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lambten gran parte de la piataforma continental con una gran riqueza potrolera
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require a treaty for any relinquishing to any country of any territory, exclusive

economic zone, or fishery conservation zone of the I'nited States, and for

establishing international boundaries.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
JaNI'ARY tj. 1987

Mr. Danvemeyer introduced the following bill: which was referred to the

Committee on Foreiim Affairs

A BILL

require a treaty for any relinquishing to any country of any
territory, exclusive economic zone, or fishery conservation

zone of the United States, and for establishing international

‘

boundaries.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
lives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1 LIMITATION ON RELEASE OR TRANSFER OF TER.

RITORY OR CLAIMS OF THE UNITED STATES.

The President may not relinquish or transfer to any
country any territory, land, exclusive economic zone, or fish-
ery conservation zone of the United States or any claim of

the United States to any right, title, or interest in or to any

0
territory, land, exclusive economic zone, or fishery conserva-
tion zone unless provided for by a treaty between the United
States and that other country.
SEC. 2 BOUNDARIES TO BE ESTABLISHED BY TREATY.

A boundary' (including land boundaries, maritime bound-
aries, exclusive economic zones, and fishery conservation
zone boundaries) between the United States and any other
country may be established only by treaty, signed by the

President and ratified by the Senate.

0
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CO-SPONSORS OF HR341

Sponsored by William Dannemeyer(R-CA)

22 January 1988

Total: 34
Robert Badham (R-CA)
Joe Barton (R-TX)
Charles Bennett (D-FL)
Helen Bentley (R-MD)
Dan Burton (R-IN)
Howard Crble (R-NC)
Jack Davi_, (R-1IL)
Thomas DelLay (R-TX)
Robert Dornan (R-CA)
Mickey Edwards (R-0K)
Elton Gallegly (R-CA)
Newt Gingrich (R-GA)
Fred Grandy (R-1A)
Ralph Hall (D-TX)
Paul Henry (R-MI)
Wally Herger (R-CA)
James Inhofe (R-0K)
John Kasich (R-0H)
Robert Lagomarsino (R-CA)
Donald "Buz"™ Lukens (R-0H)
Ron Marlenee (R-MT)
Matthew Martinez (D-CA)
Carlos Moorhead (R-CA)
Stan Parris (R-VA)
John Porter (R-IL)
Bill Schuette (R-MI)
Robert Smith (R-NH)
Bob Stump (R-AZ)
Pat Swindall (R-GA)
Fred Upton (R-MI)
Curt Weldon (R-PA)
Frank Wolf (R-VA)
George Wortley (R-NY)
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To Stop the Giveaway of 5 Key Alaskan islands

With Vast Ol Potentlal to the Soviet Union
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HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS PROVE U.S. STATE DEPARTMENT WRONG TO EXCLUDE
STATE OF ALASKA FROM BOUNDARY NEGOTIATIONS WITH SOVIET UNION

"Historical documents, dating back to Daniel Webster, show conclusively that the
U.S. State Department has been totally wrong to exclude representatives from the State
of Alaska in the boundary negotiations that have been going on since 1981 with the
Soviet Union,"™ it was charged by Carl Olson, Chairman of State Department Hatch, e
nonpartisan foreign policy watchdog group, headquartered in Washington, D.C.

"These negotiations bv the State Department have caused a constitutional crisis
because they are usurping the sovereignty of the State of Alaska over its awn borders,
ana are threatening to give away to the Soviets five strategic Alaskan Arctic islands
and vast oil-rich and fishery-rich seabeds in the Arctic Ocean and Bering Sea," Olson net.

The rights of states to be secure in their own boundaries were scrupulously respects
when the boundary between the U.S. and Canada was negotiated in 1842. Historical
documents show that the U.S. Secretary of State Daniel Webster and President John Tyler
were adamant in requiring the participation of the States of Maine and Massachusetts in
any necotiaticns and final acreement with Great Britain over the matter.

In letters to the Governors of Maine and Massachusetts, dated 11 Acril 1342,
Secretary Webster X/rote, "The President prcooses, then, that the Governments of Mains
and Massachusetts should, severally, appoint a Commissioner or Commissioners empawerec
to confer with the autncrities of this Government upon a Conventional line, or line cy
acreement, "with its terms, conditions, considerations and equivalents, witn ar.
understanding that no such line will be agreed ucon without the assent of suer,
ccrrmissicnsrs.”

