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Hlasifea if>tate ]fegislatu.re

ARLISS STURGULEWSKI , Chairman P °"BOX V
BETTYE FAHRENKAMP , Vice Chairman JUNEAU, ALASKA 9oH11

JACK COGHILL B07) «85-4907
DICK ELIASON

VIC FISCHER

RICK HALFORD

FREDZHAROFF

Senate
Committee on Resources

TO: Senate Resources Committee Members. -pril 11, 1986
FROM:Senate Resource Committee Staff|\J\"A

RE: CS for HB 21 (Rules)am "An Act relating to homesites for
veterans."

This bill would exempt veterans who qualify for a homesite
entry permit from reimbursing the state for surveying costs.
The rules CS would limit the definition of veteran to persons
honorably discharged from the armed services who served during
a war.

Attached are tvr different fiscal notes for the bill. DNR has
been requested to present to testify and explain the
differences
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STATE OF mL-SKA 19E5 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

1 Revision Date:

REQUEST FISCAL DETAIL

Bi 1i/Resolution No.: CSHB 21(Fin.) "\gency arrected: Natural Resources
Title: Homesites for Veterans Program Category Affected:

Sponsor:___  Goll BRU, Program or Subprogram™) Affected:
Requestor: Land and Water Management

Date of Request: 4/15/85

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:  (Thousands of Dollars)

rt oo | rY 8b FY b/ Fy 88 Fr8 | Fr

OPERATING 1

mEENAL SRV . o
200 TRAVEL 1 0
300 CONTRACTUAL 1 0
@ SPPLIES 1 0
500 BEUIRVENT 1 0 I 1
500 LAD & STRUICTURES 1 0 1 1
700 CRANTS, CUIMS 0o 1 1
300 MISCHLANEQUS i noi 1 1

TOTAL OPERATING 1 | n e 1 - 1
Lap Ti«L b i
REVENUE (86.0)

FUNDING:  (Thousands or Dollars)
cuennl ru.iu 1 0 1 1 1 1
-EDERAL. ANDS 1 0 1 | 1 1
DIKER 1 0 I r i
TOIAL 1 0 1 1 1 1
POSITIONS: nte
-UUU-1 irlt 1 1 1 1
FIRT-TIME 1 1 1 1
TEVRCRARY 1 1 1 1 1
ANALYSIS: Attach a separate page If necessary

Any funds neceusarv to implement this bill can be absorbed

within the agencies"existing budget.
Prepared By:_ Al Ad Chai-r Phone:  465=37.06
Division: House Finance Committee Date: 4/15/85
Approved by Commissioner: Date:

Agency:

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

Impacted Agency(ies)
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STATE OF ALASKA 1586 LEGIS
FISCAL NOTE

FISCAL D

Agency Affe
BRU: '.a

REQUEST

Bill/Resolution No. :CS HB 21
Title: An Act Relating
for Veterans

(Rules)
to Homes'lte s

Sponsor: _
Requestor
Date of Request:

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES
OPERATING FY 86

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING-

(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 87 FY 88

?4 .5 4 .7

0.6 ° 2

0C

CAPITAL

REVENUE

(4E.0 (45

FUNDING :

GENERALFUND
FEDERAL FUNDS
OTHER
TOTAL

POSITIONS :

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

(Thousands of Dollars)

25.0

1

26.0

ANALYSIS ;

Attach a separate page if necessary

P:2.rv
Land h Water

Q?I\/\

Prepared by:
Division :

Management

(

Approved by Commissioner:
Agency: Natural

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

Resources

page of

°
LATIVE SESSION

Revision Date: 2/4/8 6

ETATL

cted N afiir'? !
nd v

Paenij*on
Manacompnt

Components :.

FY 89 FY 90

k5 U 3

0.2 0.2

R

41-2400
2/4 /86

Date:

Date: 2.4.86



FISCAL NOTE CS HB 21 February 4, 1986
ATTACHMENT

ANALYSIS:

Operating expenditures will be minimal in the implementation
of this bill. Of approximately 2200 homesite entry permits
now issued, 20 percent are held by veterans. As much as
$25,000 will be required to obtain and review necessary
documentation of eligibility of these permittees. This
figure covers management, clerical, typing, and postage
costs. At projected rate, homesite entry permittees
author:"7,ed after implementation of this bill will require an
additional annual increment of $4500 to administer.

A net revenue loss will be incurred with this bill as

follows. 20 percent of the total number of homesites issued
is 440. At an average cost of $1450 for surveying and
platting each homesite, the total forgiveness of these costs
is $640,000 over the next ten years. In addition, at the
current rate of 75 homesites per year, an additional 15 will
be issued to veterans. This will further increase the
revenue loss by $22,000 per year. Using these figures a net
annual revenue loss of $36,000 wil.. be incurred. 0f course,

as the program becomes more attractive the percentage of
veterans in the numbers, and consequently the net annual
revenue loss, will increase.

Part time position in FY 86 1is for clerical staff.
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* SENT: 02713786 TIME: 11:55 i

tt FROM: MAXINE WALTON it

tt SUBJECT: POM/FBX #

tt PRINT DATE: 02713786 TIME: 11:55 (4 *

t* 1 it
Tttt -t ettt ettt Tt -t -t -t Mttt et troftr et ettt .
TO: SENATE RESOURCES

SENS: FAHRENKAMP, ELIASON-, ZHAROFF, HALFORD,

COGHIL.L, V, FISCHER

ALSO: SENATOR BENNETT
REPS FRANK, MAl.-. MILLER, RINGSTAD, KOPONEN, DAVIS

FROI-1: KENT LYON

BOX 82663
FAIRBANKS 99708
PH: 452-6815
RE : CS HB 21 RL.S AM HOMESITES FOR VETERANS

MSG: I WOULD LIKE TO VOICE STRONG SUPPORT FOR THIS VET HOMESITE
BILL.
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Offered: 5/2/85
Referred: Rules

Original sponsors: Goll, Szymanski
and Pignalberi

IN THE HOUSE BY THE RULES COMMITTEE
CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 21 (Rules) am
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL
For an Act untitled: "An Act relating to homesites for veterans."
BE 1T ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1 .AS 38.08 is amended by adding a new section toread:/v 1.
Sec. 38.08.015. HOMESITES FOR VETERANS. A veteran vjholfqualifies
for a homesite entry permit under AS 38.08.030 and who complies with
the provisions of AS 38.08.060(a)-(d), except AS 38.08.060(a)(3), may
not be required to reimburse the state for the costs incurred by the
state in surveying and platting undertaken by the state in accordance
with this chapter.
J * Sec. 2. AS 38.08.120 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:
(4) "veteran" means a person honorably discharged, or with
general discharge under honorable conditions, from the armed
ervices of the United States who has performed service in the armed
forces of the United States for a period of 180 days or more during
one or more of the following periods unless a shorter period of
ervice resulted from a service connected injury or disability:
(A) DbetweenApril 6, 1917 and December 1, 1918;
(B) betweenSeptember 16, 1940 and July 25, 1947;
(©) betweenJune 25, 1950 and January 31, 1955; or

(D) betweenAugust 4, 1964 and October 14, 1976.

W t /leM&rr-Q- 7 v 4 4 @ .
Q
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's] STATE OF ALASKA 1986 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
FISCAL NOTE

Revision Date:

RE_QUEST_ FISCAL DETAIL

Bill/Resolution No.: CS HB 21 (Res) Agency Affected: Natural Resources
Title: Homesites for bru, Land & Hater Management
Sponsor: Representative Goll :

quuestor: p Components :,

Date of Request:  2/4/86
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES : (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 86 FY 87 FY 88 FY 89 FY 90 FY a1
PERSONAL SERVICES -0-
TRAVEL _o_
CONTRACTUAL -0-
SUPPLIES <t
EQUIPMENT —c-
LAND & STRUCTURES -0-
GRANTS. CLAIMS -Q-
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING -0-

CAPITAL j —0-
REVENUE (86.0)
FUNDING :  (Thousands of Dollars)
GENERAL FUND -0-
FEDERAL FUNDS -0-
OTHER -0-
TOTAL —0=
POSITIONS
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME |
TEMPORARY -

ANALYSIS :  Attach aseparate page if necessary

Any funds necessary to implement this bill can be absorbed within the agency's
existing budget.

Preparedby* Representative Al Adams - Chairman® Phone:565.'.3—7@
Division: House Finance Cctrmittee Date: 2/4/86

Approved! by Commissioner: Date:
Agency:

Distribution (b‘y__Agency preparing fiscal note):
keg!slla%[ve Smance
egislative Sponsor
Re%uestor d W v L
Office of Management and Budget
Impacted AgenCy(ies) page J°,.. of \ tslts
r.Cr
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Introduced: 1/1A/85
Referred: Resources and
Finance

IN THE HOUSE BY GOLL
HOUSE BILL NO. 21

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to homesites for veterans."
BE 1T ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 38.08 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 38.08.015. HOMESITES FOR VETERANS. A veteran who qualifies
for a homesite entry permit under AS 38.08.030 may not be required to
reimburse the state for the costs incurred by the state in surveying
and platting undertaken by the state in accordance wi*-h this chapter.

* Sec. 2. AS 38.08.120 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

(A) "veteran™ means a person who

©O) between April 6, 1917 and December 1, 1918;

(i) between September 16, 19A0and December 31,

19A7;
(i) between June 25, 1950 and January 31, 1955;

or
(iv) between August A, 196A andNovember 7, 1975;

-1- HB 21
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Offered: 2/1/85
Referred: Finance

Original sponsor: Goll

IN THE HOUSE BY THE RESOURCES COMMITTEE

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 21 (Resources)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to homesites for veterans."
IT ENACTED BYTHE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 38.08 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 38.08.015. HOMESITES FOR VETERANS. A veteran who qualifies
for a homesite entry permit under AS 38.08.030 and who complies with
the provisions of AS 28.08.060(a)-(d), except AS 38.08.060(a)(3), may
not be required to reimburse the state for the costs incurred by the
state iIn surveying and platting undertaken by the state in accordance

with this chapter.

* Sec. 2. AS38.08.120 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

(4) ‘veteran" means a person who

() between April 6,1917 and December 1, 1918;
amn between September 16,1940 and December 31,

1947:

ain) between June 25,1950 and January 31, 1955;

(iv) between August 4, 1964 and November 7, 1975;

_1- CSHB 21 (Res)



Alaska jsftats "legislature POUCH v

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES <007) 463°3715
COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES

January 30, 1985

The Honorable Al Adams

Chairman, House Finance Committee
House of Representatives

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Representative Adams:

It was brought to the House Resources Committee's attention  as
CSHB 21 (Res) was being passed out of the committee today in final form,

that a small technical change should be made in the bill. That change
involves line. 27, after the word received insert an honorable discharge
or ... a discharge under honorable conditions. This addition will

clarify the type of discharged veterans who should receive the benefits
of this legislation as explained by Representative Goll who is the prime
sponsor of this piece of legislation. It was decided that this change
could be addressed in the House Finance Committee for reasons of

expediency.

If you have any questionsregarding this matter, please feel free to
contact me or my staff at 465-3715.

Representative Dick Shultz, Co-Chair
House Resources Committee

DS :tern



\'%

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

Offered: 4/18/85
Referred: Rules

Original sponsors: Goll and Szymanski

IN THE HOUSE BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 21 (Finance)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to homesites for veterans."

BE

IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 38.08 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 38.08.015. HOMESITES FOR VETERANS. A veteran who qualifies
for a homesite entry permit under AS 38.08.030 and who complies with
the provisions of AS 38.08.060(a)-(d), except AS 38.08.060(a)(3), may
not be required to reimburse the state for the costs incurred by the
state iIn surveying and platting undertaken by the state in accordance

with this chapter.

* Sec. 2. AS 38.08.120 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

O

(D) between April 6, 1917 and December 1, 1918;
(B) between September 16, 1940 and July 25, 1947;
© between June , 1950 and January 31, 1955; or

D) between August 4, 1964 and November 7, 1975.

-1- CSHB 21(Fin)



Offered: 5/ "85
Referred: Rules

Original sponsors: Goll and Szymanski

1 IN THE HOUSE BY THE RULES COMMITTEE
2 CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 21 (Rules)

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

5 A BILL

6 For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to homesites for veterans."

1 IBE IT ENACTED BY THELEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

8
9

18]
i

191
1
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741

H,i
k
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* Section 1. AS 38.08is amended by adding a new seci jn to read:

Sec. 31.08.015. HOMESITES FOR VETERANS. A veteran who qualifies
for a homesite entry permit under AS 38.08.030 andwho complies with
the provisions of AS38.08. 060(a)- (d), except AS 38.08. 6v.0(a) (3 , may
not be required to reimburse the state for the costs incurred by the
state in surveying and platting undertaken by the state in accordance
with this chapter.

