking access to
hunting grounds, driving wildlife from hunting areas, how to
apply for blind permits to rob hunters of prime shooting sta—
tions and how to spread human hair to drive game from the area.
New Jersey officials are fearful that this annual event will
eventually explode in a violent confrcntation.

50 West Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215 614/221-2684



CONNECTICUT -- Trapping and hunting are the targets of anti—
sportsman sabotage campaigns in this state. Failing to influ—
ence the state legislature, The Friends of Animals have taken
their anti-trapping drive into the field. They are now working
through the media to educate "volunteers" as to the techniques
to use when springing legally set traps. Bow hunters have even
reported tree stands collapsing on them because of the supports
being tampered with and cut.

ARIZONA -- The Animal Defense Council orchestrated sabotage
campaigns aimed at disrupting and halting ,he desert bighorn
sheep hunt. Since they were somewhat successful in their
attempt, they expanded their activities to include harassment
of hunters during other seasons. The Arizona Fish and Game
Department and the state Attorney General, Robert Corbin, rec—
ognized that weaknesses in the law protected the ant.i activity.
Working with the sportsmen®s groups in the state, they drafted
legislation making it illegal to harass hunters or game animals
during legal hunting seasons. The legislation was successfully
lobbied through both houses and signed by the Governor.

In each of these cases and in hundreds of others that have been
reported, the law enforcement officers have been sympathetic to the
problem facing the hunter. However, because of the absence of laws,
officers have been powerless to stop the radicals® actions. Arizona®s
answer to the problem initiated great sportsman interest and discussion
calling for immediate introduction of similar legislation in all the
states and Canadian provinces.

The WLFA"s model bill goes further than the Arizona law by pro—
tecting the activities of all sportsmen including hunters, trappers and

fishermen. Comments are included to explain the intent of each section
of the bill.

Sincerely,

James H. Glass
President

JHG:dw
Enel.
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Original sponsor: Shultz

IN THE HOUSE BY THE RULES COMMITTEE

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 163 (Rules) am

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to harassment of persons Jlawfully
engaged in hunting, fishing, camping, or trapping."”
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 16.05 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Sec. 16.05.925. HARASSMENT OF PERSON LAWFULLY ENGAGED IN HUNT—
ING, FISHING, CAMPING, OR TRAPPING. (a) A person may not knowingly
interfere with U person lawfully engaged in or preparing or attempting
to lawfully engage in sport hunting, subsistence hunting, commercial
hunting, jport fishing, commercial fishing, subsistence fishing,
camping, or trapping with the intent of dissuading, hindering or
preventing the person®s activity.

(b) A person may notknowingly disturb fish or game or the
habitat of fish or game with the intent of hindering or pr2vAnting a
person lawfully engaged in or preparing or attempting to [lawfully
engage in sport hunting, subsistence hunting, commercial hunting,
sport fishing, commercial fishing, subsistence fishing, camping, or
trapping.

(c) A person may not enter or remain upon .ublo.cor private land
with intent to violate(a) or (b) of this section.

(d A person who violates this section 1is guilty of a mis—
demeanor punishable by a fine of not more than $500 or by imprisonment
for not more than 30 days, or by both.

Sec. 16.05.926. ORDER TO DESIST, (a) An enforcement or inves—

tigative officer charged with enforcement of the fish and game laws of

-1- CSHB 163(RIs) a
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the state shall order a person to desist from violation of AS 16.05.-
925 if the officer observes such conduct or has probable cause to
believe thc.t the person has engaged in or intends to engage in such
conduct on specific premises. The officer shall inform the person of
the penalties set out in (b) of this section.

(b) A person who violates an order of an officer under (a) of
this section is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of not
more than $1,000 or imprisonment for not more than 90 days, or by
both. The punishment imposed under this section 1is in addition to
punishment imposed under AS 16.05.925.

Sec. 16.05.927. CIVIL REMEDIES. (a) A person aggrieved by
conduct in violation of AS 16.05.925 or AS 16.05.926 or threatened
with such conduct may petition a superior court to enjoin the respon-
dent from engaging in such conduct.

(b) A person aggrieved by a violation of AS 16.05.925 or AS 16.-
05.926 1is entitled to recover general damages and special damages,
including license and permit fees, travel costs, guide fees, special
equipment and supplies, and other expenses rendered futile by the
c induct of the violator.

(c) A court may award punitive damages in addition to the dam-

ages set out in (b) of this section.
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Original sponsor: Shultz

IN THE HOUSE

For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to harassment of persons

BE
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BY THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
SENATE CS FOR CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 163 (Judiciary)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
THIRTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
lawfully
engaged iIn hunting, fishing, camping, or trapping."
IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 16.05 is amended by adding new sections to read:
Sec. 16.05.925. HARASSMENT OF PERSON LAWFULLY ENGAGED IN HUNT-
ING, FISHING, CAMPING, OR TRAPPING. (@ A person may not knowingly
Cpreporiwjor]
interfere with a person lawfully engaged in or/(attempting to lawfully
engage in Sp()ﬁtrne*rt]\?arlltftnﬁ’ subsistence hunting, commercial hunting,
sport fishing,Asubsistence fishing, camping, or trapping with the
intent of/]hinderxng or preventing the person®s activity.
() A person may not knowingly disturb fish or game or the
habitat of fish or game wi NI Orr]t of hindering or preventing a
person lawfully engaged in or ttemptlng to lawfully engage in sport

hunting, subsistence hunting, commercial hunting, sport Tfishing,

(© A person whoviolates this section is guﬂty of a mis-
demeanor punishable bya fine of not more than $500 or by imprisonment
for not more than 30 days, or by both.

Fee. 16.05.926. ORDER TO DESIST. (@ An enforcement or inves-
tigative officer charged with enforcement of the fish and game laws of
the state shall order a person to desist from violation of AS 16.05.-
925 if the officer observes such conduct or has probable cause to
believe that the person has engaged in or intends to engage 1In such

conduct on specific premises. The officer shall inform the person of

-1- SCS CSHB 163 (Jud)
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the penalties set out In (b) of this section®

(G A person who violates an order of an officer under fa) of
this section is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of not
more than $1,000 or imprisonment for not more than 90 days, or by
both. pJU.SI'-V\X&'(Tﬁ'OTZI;SU AS I.((;.L&S-y(\{ﬁl} “todvirv.E AINOCOU."KoA

Sec. 16.05.927. CIVIL REMEDIES. (@) A person aggrieved by
conduct in violation of AS 16.05.925 or AS 16.05.926 or threatened
with such conduct may petition a superior court toenjoin the respon-
dent from engaging in such conduct.

() A person aggrieved by a violation of AS 16.05.925 or AS 16.-
05.926 is entitled to recover general damages and special damages,
including license and permit fees, travel costs, guide Tfees, special
equipment and supplies, and other related e( enses v(fju)‘/ % ullftl)AlI”cotlorf)t/ hl-e bu\

(© A court may award punitive damages in addition to the dam-

ages set out in (b) of this section.
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