Secretary Weoster went on to say,"The mode or oroceedinc, or some other wrue.t
exoress assent before hand, seems indisDensibls, if any negotiation for e Conventional
line is to be had, since if happily, a treaty should result or tne necctiaticn, it car.
only be submitted to the Senate of tne United States for ratification."

Indeed, the State of Jlaine appointed Commissioners Edward Kavanach, Edward Kent,
John Crtis, and William Pitt Preble, and Massachusetts appointed Coirmissicr.ers Abbott
Lawrence, John Mills, and Charles Allen. Follawinc considerable necotiations m
Washington involving Lord Ashburton of Great Britain, the Kebster-Asnburton Treat"/
was eventually agreed upon and ratified. It is important to note tne the boundary
with Canada did not touch tne State of Massachusetts, but it was included because it
retained residual property interests in the areas of dispute alone the Maine-Canada borce

With respect to the current negotiations with the Soviet Union, there have bee:",
six rounds heid alternatively between Moscow and Washincton. The nositicn of the Scat-*-
Deoartment has been to yield up tc the Soviets the .Alaskan islands of Wrancell, Herald,
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be virtue nf possession, and more; llint she <litnincil inurli mure tlinn aim rmild
claim under ihe letter i>f the Trenty of Pari..; and that idle obtained nearly DUO
square miles nf territory .a the ha-m nf the upper St John over and above that
awarded I»v tho king nf the Netherlands. She conceded an area of 130 squaru
miles in tho Imsin uf the upper Conncetiem Itivcr. She also conceded a strip
between the 45tli parallel ami the‘old line'with an area of 73 square miles, but,
as tbc ‘old line* is in places .smith uf tho 45th parallel, she received, east of St
Regis. a btrip containing 11’j square miles. So far as tlicro ‘strips' wuro con-
cerned, the united States and Great liritain had valid titles by virtue nf occupa-
tion, and tho concession* were simply validations. Tn addition to the foregoing
the Ashburton settlement ended a controversy that had disturbed the relations uf
the two countries for nearly sixty years; that had, on several occasions, brought
two great nations to the verge of war; and that had seriously interfered with
commercial intercourse. Finally, it is worthy of note that" the commission
appointed to adjust the respective claims of New Brunswick and Quebec to the
area west of the ‘due north line' awarded to Great Britain by the Ashburton
Tr:eaty I‘r]e;?]or'ﬁleld an 1848, six years later, thart] a troct of ﬁountry lies between
tho north highlands yest ueno ine, an e line of tho,Uni
s%5m£mm%%%wﬁ@ ﬁmMe Wm%%mﬁ
. and WhICh ill 17ti3, forme of the ancient territory of Sagada-

lioek.' This 'tract of country’ was conflrmed to Great Britain by tho Ashburton
Treaty.
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Department of State, 1934

384 Document DO

of September 29, 1827 (Document 58), a reference had been made 0|

the northeastern boundary question to arbitration by tho King of the
Netherlands.

That constitutional theory, moreover, had been explicitly supported

by the Fedcrnl Government during the negotiations with Great
, Britain whlc:[b (j-é%\i/ed tho decision of tho King of the Netherlands
of January regarding the northeait:)g rl Igﬁundary and tho
e subsequent refusal of the Senate, on June 8 to accept that
award: the British Government ut various times and in varied lan-
guage nad been officially informed that “ under the peculiar structure
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Il the distinguished Arbiter agreed upon had found himself able to come to a
' decision upon tho subject satisfactory to hia own judgment, the Government of
the United States would not have hesitated for a moment, whatever might have
een its opinion of tho justice of such decision, to have united with lib Majesty's

@ Government in carrying it fully and immediately into elfcct.

In a.lon IetJer f0 Goyernor K?Et of Mapne %ated Mar h.1 1838
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Tho principles which have hitherto governed every successive administration
of tho Federal Government, in respect to its [~owcrs and duties in the matter,
arc—

Tlﬂtl ;bat It k)% Jpower to setHit tliu boninlrv line, in question. "IIti Great
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+1733. either bw direct ncjiotmtinn. or, in case of naocrtoined inability to do bo,
by arbitration; and that it is its duty to make all proper cHorts ta accompllsh
this, object bv ono or tho other of those nicun«.

That the General Government ia nut competent to negotiate, unless per-
mhaps on grounds of imperious public necessity, a conventional line Involving a
cession of territory to which tho state of Mnino is entitled, or the exchange
thereof for other territory not included within Die limits of that State, according
to tho true construction of the treaty without the consent of the State.