Sec. 2. AS 38.08.120 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

C)

armec ro>om m . Tl tAtesT for <felSpegrff
owing pei
n big.i.L.y:
(A between April 6, 1917 and December 1, 1918;
(B) between September 16, 19A0 and July 25, 1947;
(©) between June 25, 1950 and January 31, 1955; or

(DO) between Augr"t 4, 1964 and November 7, 1975.

CSHB 21 (RIs)



TITLE 18.

CITATION

Health and Safety.

CHAPTER 55.

Housing, Urban Renewal, and Planning Assistance.
ARTICLE 2.

Moderate Cost and Rental Housing.

Sec. 18.55.470.

(5) "veteran" means a person honorably separated from
the military service of the United States who has at any time
resided continuously fur at least a year in the state and who
served in the armed forjes of the United Statesfor at least

--9CTdays or whose service was for less than -90'/aays because of
injury or disability incurred in the line of duty, between.”

September 16, 1940 and July 25, 1947; WT June 25, 1950

(and January 31, 1955; or (£ August 4, 1964Cand November 7,
fcA 1975tf.'Veteran” nlwti im-1 -vgnurunam  ulrUt-nr tHs>invror
V Af—a-veter-an.

TITLE 18.

CITATION

Heaich and Safety.

CHAPTER 56.

Alaska Housing Finance Corporation.
Sec. 18.56.098.

SPECIAL MORTGAGE LOAN PURCHASE PROGRAM.

(j) If the money used to purchase a mortgage loan made to a
veteran under this section comes from an issue of bonds of the
corporation guaranteed by the state, each bond must be issued as
part of an issue substantially al1 of the proceeds of which are
used to provide residences for qualifying veterans. In this
subsection a qualifying veteran is a person who is a "qualified
veteran" as the term is defined or may subsequently be defined
under the Mortgage Subsidy Bond Tax Act of 1980 (26 U.S.C. 103A),
as amended.

TITLE 26.

CITATION

Military Affairs and Veterans.
CHAPTER 10.

Veterans.

ARTICLE 2.

Miscellaneous Provisions.

Sec. 26.10.060.

EXTENSION OF UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING AND SERVICE ACT
PROVISIONS TO ALASKA EMPLOYEES.

(b) As used in this section, "veteran"™ means a person
subject to the Universal Military Training and Service Act.



TITLE 26.

Military Affairs and Veterans.

CHAPTER 10.
Veterans.
ARTICLE 2.

Miscellaneous Provirions.
CITATION Sec. 26.10.080.

DEATH GRATUITY.

(2)

"veteran" means
(A) a person who served in a branch of the armed

services of the United States

(i) who at the time of entry into the service
was a resident of the territory or state, who had'/
been a resident for not less than one year *
immediately before entry into the service, and who
returned to the territory or state within one year
after discharge as a resident with the intention of
remaining in the territory or state; or

(i1) who was a resident of the state for not
less than one year immediately preceding the time
of death; or
(B) a person who served in the Alaska Army

National Guard, the Alaska Air National Guard, or the
Alaska Naval Militia, or who served in a reserve unit of
the United States armed forces in Alaska if the reserve
unit required a minimum of one weekend of duty each
month and 15 consecutive days of active duty training *
each year for not less than three years.

TITLE 29.

Municipal Government.

CHAPTER 53.

Municipal Assessment and Taxation.

ARTICLE 1.

Municipal Property Tax.
CITATION Sec. 29.53.020.

REQUIRED EXEMPTIONS.

(1)

"disabled veteran" means a disabled person

separated from the military service of the United States
under a condition that is not dishonorable who is a resident
of the state, whose disability was incurred or aggravated in
the line of duty in the military service of the United
States, and whose disability has been rated as 50 percent or
more by the branch of service in which that person served or
by the Veteransl Administration;



TITLE 29.

“tt“rv w v

Municipal Government.

CHAPTER 73.

Miscellaneous Provisions.
CITATION Sec. 29.73.060.

PROPERTY TAX EQUIVALENCY PAYMENTS.

(€)

In this section "disabled veteran" means a disahled

person separated from the military service of the United States
under a condition that is not dishonorable who is a resident of
the state, whose disability was incurred or aggravated in the
line of duty in the military service of the United States, and
wl Dse disability has been rated as 50 percent or more by the
branch of service in which that person served or by thr> Veterans'
Administration.

TITLE 38.

Public Lands.

CHAPTER 05.

Alaska Land Act.

ARTICLE 2.

Sale of Lands.
CITATION Sec. 38.05.067.

VETERANS PREFERENCE.

(d)

In this section "veteran" means a person with 90 days or

more of active service in the armed forces of the United States
who has been honorably discharged.

(e)
unde AS

TITLE 39.

This section does not apply to the sale of state land
38.04.020(g)(2) and AS 38.09.

Public Officers and Employees.
CHAPTER 25.

State Personnel Act.

ARTICLE 3.

Personnel

Rules.

CITATION Sec. 39.25.150.

SCOPE OF THE RULES.

(A) "veteran" means a person with 181 days or more
active service in the armed forces of the United States
who has been honorably discharged after having served
during any period between April 6, 1917, and December 1,
1919, between September 16, 1940, and December 31, 1947,
or between June 27, 1950, and November 7, 1975;

(B) "disabled veteran" means a veteran who is
entitled to compensation under laws administered by the
United States Veterans' Administration, or a person who
was honorably dischaiged or released from active duty
because of a service-connected disability;



U enebs
TITLE

Military Affairs and Veterans.

CHAPTER 15.

Veterans Loans.
CITATION Sec. 26.15.130.

ELIGIBILITY FOR LOANS

TEXT (a' Qualifications for loans under this chapter are:

(1) persons who served inthe armed forces of the
United States for 90 days or more, or whose service was for
less than 90 days because of injury or disability incurred in
the line of duty, between April 6, 1917, and November 11,
1918, and beginning September 16, 1940, to November 7, 1975
or in a combat zone during aay period of armed conflict, who
were separated from the armed forces with a discharge other
than dishonorable, and

(A) who, at the time of induction into the

service, were residents ofthe territory or state, who

had been residents for not less than one year

immediately before their induction, and who returned to

the territory or state after discharge as residents with

the intention of remaining in the territory or state; or

(B) who, not being bona fide re? dents of the
territory or state before their entry into the service,
have been residents of the territory or state for one or
more years;

(2) persons who were dependent on a member of the armed
forces or a veteran of World War Il at the time of the
member's or veteran's death, if

(A) the member or veteran was a resident of the
territory or state for one year before induction into
the service; and

(B) the member or veteran served in the armed

forces for at least 90 days between September 16, 1940,

and July 25, 1947, but no benefits for loans accrue to

dependents of an enlistee or re-enlistee for time served
after November 1, 1945, regardless of whether the
enlistment or reenlistment was before or after November

1, 1945; and _

(C) the member or veteran died before the official
date of the termination of that war; and

(D) the member's or veteran's discharge was not
dishonorable;

(3) persons who have served in the Alaska Army National
Guard or the Alaska Air National Guard or the Alaska Naval
Militia for not less than six years and who have not received
a discharge other than honorable.

(b) Dependents shall be unmarried and the deceased member of

the

armed forces or deceased veteran shall have been their chief

means of support and they shall be either a widow, widower, minor

son,

minor daughter, or mother, father, sister or brother

incapable of self-support. Dependents shall be residents of the
territory or state at the time of making application and intend
to reside in the territory or state permanently. The rights of
minor children may be exercised only if they have no surviving
parent and have an appointed guardian who may apply on their
behalf to secure a loan for their care, support, education or
other purposes mentioned in AS 26.15.040 or to receive the bonus



TITLE 26.

CITATION

TEXT

Military Affairs and Veterans.
CHAPTER 15.

Veterans Loans.

Sec. 26.15.160.

EXTENSION OF CHAPTER TO VETERANS OF KOREA AND VIET NAM.
The provisions of this chapter, except those provisions relating
to the payment of bonuses, are extended to persons who served
other than dishonorably on active duty between June 25, 1950, and
January 31, '955, who served other than dishonorably on active
duty between August 4, 1964, and November 7, 1975, and to
dependents of such persons, subject to the following provisions
and eligibility qualifications.
(1) Persons are eligible
(A) who were discharged other than dishonorably
from the armed forces of the United States or who are
released to a reserve component; and
(B) who at the time of entry into the service were
bona fide residents of the territory or State of Alaska
and had been residents of the territory or state for not
less than one year before their entry into the service;
and who have returned to the territory or state within a
reasonable length of time after discharge or separation
as residents with the intention of remaining in the
territory or state; or who, not being bona fide
residents of the territory before their entry into the
service, have lived in the territory or state for at
least five years following their release from active
military service; and
(C) who served in the armed forces of the United
States for 90 days or more, or whose service was for a
lesser period because of injury or disability incurred
in line of duty, between June 25, 1950, and January 31,
1955, or who served in the armed forces of the United
States for 90 days or more or whose service was for a
lesser period because of injury or disability incurred
in line of duty, between August 4, 1964, and July 1,

'%29)77 Persons are eligible who were dependent upon a
member of the armed forces or upon a veteran eligible for the
benefits of this chapter at the time of the member's or
veteran's death if the member or veteran was a resident of
the territory for one year before entry into service and died
before November 5, 1975. Dependents shall be unmarried and
the deceased veteran or member of the armed forces shall have
been their chief means of support and they shall be either a
widow, widower, minor child, or a mother, father, sister, or
brother incapable of self-support. Dependents shall be
residents of the state at the time of application and shall
intend to remain residents in the state permanently. The
rights of minor children under this chapter may be exercised
only if they have no surviving parent and have an appointed
guardian who may apply on their behalf for the benefits of
this chapter for their care, support or education.



(3) No person unless he has lived in the state or
territory for at least five years following his release from
active military service is eligible for the benefits of this,
section who is eligible for veterans' benefits under the laws
of any other state or territory. A World War Il veteran who
received a bonus under AS 26.15.120 and 26.15.150 need not
repay the bonus in order to qualify under the loan provisions
of this section.

(4) For persons otherwise eligible for the benefits
under this section, who did not return to the stati or
territory within one year after separation from the service
unless prevented from doing so for medical, educational or
other valid purposes approved by the Department of Commerce
and Economic Development within one year after separation v.
from the service, an additional requirement of four years’
residence in the state or territory before their entry into
the service is imposed to entitle them to the benefit
provisions of this section.



MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative Peter Goll

FROM: Loren Jones”™”Mr”

DATE: February 1, 1SL85

RE: Discharge status....HB 21

Per your request I contacted the Veterans.Administration 1in
Anchorage. The Director, Dave Barrett, referred me to Mr. Mike
Sheehy who 1is the Adjgdication Officer. In that job he must
decide on eligibility for benefits that are based upon discharge
status of the individual. He related the following information.

TYPES OF DISCHARGES

1. Honorable - Qualifies for all benefits

2. General - Qualifies for all benefits

3. Other Than Honorable - There must be an
independent decision made as to qualifications for
benefits

4. Dishonorable - Barred from all benefits

New discharges added in past years

5. Entry Level Separation - Qualifies for benefits
if length of service also qualifies for benefits

6. Void Enlistments - There must be an independent
decisiori_made as to qualifications for benefits

7. Dropped From The Rolls - There must be an
independent decision made as to qualifications for
benefits. _

I asked about "medical discharges™ and how that would fit with
the above. Mike stated that "medical™ was a REASON for the
discharge not the CHARACTER of the discharge. Thus it is
possible to have any of the above discharges and have medical
reasons. Mike stated that under most normal circumstances,
discharges for medical reasons are Honorable or General.

Mr. Sheehy states that it is certainly the states right to be
more strict when it comes to detailing benefits for veterans

under state programs.

The current language in CSHB 21 "received a discharge under honor
conditions”™ would relate to discharges 1,2, & 5 above.

The language suggested to the finance committee from the
resources committee would change the bill to read "received an
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honorable discharge or discharge under honorable conditions."

would relate to discharges 1,2, & 5 above.
desire and what the resource

is my assumption that what you
language.

It
is provided under either

committee desire
use the names of the

IT you desire to become specific your could
discharges you specifically want to include.
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TO: Senate Resource Committee Members March 20, 1986
FROM: Senate Resource Committee Staff,

RE:  Committee Substitute for House B.ill No. Sld(Resources)
"An Act relating to the obstruction or hindrance of
law ful hunting, fishing, or trapping."

In this packet is a proposed committee substitute for HB 31.
The CS adds one additional section (d) to the bill. This
section exempts commercial fishermen while engaged in a
customary practice recognized in the commercial fishing
industry. ~This addition was made at the request of Senator
Zharoff"to exclude practices such as "corking" or setting
nets in front of another fisherman who had set out of turn.

Also in this packet is: _

- a zero fiscal note from the Department of Fish and Game.
- a zero fiscal note and position paper supporting this bill
from Public Safety. o

- a paper by House Research on this issue.

- a summar¥ of similar laws in other states. o

- a,cop%/, of the governor's 1984 veto letter on similar
legislation.

- a2 memo from the drafter in Legal Services explaining how
this bill has been changed from ‘the previous session's version
to accommodate the ?overnor's legal objections.

- a copy of the bill history.
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
POSITION PAPER - HB 546
Support

"HB 546 - An.Act relatin to arassment of persons lawfully engaged in
hunt|5ng, fishing, or trappin ! P Y engag

The Department of Public Safety supports passage of HB 546.

Thi J tely gdd duct that illegall d at
by SRURSH S o il ool amed

Brit 'ﬁh Columbia has had severe é)éoblems beween I?%al hunters aﬂd
antl fm% ?hous that lave I to armed rnt tions.
Potenna r that to cfcur Ir gsa IS evident an enacting a
aw to address this problem wouiu be a good start toward prevent|on

Robert J. sunaperg
Commissioner
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VEMORANDUM
T0:  Representative M Mike Miller

FROM  Nancy Pease
Legcr%latrve Analyst

RE  HB 546 Harassment of Hunters
Research Request 84-081

You requested information on stafute prohrbrtr gth% harassment  of
unters n other stfat . Spec| rcaz ¥ou ast oW other stat es
erne ﬁrassment 0 unters wat nafties ot er states re cripe

or the harassment of hunters,. and eoplehave ac a| been
prosecuted In each state In whrcﬁ these té*’t‘v“X gre prnpace Y

Statutory Definitions of Harassment

Nine Ttates currently have statutesulwhre< grohrbrt persons from |nten

tionally Intertering” with the la fish™ an Most
fo ystates statutes use f arrYM broad nguage to prot%rt persons

rom |ntent|0na| ly:

» harassing persons engaged in lawful hunting, trapping, and/or
fishing; ~or

o interferig with the process of the lawful taking of fish or
game; or

» disturbing fish or game in order to hinder fishermen or hunters
from jawful taking.

In most of thesr states, the Iangua e of the statutes does not define
harassment Interfe rg 8 hsturbance Interms of specific
activities which are disa ere are some instancesir  which
states mention activities tat would constitute harassment under " the

Mrizona, [llinois, Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Nevada, Pennsylvania,
Soutﬁ %akota aa Vermont A[ aHsas repeaﬂ H ?aw {Proh]rbrt\h\% the
harassment o[] Hqunters ater andowneys © protest ed that t
written, might have legalized trespassing ‘on private lands.



Representative Miller
April 13, 1984
Page 2

law.  Pennsylvania prohibits persons from tamPerrn t] utrIatrn%
estrognng [ removr traps, "and rom removn nrma rom tra
oursr na prohibits the dist urbm % imals lacin an
t Qr sU sta{tcg Intendeq to ater the behaviqr of animals t
at t trim ntvrn) Tnters erm nt, Arizona and Pennsylvania specry

animals Lhe intent t hrnder t”tters consti
utes | ﬁl In erference wrt L. %evaa frames |

| “inter

erence w unt narrow term b ropibiting ‘a grou gf eo?

act?n togeth E{rom'} intent |onaﬁy y|n|[t)er errnggwrth ga pgrsonpvrhg
fully hunt mg r trapping.”

The Ftatu es of several states ﬁlso me] ntion seecr Ic activities which

the 0es . not curtarl eve though the activities may, in sme lH

stances hinder hunters, fishermen or trappers.  For’ exam

ﬁenn vania statut e}‘]s sp tefZ that landowners may  remove tras whrch

en set elr Prrv te pro ertY Wrthout t err ermr In

law es not, prevent private fandowners ee n% unters

%Prop rty; and n severa states, nFX onst ru%

\ gro hncrder}tal mtergrence arrsrn ro wfy actrvrtx %/

and users suc armers and recreationists (Vermont) or rancher
and miners (Nevada).

or the most gart ath have either not de“nﬁd harassment or
ave set out v ry genera circumstances_under which activities o ‘man
h e% g ht be conStrued harassment of hunters. As an examPIe 0
te road language common to tese statutes Louisiana and ™ |1l nors

forbid person from disturhin r, trappe Wh
engage r he Iawfu| km’g(rq atnya erg anEmFaP E)rohhlsrrl%rme%narg(?
the ocessof takr (tmc gtravel camping or other hu epa
tron with  Inte ssu d

e or oherwrs revent thetaig nB

dhtron oAher parties may not act tq prevent suc ersons enr ment
of the out 8ors Also, ‘ot er ?artres Ml enter or reda
state-managed or prrvate lands or waters |th the intent to distur

game or harass hunters.
Actual Incidents of Harassment

I talked wrth wardens or legal specialists in the Frsh and . Gae
rtments of gtémeen states. to qry tg compl [e all

trvr les
h migh common be consr ered n]tertgre ce In the Pahw?u(t af<
|sh n ears t a]n (ﬂersonnel ave diff
r} unc rarn rm sslons, un er roadly written fﬁtutes
0 Wat actrvrtres t constr ute Intentional haFasBment of hunters
or_Interf erence in taking ame.  Several 0

officers with whom | spoke empha ized that they Would not charg a
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Person with interference unleas his pJesence and activities ig a hunt-
N area Wwere bIatam ly |gteg ed to ‘disrupt a . hunt.. The wardens men

tioned planned Iclze tions Ly anti-nuntj
Ich lhey would ch Pge partrcrpants wrth]grn%I lHrence in

stances.in w
the ?awtul taﬂrng of “game.

wargens in Maine and South Dakota mentioned rncrdenta urb-
ance to hunters where charges were consi red ut not file arne
wardens Issued warnrn S 10, a person wno drove a deer odt o a [
and to W g

sett

g terr ﬁrtrn g the sta of a hunter an T:
[es aze- oranwgl othr rryrng aued umbrell
emseves In (Jawnc Irs rrg duck blind where unter Were
untin oveb[ ecoys. ouh a ota, state conservatro ers
rnvest two rncr nts between  com etrn s otsme are
lle ¢ arqes hecause. te harassment eare ave n mutual and
nveritiable origin, Irst suc rncrdent Involved two Eartres
o IS ermen t rowrnq rocks ﬁt one agother In a drspute OvVer access to
cree d The secon rncrdent oc urred en a 00Se
unter vvas raered to eave a section line h rmer who the
altgdpdgpeerrth/er side of the right-of-way and charged hunters to hun

Only two states report that persons have heen convicted under therr
stat,utes rohibitin mterferehl Wrth thete ?taldn rn

ame hse cases app arentg/ not rnvoIve Serious chaIIenﬂe t
e vague{t A statytes: to date, there have been no cou

Inos t rther rne what actrvrtres and circumstances constrtute
|ntent|0na arassment of hunters.

Because anti-harassment statntes have resulted in few aCtUﬂ| charg
B iclals n most states exg ained the scope md intent of the statdtes
menéronrng ast Instances of harassmen unters in therr sta es
lncr ents™ t Ft'[ have occurred In other states Ilo ﬂ
|nstances 0 arassment of hunters mentioned IS
otfrcrals as contrib utrr]P to the passage of anti- harass ent Iegrs ron
or as defining the applrcation of such laws.

Arrzg chrdrng to ASF s}tant Attorn&y Gene aI Joe Clrf ord three
INCI ents ment unters J zona ate's

sage In the first. law tererence Wrt t

taking o game e earliest ncr ent | vo ved Arizona's smal

Nermont's Chief Warden of Fish and Gare reported that foyr complaj
?nr]]ter erence \\{\v/(ritrh the . taking giane p the second Lhal? ?P igéi
resulted In three convrctrons a|| related to tragﬁ llinois,
since the anti-narassment law took effect on J 1984, one

person has been convicted of tampering with traos.
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herd. Approximately 10 years ago, anti-hunting groups began to protest
the annual permit hunt by which the Arizona Game Department culls the
bison herd to keep the herd"s population stable. The protest escalated
year by year until the anti-hunters were threatening to lie down be—
tween the herd and the hunters. A second protest was sparked over
Arizona"s desert bighorn sheep, which Mr. Clifford called "a rare
animal™, highly valued by both trophy hunters and wildlife conservation—
ists. Individuals opposed to the sheep hunt attempted to protect a
herd of bighorns 1in the Tucson area by hiking in the mountains and
beating pots and pans. The final incident which contributed to passage
of an anti-harassment law 1in Arizona 1involved a shootout between a
hunter and a ranch owner over the locking of a gate on grazing lands
owned by the state.

Because the conflicts in Arizona primarily involved organized protests,

the anti-harassment law in Arizona was drafted specifically to prevent

harassment of hunters by organized groups. The Arizona law becomes ef—
fective only in instances where the game commission (1) "finds that a
significant interference or disruption of a hunt 1is likely to occur,”

and (2) estai;lishes a designated hunting area where harassment 1is
illegal. This Jlaw passed unanimously. There have been no arrests

under the Arizona law.

Illinois. Jennifer Breedlove, an officer of the Illinois Department
of Conservation®"s Law Enforcement Division, stated that anti-harassment
legislation was instigated 1in [Illinois by incidents involving duck
hunters along the Mississippi River. The hunting of animals by
drawing them to bait or feed 1is illegal in [Illinois, and hunting
protesters would attempt to protect waterfowl by spreading grain
in popular hunting areas to make hunFing illegal there.

Since the law went into effect on January 1, 1984, there has been
one incident of arrest; a person was convicted of tampering with traps,
and fined.

Louisiana. In 1982, Louisiana adopted a very broad law prohibiting in—
terference with the Jlawful taking of game. According to Major Tommy
Candize of the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, there
have been no reported incidents of interference in Louisiana before or
after the passage of the law; the law was passed as a preventive measure.

Michi”an. According to Dick Elden, Assistant Chief of the Wildlife
Division of Michigan, there were no incidents in his state which led
to the introduction of an anti-harassment bill, and there have been no

reported incidents since its enactment. The bill was inspired by
hunting protests in the western states and by the CBS documentary
"Guns of Autumn™ which portrayed a negative image of hunters. Mr.

Elden characterizes his state as having a high potential for conflicts
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between hunters and anti-hunters because of Michigan"s large wurban
population for whom hunting is not traditional, and the state®s healthy
wildlife resource which attracts hunters from many areas.

Maine. In Maine, the passage of a law to prohibit interference with
the taking of fish and game was largely a preventive measure. Accord—
ing to Dave Allen, Executive Director and lobbyist for the Sportsmen®s
Alliance of Maine, Maine hunters were inspired to campaign for a protec—
tive law by two out-of-state events: the disruption of a trophy hunt
in British Columbia by Greenpeace protesters, and the distribution in
the Northeast of a tip sheet of tactics for "hunt saboteurs”. Within
Maine, there was debate over whether or not to hold a moose hunting
season, but according to Mr. Allen, the moose hunt was challenged
only by bal ®t referendum; and the sportsmen"s fears of a protest in
the woods were not confirmed.

Mr. Allen stated that the terms "willful” and "harassment" wused Iin
Maine®"s anti-harassment law were not discussed at any length during
hearings on the bill; the terms draw on their standard legal defini—
tions. Mr. Allen did offer his opinion that the law would not prevent
landowners from keeping hunters off their private land, or prevent
someone from walking 1in the woods with a radio unless a prosecutor
could prove that the action was willful disruption of a hunt.

Nevada. The staff specialist in law enforcement with the Nevada Divi—
sion of Fish and Game could recall no instances of harassment of hunters

in his state before or after the passage of a law to prohibit such

harassment.

Pennsylvania. John Plowman, legislative, liaison with Pennsylvania Fish
and Wildlife, reports that there have been no direct confrontations
between hunters and hunt protesters in his state. Pennsylvania has
had for many years a law protecting law-abiding trappers from interfer—
ence; protection for hunters was instituted in 1983 as a preventive
measure, with the backing of the Federation of Sportsmen and the Wild—
life Legislative Fund of America, fn charges have been filed under the
new law.

South Dakota. South Dakota appears to be the only state that has pro—
hibited interference with hunters partly because of conflicts among
the hunters themselves. According to state conservation officer Bob
Pract, the primary conflicts with hunters in South Dakota have involved
pay-to-hunt operations run by farmers who own the wheat and corn fields
on the bluffs above the wildlife refuges in the bottomlands of the
Missouri River. These farmers construct duck blinds along their bluffs
and charge hunters fees to hunt the ducks and geese that fly out* of
the bottomlands to feed in the grain fields. Hunters who choose not
to pay to hunt from private lands have legal access to the bluff hunt—
ing areas only along the public .ight-of-way of the section lines.
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The competition for ducks and geese, pitting nonpaying hunters against
farmers and their client-hunters, has 1led to confrontations- verbal
threats and physical Dblows. The anti-interference statute seeks to
discourage harassment of hunters by competing hunters. Officer Pract
added that while he knows of no anti-hunting groups 1in South Dakota,
this law was also intended to prevent such groups from establishing
themselves in the state.