In these views of his predecessors In ollice, tho President fully concurs, and
it is his design to continuo to net upon them.

In the similnr letters Of WebStTé the Go rnors of Maine and
1P s, 8

?/é%s%jaf‘husetts dated April Domestic Letters,
=J1l, published correspondence, 6 6 ' wero these paragraphs;

The opinion of this Government upon the justice and validity of the American
claim has beeu expressed, at so many times, nnd in so many forms, that a repe-
tition of that opinion is not necessary, Ihit the subject is a subject in dispute.
The Government has ngTced to make’ it inottcr of reference and arbitration; and
it must fulfil that agreement, unless another mode for settling the controversy
should be resorted to, with tho hope of producing a speedier decision. The
President proposes, then, that the Governments of Maine and Massachusetts
should, severally, appoint a Commissioner or Commissioners empowered to con-
fer with the authorities of this Government upon a Conventional line, or line
by agreement, with its terms, conditions, considerations and equivalents, with
an understanding that no such line will be agreed upon without the assent of
such commissioners.

This mode of proceeding, or some other which shall express assent before hand,
seems indispensable, if any negotiation for a Conventional line is to be had,
since if happily, a treaty should be the result of tho negotiation, it can only be
submitted to tho Scnato of the United States for ratification.

|slature of Mass% husetts had pr ﬁ}ﬂys%\gm March 3, 1842
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Re 0|ned That there shall bo chosen, bv ballot, In convention of both branched
of the Ieglslature four persons who are hereby constituted and appointed com-
“miasioncra, on the part of this state, to repair to tho scat of government of tho
United States and to confer with tho authorities of tiint government touching a
conventional Ilne or lino by agreement, between the state of Maine and tho Brit-
ish provinces, havmg regard to the lino designated by the treaty of 1733 ns unl-
e formly claimed by this state, and to tho dcela,rations and views expressed in the
foregoing preamble, and to givo the assent of this aiato to any such conventional
line, with such terms, conditions, consideration-) and equivalents us they shall
deem consistent with the honor nnd interests nf the state; with tho understanding
tiint no such line bo agreed upuu without tho unanimous assent of such com-

missioners. " n
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President Tyler was formally notified by the Governor of Mnino
(John Fairfield) 0l tho elecggn of tho four C?Tr?lgj ners 0| Maine
(publlshed correspondence, letter of May 5

Z resolution of tho Legislature of New Hampshire of Juno 23,
].8 2, tho Senators and Representatives of that State in Congress
wero requested "to take such measures as may be necessnrv, during
tho pending negotiations at "Washington rclativo to tho Northern
nnd North Eastern Boundary of tho United States, to best sustain
the rights of this State to tho territory over which we liavo always
heretofore claj-g}fz %lb(é exercised jurisdiction” (Laws of New Hamp-
shire, Juno That resolution,-h er, was not com-
municated to Pre5|dent Tyler until July 15 (igﬁ when tho north-
eastern boundary had been settled as between Woci.uter nnd Ashbur-
ton, with full satisfaction of tho claim of New Hampshire; and tho
participation of the New Hampshire delegation in Congress in tlio
Tgﬁ edln s appears to hnvo been limited to the submission, onJuly 19,

brief statement tﬂjgz ertain documents und pupers (seo
publlshed correspondence,

Aside from tho formal exchanges of Juno 17 1842 (Ibld 38) tho
written negotiatiqns J2gardi tho northeastern boundury omprl f
four notes %%I(T., %ﬂ'grf, gg'gtﬂ three of Ashburton (Juno Junesf
and July 11) and ono of Webster (July 8), with which is to be read its

closure T 0 tter of the Maine commissioners to Webster of Juno

Ibld T % 7 also to bo mentloneci sa secorgi ter of the Mnino
commlssmners to Webster of July Ibld 4@ y which, while
dated after the accord of the two PIenlpotentlarles was doubtless
drafted before tho terms thereof were communicated. Moreover,
during the period of tho correspondence, ther informal com-
munications of one sort and another (see ibid. 977/\,?@)

There was expressed d common desire to av0|d “ the interminable
discussion on the general grounds on which each party considers their
claims respectively to rest”; notwithstanding this,” a considerable
portion of tho correspondence was argumentative, with historical and
geographical references.