Vermont. The Vermont State Constitution (written in 1777) guarantees
that all citizens have the right to hunt, fish, and trap the state"s

wildlife. In 1981, the Vermont legislature adopted an anti-harasssment
law to safeguard that constitutional vright by prohibiting disturbance
of hunters and fishermen. (Trappers in Vermont had been protected by

the statute for over 20 years.) The new statute seeks to minimize
restrictions on other legitimate users of public lands by exempting
from the ban "any incidental interference arising from lawful activity
by land users including farmers and recreationists."”

Vermont®"s Chief Warden Roger Whitcomb reports that the anti-harassment
law is actively enforced 1in Vermont because trapping and hunting are
activities traditional to the Vermont lifestyle. During the six-month
period from July 1 to December 1, 1983, the warden®*s office pursued four
complaints of harassment, leading to three convictions in trapping
cases. The harassment problem in Vermont has been limited primarily
to instances of individuals tampering with traps.

In summary, of the nine states which have adopted laws to prohibit in—
terference with the lawful taking of fish and game,

e only two states have convicted persons of violating the law, 1in
a total of four cases,

e a few states have used the authority of the law to issue warnings
rather than to make arrests, and

e in over half of the states which have passed a law to prohibit
harassment of hunters, there have never been major, reported
instances of harassment of hunters, trappers or fishermen.
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Comments from Advocacy Groups

In addition to talking with Fish and Game Department officials and leg—
islative specialists, | contacted several organizations dedicated to
the protection of wildlife and several organizations that promote
hunting, fishing and trapping.3 While these groups were not aware
of further incidents or arrests involving interference with hunters,
they did offer a few comments on the issue. Susan Russell, Director
of Friends of Animals (a national animal protection agency) cautioned
that the ™"intent"” of persons who disrupt a hunt may be difficult to
prove. She added that legislation to prohibit interference with a hunt
may be unconstitutional 1in its vagueness and in its infringement upon
a person® rights to use public lands. From the opposite point of
view, the Wildlife Legislative Fund of America (a hunters lobby) argues
that, when charges of interference arise, a non-hunter who 1is using a
hunting area should have the burden of justifying his activities. The
Wildlife Legislative Fund is sending us a copy of a "model"™ statute,
proposed by their organization, which would make interference with hunt—
ing a felony; we will forward a copy to you.

Incidents in States Without Anti-Harassment Laws

The confrontations between hunters and hunt protesters have become most
heated in the northeastern states. Fish and game officials or legisla—
tive specialists in other states commonly cited conflicts in New York,
Massachusetts, Connecticut or New Jersey in explaining the intent and
scope of laws passed in their own states. The major conflicts that
have occurred in these states are summarized below.

New York. The New York Director of Fish andWildlife stated that most
instances of alleged harassment of hunters in his state were not well-
documented. He recalled *wo protests involving the ™"peaceful, though
noisy" picketing of deer hunts in state parks by the Committee Against
Sports Hunting. A third incident involved the special Ripley Hunt to
curtail deer damage to orchards in a deer wintering area; hunters® car
tires were punctured by unidentified persons. Partly on the basis of
these three incidents of potential violence between hunters and hunt
protesters, the New York legislature 1is now considering legislation to
prohibit interference with the taking of game.

3Greenpeace, USA; Fund for Animals; Friends of Animals; Animal Protec—
tion Institute of America; National Rifle Association; National Shoot—
ing Sports Foundation; Wildlife Legislative Fund of America; GaTne
Conservation International.
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Massachusetts. Fisheries and Wildlife Director Richard Cronin charac—
terized hunting conflicts in his state as involving a core group of no
more than 200 sophisticated protesters who achieve major disruption
by playing to the media. Their strategies have included picketing deer
check stations, playing music at duck hunting lakes, and announcing
that they would place themselves in hunters® lines-of-fire in order to
halt a hunt scheduled for the culling of the deer herd on a private
nature preserve at Cranes Beach. Legislation has been proposed to
prohibit such activities, but Mr. Cronin estimated that it has only a
slim chance of passage.

New Jersey. Legislation to prohibit hunt interference is much closer to
passage in New Jersey, where a bill has been introduced with 21 co-spon—
sors (in an 8l1-member House). According to the game department®"s legis—
lative specialist, Bob Hitchmoney, New Jersey has experienced isolated
incidents in which duck blinds have teen contaminated through methods
advocated by wildlife protection groups. In addition, Mr. Hitchmoney
says a group of protesters from New York City annually picket the
Great Swamp deer hunt, attracting considerable media attention.

Connecticut. The Director of Wildlife said that incidents of harassment
were common several years ago (although legislation failed to pass at
that time), but Connecticut has experienced no major problems within
the past year. Past incidents have involved the New York-based protec—
tion society Friends of Animals, whose tactics include walking 1in the
woods with loud radios, beating on pots and pans, and sprinkling lighter
fluid along deer trails. There was also an incident where anti-hunters
launched a raft in Long Island Sound from which they shot flares and
played martial music to alarm ducks and geese, and an incident where
limbs where sawed through on a deer stand, vresulting in a hunter®s
falling and injuring himself. Connecticut™s Director of Wildlife said
that, in the absence of a statute to prohibit such harassment, Connecti—
cut conservation officers would in the future arrest hunt protesters
on other applicable charges; for example, a person pouring lighter
fluid along deer trails could be charged with illegal disposal of
flammable substances.

Penalties

Most states classify intentional interference with the lawful faking of
fish or game as a misdemeanor offense, punishable by afine in the
range of $100 to $500, or a jail term in the general range of 30 to 90
days, or both. (See attached table.) The severity of the penalty
usually depends on whether or not the violator actively disrupted a
hunt, refused an enforcement officer"s order or a court injunction not
to disturb a hunt, or was only present in the hunting area with the
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intent to disrupt the hunt. In addition to civil penalties, a convic—
ted violator may be liable for court costs, for punitive damages, and

for damages incurred by the affected hunter when the interference
rendered his hunting efforts and expenditures futile. (For example,

the affected hunter might collect the cost of his license and permit
fees, travel, guides, special equipment and supplies.)

I hope this information is helpful to you. If you have further ques—
tions, please let us know how we can be of assistance.

NP

Attachment



Arizona

11linois

Louisi ana

Mai ne.

PENALTIES FOR

INTERFERENCE WITH THE LAWFUL TAKING OF FISH & GAME

Actual interference is a Class 2 misdemeanor punishable by
a fine not to exceed $750.00.

Presence in a hunting area with intent to disrupt a hunt is
a Class 3 misdemeanor punishable by a fine not to exceed
$500.00.

A hunter may claim reimbursment for expenses related to an
interrupted hunt.

Failure to obey a peace officer®s orders to cease interfer
ence or to leave a hunting area is a Class 8 misdemeanor
punishable by a fine of up to $500, or a jail term of up
to 6 months, or both.

Actual interference with a hunt, or presence in a hunting
area with the intent to interfere, 1is a Class C misde—
meanor, punishable by a fine of up to $500, or 30 days in
jail, or both.

A hunter may claim punitive damages and damages for expend—
itures that were rendered futile by the actions of the
person who disrupted the hunt.

Actual interference with a hunt, orpresence in ahunting
area with intent to interfere 1is a Class 2 violation.

Failure to obey an enforcement officer®s orders not to
enjoin in disruptive activities or to cease disruptive
activities 1is a Class 3 violation.

The first such offense is punishable by a fine of $25 to
$100, or 10 to 60 days of imprisonment, or both. A subse—
quent offense 1is punishable by a fine of$100 to $300, or
30 to 90 days in jail, or both.

Interference with the taking of fish and game in Maine is
a civil violation punishable by a fine of $100 to $300.

A hunter may collect may collect damages for costs related
to the interrupted hunt.



Michigan

Nevada

Pennsylvania

South Dakota

Vermont

Interference with a hunt is a misdemeanor violation of
game laws which may result in a fine of not more than
$100 plus the costs of prosecution, or jail for up to
90 days, or both.

The law makes no provision for penalties.

Interference withthe lawful taking of game is punish—
able by a fine of up to $500, or jail forup to 30 days,
or both.

Failure to heed a peace officer"s warning not to engage
in, or to cease, an act disruptive to hunters 1is a
Class 1 misdemeanor.

Interfering with hunters, the process of the hunt, or
the hunted game is a Class 2 misdemeanor.

A violation may draw a fine of not more than $500, or a
jail sentence of not more than one year, or both.

Damages may include an award for punitive damages as well
as license fees, travel or other expenses which were
rendered futile by the interference.

Violators of minor hunting laws in Vermont are generally
penalized by a fine of not more than $100.

Source: State statutes, and telephone conversations with Fish and Game
enforcement officers in the respective states. *

Prepared by:

House Research Agency, April 1984.



NEVADA

Section |I. Chapter 503 of NRS 1is hereby amended by adding
thereto a new section which shall read as follows:
1. It is unlawful for a group of people, acting together,

intentionally to interfere with a person who 1is lawfully hunting or
trapping. For the purpose of this subsection, hunting or trapping is
"lawful™ only if permitted by the owner or person in possession of the
land, other than the government, 1in addition to any requirement of
license or permit from a public authority,

2. The provisions of subsection 1 do not apply tc any incidental
interference arising from lawful activity by users of the public Iland,
including without limitation ranchers, miners or persors seeking lawful

recreation.

MAINE
87541 Harassment prohibited.

1. Interference with taking. No person may willfully interfere
with the lawful hunting, fishing or trapping of a wild animal, wild bird

or fish.

2. Disturbing wild animals, wild birds or fish. No person may
willfully disturb or attempt to disturb a wild animal, wild bird or fish
with, r.he intent to interfere with the hunting, fishing or trapping of

them.

3. Violation. A violation of this section is a civil violation
for which a forfeiture of not less than $100 nor more than $500 may be
adjudged.

4. Property rights otherwise provided by lav;. This chapter shall
not be construed in any way to limit the ownership use, access or

control of property rights otherwise provided by lav;.

87542 Injunction; damages.

1. Injunction. The District Court or Superior Court may enjoin
conduct which would be in violation of section 7541 upon notification by
a person affected or who reasonably may be affected by the conduct, upon
a showing that the corduet 1is threatened or that it has occurred on
particular premises in the past and that it is not unreasonable to
expect that under similar circumstances 1it. will be repeated.



SOUTH DAKOTA

Section 1. No person may intentionally interfere with any person or
group of persons lawfully engaged in the process of taking or attempting

to take any game or fish. No person may engage 1in any activity
specifically intended to harass or otherwise prevent the lawful taking
of any game or fish. No person may engage 1in any activity to scare or

disturb any game with specific intent to prevent their lawful taking.
This section may not be construed to prohibit a landowner from revoking
a prior grant of permission to hunt on his land. A violation of any
provision of this section is a Class 2 misdemeanor.

Section 2. Any person who fails to obey the order of a peace
officer to desist from conduct in violation of section 1 of this Act, if
the officer observes such conduct, or has reasonable grounds to believe
the person was engaged 1in such conduct that day or intends to engage in
such conduct that day on a specific premises, is guilty of a Class 1

misdemeanor.

Section 3. The court may enjoin conduct which 1is in violation of
section 1 of this Act upon petition by a person affected or who
reasonnbl\ 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 may reasonably be expected to be repeated. The court
may award damages to any person adversely affected by a violation of
section 1 of this Act. Damages may include an award for punitive
damages, license fees, travel or other expenses which were rerdered
futile by preventing the licensee from taking game or fish.

Signed March 12, 1983.

ILLINOIS

[S.H.A. ch. 61, 11301]

Section 1. Definitions. As used 1in this Act:

a. "wild animal”™ means any wild creature the takingof which is
ithorized by the fish and game laws of the State.

b. "Taking", means the capture or killing of awild animal and

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 animals.

[S-H.A. ch.61, *1302]

Section 2. Any person who knowingly performs any of the following
is guilty of a Class C misdemeanor;

(a) interferes with the lawful taking of a wild animal bv another
with intent to prevent the taking.

(b) disturbs or engages 1in an activity that will tend todisturb
wild animals, with, intent to prevent their lawful taking.

(c) disturbs another person who 1is engaged in the lawful taking of
a wild animal or who 1is engaged 1in the process of taking, with intent to
dissuade or otherwise prevent ch.* taking.



(d) enters or remains upon public lands, or upon private lands
without permission of the owner or his agent, with intent to violate
this Section.

[S-H.A. ch. 61, =*1303]

Section 3. Any person who knowingly performs any of the following
acts is guilty of a Class E misdemeanor;

(a) fails to obey the order of a peace officer to desist from
conduct 1in violation of Section 2 of this Act if the officer observes
such conduct, or has reasonable grounds to believe that the person has
engaged 1in such conduct that day or that the person plans or intends to
engage is such conduct that day on a specific premises.

[S.H.A. ch. 61 «304]

Section 4. (a) Any court may enjoin conduct which would be 1in
violation of Section 2 of this Act upon petition by a person affected or
who reasonably may be affected by such conduct, upon a showing that such
conduct 1is threatened or that it has occurred on a particular premises
in the past and that it is not unreasonable to expect that under similar
circumstances it will be repeated.

(b) A court may award damages to anyperson adversely affected by

a violation of Section 2, which may include an award forpunitive
damages. In addition to other items of special damage, the 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 expenditures were rendered futile by prevention of the
taking of a wild animal.



State of Alaska
[ ffice: of the governor
Juneau

June 19, 1984

The Honorable Joe L. Hayes

Speaker of the House

Alaska State House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska . 99811

Re: CSHB 546 (Res) am S
(An Act relating to the

obstruction or
hindrance of lawful
hunting, fishing, or
trapping.)

Dear Representative Hayes:

Under theauthority grantedin art. 11, sec. 15, of the

AlaskaCons-.itution, 1 have vetoed CSHB 546 (Res) am S - a

bill that would have made it a misdemeanor for a person
"to perform an act with the intent to obstruct or hinder
hunting, fishing, or trapping engaged in lawfully byv
another person." As you may recall, | vetoed a similar
bill (2d SCS CSHB 163 (Jud)) last year.

I have decided to veto this legislation for the following
reasons:

First, an amendment to the bill made on the House floor
(the 1insertion of the language "possessing a valid State
of Alaska license or permit” which appears on page 1,

lines 13 - 14, of the Ffinal bill) creates both a
potential constitutional problem and a public policy
problem.

The amendment was made to ensure that a person who ob-—
structs the capture of orca whales 1in Alaskan waters by
Sea World could not be prosecuted under this law. The
overall result of this amendment 1is that if a person
obstructs a hunter holding a valid state license or
permit, that person can be prosecuted under this law,

whereas, if a person obstructs a hunter wno is Jlawfully
hunting with only a federal permit, (this includes orca
capture, as well as any other kind of hunting, fishing, or
trapping requiring a federal permit only) that person is



exempt from prosecution. Such disparate treatment of sim—
ilar offenders, with no apparent rational basis for the
distinction, raises an equal protection question under the

constitution.

On a rolicy basis, | question the wisdom of granting -
just because we want to specifically exempt from
prosecution those who might attempt to obstruct the
capture of orca whales - Dblanket immunity to persons who
obstruct hunters, fishermen, and trappers who are hunting,
fishing, or trapping lawfully without a state license or
permit. This provision should be given more thoughtful
consideration.

Secondly, it may be difficult to effectively prosecute an

offender under the bill. The new law would not apply to
obstruction or hindrance that 1is "incidental" to a per—
son®s lawful use of public or private land or water. This

exception was 1included so that hunting activities would
not be given a clear priority over other Jlawful outdoor
activities such as camping, hiking, birdwatching, etc.
Although adding this provision serves a laudable purpose,
especially since last year®s bill included no recognition
of the validity of such competing uses, this language 1is
likely to make it more difficult to prosecute some cases.
That .s, it may be difficult to prove that obstructive
acts were deliberate as opposed to being the incidental
result of another person®s lawful use of the land.

Thirdly, there have apparently been no verified reports in
Alaska of the types of "sabotage" tactics that the pro—
ponents of this bill seek to prohibit. I am not convinced
of the need to establish a new crime prohibiting conduct
that has yet to occur in this state.

Fourthly, as |1 stated in last year®"sveto letter, existing
criminal statutes provide adequate coverage for physical
interference with lawful hunting andfishing. In particu—
lar, the crimes of assault, criminal mischief, and haras—
sment provide criminal penalties similar to those imposed
under this bill.



Finally, <creating such a crime 1in the Alaska statutes
gives the impression that Alaska seeks to give hunting,
fishing and trapping of wildlife, (whether it be for
sport, commercial purposes, or subsistence use) priority

over efforts to protect and preserve wildlife. Despite
the fact that 1 myself have participated in sport hunting
and fishing, 1 do not believe that it 1is appropriate to

make such a strong statement in our laws.
For these reasons, | have vetoed this bill.

Sincerely,

Governor



| I I I m I h i ~ M . .
pouchV SIAte capuoi
JINEUA *KA99Bn

Tran [U (lo§[L&™ %07, &
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORANDUM November 20, 1984

SUBJECT! Draft bill reintroducing HB
546, An Act relating to the
obstruction or hindrance of
lawful hunting, Ffishing or

trapping. (WO 14-0063)
TO: Rep. Richard Shultz
FROM: George Edwards

Legislative Counsel

The draft bill for reintroduction of HB 546 from last
session has been completed with some modifications 1 wish to
point out. The modifications are responsive to objections
set out in the Governor®"s veto letter of June 19, 1984.

The initial objection went to language in section (a) which

limited the protected group to persons holding valid Alaska

licenses. The constitutional argument against this language
is compelling and my reaction has been to eliminate the

suspect phrase.
Thus, where the former version read:

"(a) a person may not perform an act with the intent
to obstruct or hinder hunting, Tfishing, or trapping
engaged in lawfully by another person possessing a
valid State of Alaska license or permit or exempted
from license requirements under AS 16.05.044,"

the current draft reads:

"(a) a person may not perform an act with the intent

to obstruct or hinder hunting, Ffishing, or trapping
engaged in lawfully by another person.

The Governor®"s other objection which can be responded to in
the proposed legislation is the interpretation of section
(d) which formerly read:



Representative Shultz
Page 2
November 20, 1984

"This section does not apply to obstruction or
hindrance that is incidental to the lawful use of
public or private land or water."

|f this section was incorporated to protect commercial |
fishermen who may inadvertently hinder other fishermen in
the ordinary course of their work, it appears to be
unnecessary. The affirmative defenses cover such a
ituation as well as others in which Ie%ltnnate.rlghts _
onflict. Thus, | have simply deleted the original section

— —0 »n

ubstantive change occurs in Sec. 16.05.927
here "costs for™ has been inserted before

nt and supplies.’

'%ns or further suggestions, please don't
me.
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HB 31 MEASURE HISTORY PAGE 01 OF 02

AN ACT RELATING TO THE OBSTRUCTION OR HINDRANCE OF LAWFUL HUNTING,
FISHING, OR TRAPPING.

PRIME SPONSOR: SHULTZ
CO-SPONSORS: MARROU, TAYLOR, BOUCHER

CURRENT STATUS: (S) RES

DATE PAGE ACTION
01/14/85  (H) 20 READ THE FIRST TIME - REFERRAL(S)
04/22/85  (H) 1017 JUD RPT 3DP 1DNP 2NR
04/22/85  (H) 1017 2 ZERO FISCAL NOTES
01/22/86  (H) 1843 RES RPT 6DP 3NR
01/28/86  (H) RULES TO CALENDAR 1/29/86
01/29/86  (H) 1916 2 UPDATED ZERO FISCAL NOTES FROM RES
01/29/86  (H) 1924 READ THE SECOND TIME
01/29/86  (H) 1924 ADVANCED TO THIRD READING UNAN CONSENT
01/29/86  (H) 1924 READ THE THIRD TIME HB 31
01/29/86  (H) 1924 PASSED Y28 N12

HB 31 MEASURE HISTORY PAGE 02 OF 02

DATE PAGE ACTION
01/29/86  (H) 1925 WALLIS NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION
01/31/86  (H) 1946 RECONSIDERATION TAKEN UP UNAN CONSENT
01/31/86  (H) 1946 HELD IN THIRD READING TO CALENDAR 2/3
02/03/86  (H) 1963 READ THF. THIRD TIME HB 31
02/03/86  (H) 1963 RETURN TO 2ND FOR AM FLD Y14 N25 X|
02/03/86  (H) 1964 PASSED ON RECONSIDERATION Y31 N8 X|
02/03/86  (H) 1969 TRANSMITTED TO (S)

02/04/86  (S) 1721 READ THE FIRST TIME - REFERRAL(S)
RESOURCES
JUDICIARY

RULES
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13
14
15
16
17
18
19

22
23
24
25
26
21
28
29

Original sponsors: hultz, Marrou,
a

S
Taylor and Boucher

IN THE HOUSE BY THE RESOURCES COMMITTEE
SENATE CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 31 (Resources)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTEENTH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to the obstruction or hindrance of
lawful hunting, fishing, 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. 16.05.926. OBSTRUCTION OR HINDRANCE OF LAWFUL HUNTING,
FISHING, OR TRAPPING. (a) Except as provided in (d) of this section,
a person may not perform an act with the intent to obstruct or hinder
hunting,Vfishing, or trapping engaged in lawfully by another person.
Fo~ purposes of this subsection, "lawfully" means

(L) in accordance with AS 16, regulations adopted under
AS 16, and applicable federal statutes and regulations; and

(2)  with the permission of the private landowner if the
hunting, fishing, or trapping is engaged in on private land.

(b) A peace officer who has probable cause to believe that a
person has violated this section may order the person to desist. The
officer may cite or arrest the person upon refusal to desist.

(c) In a prosecution under this section, it is an affirmative
defense that the person

(L) had a right to obstruct or hinder the hunting, fishing
or trapping, or

(2) reasonably believed that the person had the right to
obstruct or hinder the hunting, fishing or trapping.

(d) This rcmercial fisherman while
engaged in a the commercial fishing

-1- SCS HB 31(Res)



industry.
(e) A person who violates this section is guilty of a misder

or punishable by a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment for not
more than 30 days or both.

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

in such conduct.
(b) A person aggrieved by a violation of AS 16.05.926 s en-

titled to recover general damages and special damages, including
license and permit fees, travel costs, gquide fees, costs for special
equipment and supplies, and other related expenses.

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

ages set out in (b) of this section.



j&tate ~jfelaturi JAEM%M&&AQBU
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES (007) 488-3715
COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES

Overview HB 31
T0: HOUSE RESOURCES MEMBERS~” A DATE: January 21, 1986

FROM: Representative Dick Shultz (As requested by
Representative John Sund)

HB 31 is not a new bill in that the concept has been around
for some three years.

The rationale of HB 31 is very simple, however the political
solution is more complex. Basically it boils down to two
points of view.

1. Animal protectionist groups believe they should have
the legal right to harass hunters, fishermen or their
gquarry in the name of conservation.

2. Hunters and fishermen feel this is an infringement on
their rights to conduct a legally sanctioned
activity.

Other states (see packet) have opted to protect hunters and
fishermen in their activities and as a result have fashioned
legislation to address conflicts that may occur in the field.

HB 3j. is based on the review and input from several of these
states and is designed to protect both the hunter and the
fisherman as well as others enjoying the out of doors from
intentional harassment designed to frustrate their
activities.

The penalties involved are commensurate with those established
by other states and a defense is provided for those who have a
right to disturb field activities or reasonably believed they
had the right to create a disruption or disturbance.

IT one will take the time to read the growing sources of
information provided to those who wish to harass hunters the
necessity of this legislation will become more obvious.

When such activity takes place in Alaska it may cost an
individual many thousands of dollars and ruin the -crip of n
lifetime. With this type of loss the potential for violence in
the field is greatly increased. It is the intention of the
sponsor through the legal relief available via HB 31 to
provide a better alternative when such altercations arise.



HUNTING IS A DIRTY

B U S

IN E S S

Excerptsfrom an article by BU Gilbert

Stories about hunters shooting cows, goats, poodles,
Volkswagens and people are part of the folklore, but un-
fortunately they are frequently true. One fall 1 foolishly
ventured out with three small children into our overgrown
pasture. Suddenly there was the report of a gun, the zing-
zing of slugs passing through the underbrush a foot or so
over our heads. One satisfaction of the whole scary incident
was proving that at least a bird watcher was hardy enough
to run down a 17-year old hunter. | took the gun away
from the boy and took him to his father, who was ‘sport-
ing’ nearby. The old man mildly admonished the boy and
lectured me sternly about letting “ unmarked” children
wander about our own posted field.
f Beyond the fact that sports hunters are, as a rule,
[disreputable, the most obvious complaint against them is

(that they are destructive of wildlife.)Several species — the
passenger pigeon, heath hen, Eskimo curlew — were simply
hunted into extinction. Many more — buffalo, antelope,
grizzly bear, wolf, mountain lion, eagle, certain waterfowl
— now barely survive.

T Wildlife officials usually admit that without wardens,
\ the sport gunners would probably come close to wiping

out all game and a variety of other species.

The most irksome aspect of all this is that, unlike bridge
players, Boy Scouts, pool hustlers or any other sporting
group, hunters are more or less public wards. I, you, we
are required to subsidize hunters with our taxes and set
aside large chunks of our increasingly scarce wild lands and
wildlife for their use. Somewhere in the neighborhood of
25,000 public wildlife “conservation” workers, state and
federal, consume upwards of a half-billion dollars a year
mostly to make it easier and quicker for gunners to Kkill
animals. No other sports comes anywhere close to being so
pampered and coddled.

Take, for example, the National Wildlife Refuge system
operated by the Department of the Interior. Some 29
million acres of public land (2 million more than are in the
National Park system) are set aside for wildlife refuges.
Much of this land is managed and maintained for the
primary benefit of waterfowl gunners. Hunters point out
that they buy duck stamps and assert that this money pays
for the refuge system. The truth is that in 1976 the annual
refuge budget was about S30 million, and the annual in-
come from duck stamps was $5 million. In other words,
about 85 percent of the refuge money comes from general
tax revenues. Today the situation is even worse. So far
as | know, there are no state game agencies that do not
need appropriations which issue from people who do
not hunt at all.

*UOf species not classified-asJiuman

Hunters attempt to justify this obvious inequity by ex-
plaining that the work of state and federal wildlife agencies
benefits all wildlife. It is claimed that state and federal
hunting lands also serve as a sanctuary for many nongame
birds and mammals. They do sometimes, but it is largely
accidental. For example, Michigan is contemplating
creating about a half-million acres of new deer habitat.
This will involve bulldozing the land, turning it into deer-
browse scrub. Some other species will find the scrub
hospitable, but the variety of wildlife that can use the land
will decline. From the standpoint of the nature watcher,
these acres will be about as attractive as a housing develop-
ment in preconstruction stages.

An obvious solution to many of these inconsistencies and
inequities is to remove the financial — and thus political-
stranglehold that hunters and many public wildlife men
believe they have on wildlife agencies. (The"crucial need is
for all the operating funds—for wildlife agencies to be ap-
propriated from general revenues. Freed from the bondage
of hunters’ money, state and federal wildlife agencies
should be required to initiate research programs which
would benefit all fauna, not just those creatures that
hunters shoot. There is no reason why some public refuges
could not be left for the pleasure of photographers and
those who simply enjoy seeing and contemplating the ways

Hunters are so firmly entrenched in our wildlife
bureaucracy that only a concerted, aggressive campaign will
flush them. A philosophical basis for this campaign might
be the realization that despite a lot of pious, self-
congratulatory propaganda, hunters are generally a destruc-
tive, dangerous lot, who have made a mess of our wildlife.*



HUNTING SEASON IS

Get Out Your Hip Boots and
Make Life D ifficult For the
Weekend Woodsm an

American hunters will be shouldering their rifles and
shotguns within the next few months, marching off to their
annual offensive against wildlife. This legion, which is
generally better equipped than the entire German armies of
the Second World War, will take a bloody toll before the
season ends. They will kill deer and rabbits, ducks, dogs,
cats, a few children, and even a few of themselves. How
about calling a meeting of a few friends to plan for this
hunting season? Here are a few ways you can strike out
against the hunt:

1 Encourage neighbors with acreage to post their land.
Let them know that hunters cause more damage than
wild animals.

2. Many areas have hunting restricted to a specified
number of hunters with permits. The permits are
usually awarded by a simple lottery selection. Apply
for these permits yourself; you may win one and deny
a hunter his kill.

3. Get into the woods the day before hunting season. Try
to drive wildlife away. Stroll about with a loud radio
or a dog on a leash to make wildlife wary of humans.

4. Rotten eggs or cow dung can be rubbed into the floor
and walls of hunting blinds to make hunters uncom-
fortable. Uncomfortable hunters are irritable, and are
more likely to miss.

5. Placing deer repellent (available at many feed and
hardware stores) along deer routes will encourage the
deer to move away and leave the hunter with a route
devoid of the species. Scoop up a bag of human hair
from a local barber shop and put handfuls of it in lit-
tle bags about 2 or 3 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 away.

6. If hunters use dogs in your area, try to get hold of a
female dog in heat and lead her, on a leash, through

H

E R E

"Okayl Now don't move, Andyl Here comes Mom!"

an area that is heavily hunted. Male dogs in the
hunter’s pack will *get wind” of the female and lose
their enthusiasm for chasing rabbits or other hunted
animals.

7. 1f you have a portable tape recorder, buy a cassette
recording of wolf howls. Play this in the woods a few
times in the days before hunting season.

8. Buy large, old stuffed animal toys at a local thrift
shop or make your own. 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— and the noise of the
gun going off may scare away other wildlife. s

Excerpted from Friends of Animals “Tips for Hunt Saboteurs”

COMMITTEE TO ABOLISH SPORT HUNTING

Called “One of the Most Dangerous and Aggressive Organizations in the U.S.” by the National Rifle

Association

.r.

C.A.S.H. has

Won an epic battle to keep hunters out of 52,000 acre Harriman State Park in New York
Filed a lawsuit to stop hunting at Riley Creek State Park in Pennsylvania
Defeated the U.S. Department of Interior's ban on anti-hunting demonstrations at Great Swamp Refuge, New

Jersey

Specializing only in the fight against “sport” hunting, C.A.S.H. can continue working for wildlife only

because people like you care.

$20 provides a 1-year membership. Contributions of any size are gratefully accepted and immediately

put to use. Write us:

The Committee to Abolish Sport Hunting
Box 43, White Plains, New York 10605
or call: 212/428-7523



AARE YOU REALLY THAT HUNTGRY?

Today, chickens (and most farm animals) are raised in
such cramped quarters that they cannot even turn around.
Some are unable to lie down and must try to rest on the
backs of other animals.

Chickens in egg production can never stretch a wing.
They live indoors on slanted wire, 5 to 7 hens to a cage
slightly larger than a record album cover. Layers and
broilers have their beaks burnt off with a red-hot iron to
prevent the cannibalism that results from overcrowding
and stress.

At the meat inspection line the bodies spin by so fast
there is less than 3 seconds for inspectors to check the en-
tire carcass. Cancerous tumors are simply cut out with a
handknife, if detected, and the rest of the carcass is sold at
the meat counter.

Almost 100 of the drugs and pesticides used in animal
feed leave residues. According to the New England Journal
of Medicine, many of these chemical additives are known
carcinogens or linked to birth defects, even death, in
humans.

You can do something. You can vote with your con-
sumer dollars every time you do your marketing or order a

t - ._ ‘ H ‘ 4 1 _
. Ingrid Newkirk, with a chicken rescued from a gleiﬁl]él\g)tf o’ to cruelty and "yes' to life—yours and the
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VThe first Animal Rights
~Datehook shows
\animal exploitation
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T-SHIRTS

» Peaceful Rabbit
People for the Ethical Treatment of
Animals’ own. Rainbow effect on a
background of lilac, blue, beige, pink
or yellow. $
Also: Sweatshirt $15

Tote bag $8

* Meat's No Treat for Those You Eat
Famous crying pig in a sandwich
shirt. Blue or beige. $6

* Animals Are Not Ours To Eat, Wear
or Experiment On
Gray, Blue, Yellow or Red. $7

* The Animal Liberation Front Wants
You
““Gorilla/guerilla” . Black on beige,
red or blue. $6

* Meat Is Murder
Cow's face on a plate with knife and
fork. Silver/gray, beige, or blue. $3

ify size (S/M/L/XL) and color
%fgrdemgg qirts )

POSTER

* This is Vivisection
Ideal for booths, walls, and stores.
3

Please send order to: PETA, P.O. Box 42516, Washington,

D.C. 20015.

NAME

ITEM (§)|\Z/|§L) COLOR

PRICE QUANTITY TOTAL

TOTAL ENCLOSED:

BOOKS

* Animal Liberation
By Peter Singer. This finest book on
animal rights ever written. $4

» The Cookbook for People Who Love
Animals
Delightful and delicious animal-free
recipes. A must for your home. 9

* Animal Factories
A horrifying, facturai account of
modern intensive farming methods. S8

* The Naked Empress
Learn how drug companies and
others gain from animal research and
how we all lose. $10

» Slaughter of the Innocent
Graphic descriptions of how animals
suffer in laboratories and the in-
dustry that makes it happen. $4

* The Farm Cookbook
Great recipes from a peaceful com
munity of craftspeople, artists (and
cooks!). $7

° Dr. Rat
By author of E.T. William
Kotzwinkle. A scathing, witty novel
with a hard liberationist message. $4
BUTTONS
» Animal Liberation
3 for 2
+ Animal Liberation—Human
Liberation
3 for 2
» Meat Is Murder
3 for 2

STICKERS

* Liberate Laboratory Animals
Bumper sticker. $1.50

* Anti-Meat Stickers for Meat

Packages
25 for §L
* Love Animals, Don’t Eat Them
* Respect Animals, Don’'t Eat Them
Bumper sticker. $L
« CANCELLED
The perfect sticker for events that
abuse animals. $1
* Meat is Murder
Window decal. $L
POSTCARD sf )
* Hugging Infant Monke:
410rSL ”

* Buddy Chimps
5 for$l
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Defenders of W ild life

1244 19th Street, N.W. ¢ Washington, D.C. 20036 )
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Brace yourself. DAJ le £~ § M

What™ 1 have to tell you In this letter is
going to shook you.

The National Rifle Association has Just
filed a lawsuit that oould open most
National Parks to bunting and trapping.

This is an absolute outrage. There"s no
other way | can describe it.

Dear Friend,

For over 100 years America®s rational parks have been an example of
enlightened environmental policy to the rest of the world. And integral to
our model park system Is thbe principle that wildlife is allowed to live free
and unmolested in the parks.

Al this Will change-If. the. NRA wins 1ts suit.

The National Rifle Association - the wealthy lobbying organization for
gun enthusiasts and gun manufacturers -—*will have all the money it needs to
pursue its insidious lawsuit.

But we oan stop them If we take decisive aotlonright now.

That®"s why 1 am writing you this urgent letter. If ever there was a
pivotal case where we should stand up for wildlife, this s it.

I am asking you to send Defenders of Wildlife agift of $20 today to
help save our national parks from the hunting and killing of tbe NRA.
Maybe you can afford $35 or $50? Whatever you can send, please do it today.
We have no time to lose.

Bunting in tbe National Parks would not only threaten the wildlife but
also endanger other visitors. Trapping oould have a devastating impaot on
endangered species. Rare river otters, cougars, and even bald eagles have
been killed in traps set for otber animals.

The National Rifle Association suit cites Park Service regulations for
eleven areas within the National Park System. But the suit actually takes
aim at a very basic policy, by which hunting is prohibited in the
National Park System except in the few cases where Congress has specifically
allowed it.

The National Rifle Association would turn this 100-year-old prlnoiple
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upslde down: If they win, only e specific sot of Congress oould prohibit
,bunting and trapping in a National Park.

It la hard to believe that a selfish few would attempt, such an attack
on the fundamental character of our National Parks. The National FIfle
Association wants to raid our national wildlife treasures to provide
trophies and pelts for a handful of hunters and trappers.

t
The American people don"t want this outrage. Americans have

steadfastly supported the hunting ban in tbe National Parks.

Defenders of Wildlife Is oommltted to stopping this attack on the
wildlife of our National Parks, by Intervening In the suit. We have pledged
our all-out participation In a coalition of five environmental groups who
will cooperate In defending the parks against the NRA.

To meet the unexpected, coata_pf defending our national parka, we need
your emergency contribution of *20. *50. or *75 today.

When you support Defenders of Wildlife, you will Join the distinguished
company of concerned citizens from all walks of life who make up our
membership.

Furthermore, membership in Defenders of Wildlife entitles you to
receive Defenders magazine, bringing you a vivid and illuminating look at
wildlife in America. |In each issue of Defenders, you"ll see the threatened,
the nearly extinct ... and tbe species that are recovering thanks to the
work of Defenders of Wildlife and allied groups. Clear, insightful articles
oast new light on the complex issues of wildlife conservation.

But most important, by joining Defenders of Wildlife, yen"ll be giving
your support to one of America®s most aggressive conservation organizations,
now taking the lead in defending the wildlife of our National Parks.

Do we need bunting in Zion National Park? Do we want trapping in the
Assateague National Seashore? Do we want rifle-shots echoing through the
Grand Canyon? Should hikers have to fear a stray bullet in Evergladeys
National Park? The National Rifle Association lawsuit threatens all these

parks and 20 more where Congress has not specifically outlawed bunting and
trapping.

Please send your emergency contribution today.

Sircerely,

Allen E. Smith
President

PS: Defonders of Wildlife doesn"t have the opulent funding and high-
paid legal staff of the National Rifle Association. But we d& have the
support of the vast majority of Americans who want to save our National Park
wildlife. Can we oount on your generous contribution today?

Acopy of the last financial report filed with the New York Department of State may be obtained by writing to New York State.

Department of State. Office of Charities Registration. Albany. N.Y. 12231 or Defenders of Wildlife.
* 10 is the minimum membership contribution and entitles the member to 6 issues of s 5162 » Magazine

wo
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Dear Friend,

A young bobcat, not more than 6 months old, searches
through the snowy drifts for her evening meal. One mis—
placed step and she screams 1in agony her paw 1is
caught in the steel jaws of a leghold trap.

Once the heavy steel jaws slam shut, her efforts to
escape are futile. Every panic-stricken attempt merely
tears the flesh of her leg or paw. The trap may even crush
or break the bone.

For the bobcat, a slow, torturous death from loss of
blood, gangrene, starvation or exposure is almost certain.

If the bobcat survives until the trapper checks his
lines she will most likely be clubbed or choked to death.

Horrifying? Yes. But this is exactly how America“s
vanishing bobcats are being killed to supply the European
"fun fur™ market. And with the price of a bobcat skin up
to $650 in some areas you can expect record kills this

year.

The soaring demand "to be fashionable™ has all but
driven bobcats to the brink of extinction in many states.
Already, bobcats are gone, or require full protection 1in
12 states.

Just imagine, it takes the fur from ten bobcats to make
a single coat.

But bobcats aren"t the only animals to suffer. Over
15,000,000 wild animals and many thousands of dogs and cats
will be victims of the barbaric leghold trap this year alone l

Frequently, the traps intended for a particular animal
often kill non-target wildlife. Countless hawks, owls,
raccoons, badgers, and even rare an “endangered species like
bald eagles are often killed or mailed by these non-selective

traps.

And as many areas of the country become more populated,
many household pets are caught in leghold traps. This year

1244 19th Street N.W. « Washington, D.C. 20036



tens-of-thousands of dogs and cats will die or be severely
injured by leghold traps.

Yet those who trap for fun and profit continue to
slaughter innocent animals at an alarming rate.

Most people are not aware that trapping hags increased
drastically to supply the current "fur boom™. They are
aAﬁomgngare that frapping is widely abused, wasteful, and
Inhu .

But Defenders of Wildlife is working hard to change
all this. We are makln% people more aware of these horrible
abuses of America's last remaining wild animals. And with
your help, our relentless campaign to ban the cruel and
?esgructlve use of the leghold trap will be even more effec-

ive.

As you can see, we've taken on no small task. The
forces against us are gowerfuland determined. And that's
why more than ever before  we need your help and support
as a member of Defenders o~F~Wildlife.

When you join Defenders, you become an important member
of a sPeC|aI group of caring people who are concerned about
he fate of America's precious wildlife.

And you will have the personal satisfaction of knowing
that *our dues will be used to save wildlife, not only for
ourselves, but for our children and their children who will

applaud your foresight.

Frankly, we're very proud of our reputation as America's
most active, effective, and hard-hlttn1% wildlife protection
grouEu Here in Washington, and across the country through
our Field Representatives in key states, Defenders voices
your concern on wildlife abuses.

~Defenders of Wildlife is not bashful when the lives of
wild animals are at stake. *Through lawsuits in Federal
court Defenders has fpu%ht to save wolves, sea turtles, bob-
cats, and preserve wildlife refuges.

And we have taken other legal actions to p(otect.eagles,
manatees, coyotes, foxes, kangaroos and other wild animals.

Since 1925 Defenders has fought to save and protect de-
enseless animals. With the strong support of memhbers like
u, we were able to stop aerial huntln% of wolves in
aska temporarily halt the export of bhobcat pelts—-
feat Congressional attempts to weaken the Marine Mammal
otection Act eliminate the killing of coyote pups in
eir deng and win major reforms in the Government's
e

|
dator Control Program.

But all this is not enough if we want a safe future for
our remaining wild animals. We must expand the crusade against
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d .inhumane use of leghold traps and the other
flicted on helpless animals.

u care about bobcats and America's other vanishing
d wildlife please join Defenders of Wildlife today

I'm counting on you to accept this invitation to become
a member of Defenders of Wildlife. When you accept, | will
start your subscription to Defenders the magazine that
celebrates the wonder of wild places and wild animals.

, The first thing you're sure to notice about Defenders.
is the truly distinctive quality of the articles and wildlife
ilflustrations produced by our brilliant writers and contri-

buting artists.

And as a bonus; Each issue of Defenders
brings you a handsome, full-color, wild-
life poster. . . or a special efducat_lonal

supplement focusing on a specific animal
or Issue of concern to members.

Of course there are other reasons for joining Defenders
of Wildlife like our timely Action Alerts on critical
issues in your area  special member's discounts on beauti-
ful books and ?Ift items wildlife travel opportunities-——
and you will also receive a membership card and window decal
to proclaim to others your commitment to save wildlife,

But the most important reason of all for {olnlng Defenders
of Wildlife is the pride and personal satisfaction you will
get from knowing that your suPport Is* making a positive differ-
ence in the crusade to protect wildlife.

~ Please fill out and return the enclosed membership reser-
vation card. Full membership in Defenders of Wildlife, with
all it's benefits, costs you just $15 for one year. Or you
can enjoy a family membership for $20.

| doubt you'll find a better value, or the chance to do
so much to préeserve our wild heritage. Please act now. We
need you as a Defender.

P.S. Together, we can be the voice for these defenseless
animals. So please while you're thlnkln% about

It Return the membership form in the enclosed
postage-paid envelope and join Defenders today.
Thank you

JWG:aa
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TIPS FOR HUNT SABOTEURS

'm

?

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 Kkill deer and rahbits, 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 that range in effort, depending upon a person®s abilities and
commitment:

* e

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 vourself.
The permits are usually awarded by a simple lottery selection. |If you"re lucky,
you"ll win a permit and deny a hunter his Kkill.

3. Get into the woods yom-"llif «-h»-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, such 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 another good idea.

5. Ifyou"re familiar with wildlil"e 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 pretty well defined to a good woodsman.
Placing deer repellent (@vailable at many feed 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, jJust scoop up a bag of human 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 away.

6. Ifthere is muchhunting with dogs in your area, try to get hold of a female
dog in heat and lead her, on a leash, through an area that is heavily hunted. Male
dogs in the hunter®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 in 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 disrup™t 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 the interest
of public safety, the use of all weapons within its limits. Rifles, shotguns, bows
and arrows have t"ien known to kill people too.

9. |If you have a portable tape recorder, get a cassette recording of wolf
howls. Play this in the woods a tew 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 allow 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 - and <he noise of the gun going off
might serve to scare away other wildlife.

14. We will be trying to put together a better activist™s guide for next hunting
season, so if you have any ideas or procedures you“"ve found effective, please let 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 ma .n 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. Disrupt!
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Attachment

An America?n

A N bell finally broke looae rt British Columbia*! Spatiizi
. Wildemeu' Park. On Aelﬁust 3, 1981, after Greenpez
members harassed hunters relentlessly, a physical confrontation
between hunting guides and the Greenpeace troup occurred.
According to outfitter Ray Collingwood, four Greenpeace
members were involved in a fill E?al't with Collingwood and
three of his guides. Tbe environmentalists suffered severe facial
isjuries while the outfitter and guides emerged from the melee

with sore knuckles. .

Three Years OJHarassment
EndIn Fist-Swinging Violence.

The altercation was predictable, though unfortunate. For tbe
third year, the Greenpeace group tried to stop hunting in the
rovincial park by intimidating hunters and their wives,
locking horse trails by holding hands, and, in one case, by
grabbing the wing strut 0f a bush plane with hunters inside asthe
craft wes taxiing for takeoff. )
The Greenpeace organization has long been known for its
defense of whales and seals. The activist group relics on publicity
and tries to appeal to tbe uninformed public by using polished
media campaigns. Lies and innuendoes play a major role in their
n

nmear campaign. o , :
iri is designed first to terminate

pal .

The Greenpeace effort in Sp _ _
hunting in the park, then British Columbia, and finally tbe rest
of the world. P_atnck Moore of Vancouver, B.C., istbe leader of
tbe gioup. Typically, Moore relies on misinformation and public
{%gorance to IS viewpoint across. In an interview with

yne Cox of CKVU in Vancouver, Moore said of Spatiizi; "It

&%patlm) wes created in 1973 lo preserve the Osborne caribou

rd, which is B.C.’s onl n(*%_or caribou berd." Moore iswrong.
British Columbia wildlife officials say the Oshorne caribou 1s
technically the woodland caribou and s found in large numbers
from B.C. to Quebec. Moore also false_%stated that Spatiizi
Park wu tbe only northern B.C. park with caribou in it.

In the same intérview, Moore said . . . “there are many moose
and caribou shot up in the high alpine meadows in Spalsizi. The
meat is not taken out.” _ _ ,

Again Moore bed. Ray Collingwood said, “We've been
t])ggéglng meat out ever since we've outfitting, starting in

. At my own expense I've hauled meat to Iskut Indians for
their winter food supply.” o )

Cox uked Moore hoiw he could possibly interrupt huntersina
1.6-million-aat park. Moore answered, “Well, it's very easy to
find them. 1t’s almost all Gipne meadow. Thert'rc no trees on
most of it. So, they're right out in the open. They haveto havea
camp. You have to stay inalent. So, it's extremely easy to find
from aircraft.” _ L

Moore is dead wrong. | wu in Spetiizi just a few days before
the altercation. Much of the park' is indeed forested.” Colling*
wood's guides successfully outsmarted Greenpeace helicopters

ractically every day, and hunters were able to take the animals
hey had "permits for. During the first few days of Ihe British

26

Columbia sheep aeuon, Ccllingwoo<ro hunters took three
respectabW Stone sheep that meuured 38, 39, and 40 inches,
gesplte ?&catlrl]cd suowG%rful Greenpeace |_ntewer][tr|]gn. Inkfact,

uring ree-year Greenpeace campaign in the park, no
hunts wert stymied or thwarted, C?tlerﬁ/?loore's false statement
to the contrary. He said, “they’re no trthy hunting in Spatsizi
becausse (Sreerpeace hes occupied the park, and we're succeeding
in keeping the people out of there thu year, thankfully.”

Acco™png to Collingwood, fewer than a dozen Greenpeace
merrbcrsﬁ)cbrm to the park, and the%re woefully ojt of shape to
follow hunters or even locate them. Their efforts t >stop hunting
an?_ t(l) pjtycnt hunters from shooting at legil game have been
entirely inkain.

Why 'did Greenpeace suddenly attack hunting, ond why did
the _Slick Spatsizi Park? One >él_ose observer %aid they )\/Nere
lookingThr another “cause” to raise money. Spatsizi itself hes
been a controversial issue since it was mede a provincial park in

1975. TKe Order in Council spells out specific restrictions and
r_e%ulatlor_ls in the park, mcludmlg one that states bunting and
fishing will be allowed in the park on a sustained yield besis.

Sﬁ;gsizi Park is entirely wiloermess with no roads leading to it
or Ihroillh it. It isasuperb big game hunting area. Many record
animals, have been taken there, including grizzlies, caribou,
goats, sheep and moose. Collingwood is the only outfitter in the
park, and most of his clients arc American hunters. Only 30 or so
nonresident hunters visit Sgatslz_l annually. Hunter harvest is
minimalin tbe enormous 1.6-million-acre park, and nan%ar%
are not hunted at all. According to Col w;g;wpod, his hunter
harvest level is al"out one percent of the total pine population.
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HeO u_ideslon{ Si();(r nonresident she?p httmtﬁrs t(_aa(:h_ yeasr.
viously, eenpeace ition to hunting i Spatsizi
S to Toe based ona rmrgF?gtsher than blolog?cal_l  |f
the hardcore amounting group wes aa concerned with %ﬂ
opulations as they say _th&{ are, they should logically atssist
iological studies by contributing funds, but they haven't offered
a dime. This_is a typical posture of anti-hunter %ro_u stiBob
Henderson, Executive Director of the Western Guides'&nd
Outfitter's Association made up of I8E British Columbia and
Yukon quides, said their orpnization contributed more; than
$40,000 o caribou migration studies. He, Collingwood and
otber outfitters have donated their tipe and bush planes to help
pmc studies conducted by Canadian wildlife apneies. kK
Green tactics in Spatsizi art typical of their standard
operation. Perhaps the most highly activist cnvironmental.group
in the world, Green menbers go to the soenes of thelr
targets and physically try to interrupt or atymic activities. The
group is best Known for its bold efforts at stopping whaling and
Sedl cIubblnEn_—>even to the point of risking bodily harm.iTbb is
no loosely-knit orpnizstion of drug-uting hippies who .have
nothing better to do, but a highly professional group of shrewd
activists who will stop at nothlE[g to achieve thelrcgoals, tiev-
Jim Haney, a wildlife graduate who rmna%% ollingyood'a
Spatsizi operation, had an interesting thought on the Subject.
“Most of us are sympathetic to the 'Save The White issue
engineered by Green . After all, most of us are ignorant
about whites, and for all we know, they are quickly.lbeing
reduced to levels of extinction. But after seeing the Greenpeace
efTort in Spatsizi where they cleverly use the press to: their
advantage and broadcast lieS and untruths, you wonder: how
valid their whale issu; is. Worse than that, how many American
hunters and their families art contributing to the whaleifunds,
not knowing that their money might be going to finance

@W]Bive anti-huntin%(%gram?_‘ _ _ S
ey %[[1 %rdetiﬂepeacek 4)798pats,|Us_ zi hunting t% tlhelr“hlt Itlrs]t
enter in <97, Using expensive helicopters, the
harassed Gary Zechel and his %fe),(pgq-Carole.%fel, a%/
engineer with Ford Motor Company in Detroit, reported
incredible provocations by Greenpeace” members. The. environ-
mentalists showed up when Zeche! was hunting on horseback
out of a spike camp. After theyjeered and taunted the hunter,
they locked hands, tried to stap Zechel from riding dowh tbe
trail, and grabbed the horse's reins. Then they tumed their
attention to Jo-Carole. They hurled insults at hér, ran dose to
her as animals would, and Seared to be demon- sed. Jo-
Carole finally broke down, ran into her tent sobbing and
refused to leave the tent for days. Throughout the ordeal 1
and his guide kept their cooL Their restraint seemed to driye the
Greenpeace fanatica even wilder.

It Was Inevitable That Collingwood
AndHis Guides UsedFrontier Justice,

The following year wes not so tranquil for Greenpeacera in
Spatsizi. This time they took on DarTyl Hastings and Richard
Mielke, two Michigan hunters. Member* of the group walked
into camp, stuck cameras in their faces— even when the hunters
were in the outhouse — and screamed vulgar innuendoes”bout
aex and guns. The harassment wes incessant and continued
every day. At one point, Mielke scoped a wolf near camipwith an
gnload rlgcle;atandTrr]]e wu phygltcally jarred by a screaming

reenpeace fanatic. The antagonist, wearing expensive cameras
ended up in alake. Later, severd Green g >(%enatic* grabbed
the wing strut of a Beaver aircraft u it taxied for takeoff. The
enraged pilot, who wu flying two Swedish hunters lo another of
Collingwood'a camys, eted the flight, picked up an iron
pipe to be used u an “equalizer” in a possible fight wifb the
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Greenpeacera who outnumbered him, and returmed to the
trouble area. He ju out of tbe plane, and roughed up tbe
individual who grabped his plane. The Greenpeace member
made no attempt to fight back as the pilot slapped him around,
but kept his hands in his pockets all the time. Afterward, tbe
B”Ot wu_urged to file a formal complaint against Gr

f it it a grievous offense — and highly illegal — to
interfere witb a moving aircraft, but the pilot figured he'd
received satisfaction by scaring the wits out of the Greenpeace

member.

After Mielke and Hutinp left Spatsizi, (thex_took allthegame
animals they desired) and entered Vancouver Airport, theywere
ﬁqn harassed b members who had alerted TV

ions and reporters. The two hunters took refuge in a cocktail
bar, but the demonstrators continued until the bartender finally
drove them away. _ o

So it wu inevitable that Collingwood and his guides used
frontierjustice to deal with the Green fanatics in August of
1981. After the fight, in which the environmentalists were
severely bloodied and battered by the swinging fists of
Collingwood and his men, the Greenpeace effort wu'called off
in Spgglgl. Their headquarters office said it wu too dangerous
for them to continue their offensive against Collingwood and
hvnters in the wildermess park.

A Greenpeace MemberFired A
Flare Gun Close To A Guide's Fact "

Ray CoIIirll_?wood_ did not want to have a fight with
Greenpeace. He avoided the confrontation for two years, and
instructed his guide* to ignore them. He politely requested
Greenpeace group* to leave him and his clients alone, and he
silently endured their taunting jeer*. But Collingwood did not
take their insults lightly. He fumed inside and tried legal means
to stop the harassment. When | talked to Ray in his Smitbers,
B.C., office in late July, he told me he would try to get an
injunction against the Greenpeace attacks. As it turned o, the
anti-hunters not only harassed hunters, but also chesed sheepall
over the nigged mountains from aircraft. The final straw came
when Greenpeac incessantly attacked an Austrian
hunter and his wife. When Collingwood heard the radio call for
help, he landed his bush plane and confronted the fanatic group
with three of his quides. The bloody fight began when a
Greenpeace member Tired a flare gun close fo a guide’s face..
After the battle, Collingwood filed a restraining order barring
Greenpeace members from entering Spatsizi, but the legal battle
is just starting. Greenpeace will no doubt enter into expensive
court prc mg_s_a?alnst Collingwood, since be is the only
outfitter in izi. It they beat Collingwood and have huntin
banned in izi, theyli gain_a tremendous psychologi

aadvantage and continue their objective of eliminating hunting

worldwide.

You can help. Write to the Hon. James Chabot, Minister of
Lands, Parks, and Housing; Parliament Building; Victoria,
British Columbia, Canada,” V8V1X4. Mr. Chabot, who is
_resgon&ble for provincial parka, has been supportive of hunting
in tpatsyz; Tell himyou appreciate his attitude and urge him to
continue i .

The British Columbia Wildlife Federation b ur?in%passage of
a law preventing harassment of hunter*. Write to Bill Otway,
Executive Director of the organization and congratulate him.
His adadress: B.C. Wildlife Federation; «39-176th St.; Surrey,
B.C., Canada, V3S4C3. . _

And finally, a note of appreciation to Ray Collingwood,
who b about to fight in court for all of us, would be
appropriate. Write him at P.O. Box 3070, Smitbers, B.C.,
Canada, VOJ2NO. [
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Teaching A n ti

H unting
A or more agp a student in Connecticut wote aletter to me describi

W hsychUesngusmg the dlassroom asaplace to preach against hunti mr&g
VIb fan thaI Ietter in Ihe readers were incensed. Just recertly | have

eceived mresx:hletters romyoung students. We rmoneoItImlettersfromJeff
Cﬁaro ng hganlnt letters column of the January 1984 isste. Jeft
himu to rdicule| |n front ofhis feIImvstudmts and mede

oescribed how
him "took I|ke a rrurderer In front of my
Since that time | have received another etter from Many Sins of Lancaster, South

Carolina. Manysaya ‘I amsorry to say that | also have ateacher who tries to influence
hersttudents anti-hunting, so, | want edtoletyoukmNthatthlssonemndsI”e
Won change am 17 and an avidl oeer hunt andmnatter\/\hatshesaysshecant

atl E persan hes e ight o kedp and beer
arrrsa&”ﬁw.IImkt(o’m e, Rery Wbl

keep it that ws
| compliment Mart) on his strong stat He hesthe strength of his convictions

and he won the rful’ position being i the teacher.
\what about Imemw povve : p03| Imade%eltherwayb)(/)rVIhodontherI/e

the personal str tostardup to atead"e(?They are the ones'whose future opiry
ions and lives are DY teachers ing am-hunting ideas from a posi-
tion In the classroom be argued with.

Anti-hunting sentiments have no more plaoe being taught in the classroom than do

polltlcal nions, | would like to see what would happen to a teacher who said that
e|ther bllcans orI‘ne DemocraIs were all no good. The IaN ncwsaysthat not
oan besad in the dassroom because of the danger of st gj}
nmts ons about huntlng are exactly the sare. Teaohers should sfick to tem“lng
weste precious time preachlngt ir personal opinions.
John Kraker asxthgade teacher from Osakis. Mn wrote and mede an
rtant point, which s that many teachers love to hunt and fish This is somethlng

are prafessionals and try to gve

\/Irgpslowould al keep in mind. He sa?/s “Most teachers
unbiased educati choose not to hunt that Isfine but they

jons, If some shouldnat
the right to hu ng with this | do not like being included with anti-
huntters; nost t ael- ant| unters "

What he sas is frue b nhowethedassroomasasoapboxfor
their anti-hunting ideas are a senous roblem. Yearafter Edassafter dass, eath

%&ep%%sr?{sﬁeay puing I fear themI[gthem IS reater than we rgallze and 1
ogged nts of eaF():hers

welcoe letters giving spea ing anti-hunting sentiments.
I vvould like to yreastre just how blg the problem Is.

To those teachers whose minds are still | would urge them to read a colunn
vvrltten b)/John C Dunlap ahigh school |ISh teacher at the Lyndon Institute in
Vi 1 Defense of 0 untln in the March 7, 183 isse
of In |t Dunlap eloouentl stata Lnting meansto him. And | would
also ask teachers to read Oﬁ § Bad "written by Matt Canmill,
in the November 1983iss.e of m|II Isa professor of anatormy and
anthr I at Duke UnlverSIty In hs artl e Cartmil! traces both the jmportance of

hunt| oPmant of mankind and the history of the antj-hunting sentiment.
uote rrany Ines from this article, but there is a real danger in taking the

Sol vw | close by restatlrgsoneﬂung Cartmil! himself quoted inhis article: “Whether

e love hunting or hate it, vvrote the ethokﬁest Valenus Gelst in 1975, "eulogize its

bI|nd| passion or concerm It, hunting wes the force thet snaped our bodies, Molded
souls, and honed our minds.”

Executive Editor Vin T. Sparano
Managing Editor Lorraine P. Loughran

Senior Editors _
George H. Haas. William T. McKeown

Copy Chief Marita Begley

Assoclaie Editors

ol Septarie R
veraid Petge, Seeprenie R. Boyle

Assistant Editors o
Lois M. Birchfield. Yvette Valpais-Reichlin

Art Director Austin Metze
Art Editors  Jim Eckes, Diane Steinmetz

Editorial Assistants
Lois Derosier. Helen Duggan.
Roseanna Panarelto, Evargeline Tsavaris

Edltors-at-Large
Erwin A. Bauer. Bruce Br

JoIn O. Cartier, Patrick F. McManus.
Tom Opre. Richard Stames,
Lonnie Williamson, Jim Zumbo

Departnent Editogs
Jim Carmichel

William T. McK Iy
Tom Opre '

FIeId Editors

Ben East, Charles Elliott,
Rich LaRocco, Jim Rearden.
Frank Sargeart

Artist-at-Large
Leon Parson

gPubhcatlon number 493710)

uaacnintON sntvtCtu sutucnooon c<o*a pro-

cauad craeirorbcary.

Hew or rantwW onjaa Sard lo Outdoor Li* SuOaenpoon

Dapartmant. Bouldor.C080301 Ontyear$13 94 tooyaara

S24 87. thru yean $3417n m US. « potm xn

Canada and ettaarhara. ont year 117 94 too yaari S32 97.

fvaa ytari 146 97 Af SuOscnpton AO/tiiBmrtrt Wma lo

Mr RoOtfl Harlan Outdoor U«a. PO Boi 285! Boulder

CO 80322 For change ol addrnt eJtoa |j> « h u . piaaaa

grvateth aM and near tSdram a. Nobcat ol unoafcv-

ered oopwi (Form 1579) lo Mr Roden Harlan. PO Boi

2851 Boulder CO 80322

MrcroYm edooni ana avpvaora from Unyrjty **c/v»n.

Ann Ardor. Ul 48108

Saoond dau pottage pad a< Loa Angaiaa CA. and add-

lon. ma’lr&;oncat puoreaaon raimoar ISSN-0030-707S
omen

ISO Uadiaon A * . Near VW*. KY 10017

Pudaehad morahfy by

Tanaa Maror u '] -------- Inc.

do Comramcsaon Oapi. Loa Angaiaa Tanaa.

TVnat Maror Square Loa Argaiai CA 90053

Pmaad XI US A Codynght 1 1884 6y T«t*i IArror Maga-

maa. Inc. at npht* raaarvad Coraara o<th* megaime

may Nnot pa reported anrheul pemwagn Contncutont arc

adc-mad bit aa cannot ra«ra againat tha,, Cat anooaa

por-gaKxrthan Wna Tha£dao».OutT>00<iL*|.3eOMax»-

aor. Arc . Nee NY 10017

Phocoocaaa of Ouroooa Lay tra matte* et TSa par paga

pnpard