In Ins first note, of June 13, Ashburton gave no precise indication
of a lino to be proposed; but he spoke of tho portion of the disputed
territory which might come to Great Britain us being " as worthless for
any purposes of habitation or cultivation ns probably any tract of
equal size on the habitable globe"; and ho even suggested that Great
Britain would have given up tho controversy “ if it were not for tho
obvious circumstance of its connecting the British North American
provinces”. That necessity of intercolonial communication was tbo
admitted basis of any agreement for a conventional line; it is men-
tioned in each of tho two above-cited letters of the Maine commis-
sioners and is spoken of with emphasis in the note of Webster, who
acknowledged “ the general justice and propriety of this object” and
agreed that “ a conventional lino ought to bo such as to secure it to
England ”.
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proposed a lino nigw4%nt llio soilin® of tho St. Croix to the St.
Jolut (tho Line of regardless of its deviation front the true
north), and tho lino of tho St. John "up to somo one of its sources"
(a somewhat nnibiguous expression, but meaning approximately up
to tho sourco of the southwest branch as mentioned in Article 1 of‘tho
treaty), except for a deviation on the right hunk so as to include in
New Brunswick the wholo of tho Madawaska settlement, which
extended on both sides of tho river "from tho mouth of the Mada-
wnska up to that of tho Fish river” ; and with that boundary ho was
willing to engage that "all lumber and produce of tho forest of tho
tributary waters of tho St. John's shall be received freely without
duty, and dealt with in every respect like tho same articles of New
Brunswick", to agreo to the old Valentine and Collins lino from the
Connecticut to tho St. Lawrence, and also to accept the American
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Thus tho correspondence ended as Ashburton urged, it was suc-
ceeded by conferences, of which there is no formal record. Sending to
tho Mnino compyssioners the note of Ashburton of July 11, Webster
wrote on July that ho would soon meet with them, "being vcrv
desirous of making progress in the business in which we are enguged,
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Tho last Despatch which | Imd the honor of addressing your J-ordship tho 20
of last month N* 10 on the subject of my negotiations relating to tho North
Eastern Boundary must have conveyed expectations of nn earlier nnd more
satisfactory settlement than 1 regret to say, | have, with every exertion oil my
part, been hitherto able to realize. Delay and dilliculties have resulted from tho
present condition of this Government and from tho pertinnciom. resistance of the
Commissioners from tho North by whom that Government is in this business
f iided and over-ruled. If | were not warned by the past from over-confidence,

should sav that two or three days more could nut fail to bring us to a settlement
and to tho outlines of a convention, but | fear that it may ho on rather less favor-
able terms, titan | had given your Lordship to expect. | now pieced to stuto
what lias occurred on this subject since | last wrote.

Tho written proposals submitted by mu having circulated nmonﬂ tho Com-
missioners from Maine nnd Massachusetts, | soon leurnod that althou..h they
differed much ainoug themselves about somo parts of them, they nil concurred
with great earnestness on tho ono point that wo were not to be permltted tocross tho
St John, nor consequently to save tho southern portion of tho Mmlawuskn settle-
ments. | was assured by the heat-informed and by tho best-disposed persons from
New England, thut tho Commissioners would not dare to return to llicir own
country niter making such a cuncessi in, and finding indirectly iluu our preten-
sions in this respect would bo considered extravagant in tho .Senate, ami through

m the wholo country, [ made up my iiiiml not further to press this part of our claim,
especially ns 1 had no equivalent to oifer in territory, and 1 thought it neither
prudent nor cx|>cdiuut to ulfer any in money.

The Commissioners from Maine submitted to tho Secretary ofState an answer
tO my proposals, and after keeping it some time the latter sent it to mo with Ins
own formal reply, as no regular cumii.timcutinus could lake place between tbo

‘ Now gM'lted " Metgeriuelle".
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Comm|53|oners and me. Your Lordship will find these two papers Inclosed. 1 ™
] these discussions began to he talked of abroad, os it was rumoured that serrousr

differences existed, ana as | was sensible that Injury might arise from drawing '

the publia press into the controversy, | lost no thno and sent Mr Webster my

note the day after tho receipt of his. It is also enclosed herewith. ' [Tho three —*

enclosures to this despatch ore (a) Webster to Ashburton, July 8, 1842 (published

correspondence, 44-50); (fg the Maine commissioners to Webster Juno 20, 1842

(ibid., 72-S0O); (c) Ashburton to Webster, July 11, 1842 (ibid., 5Q-5fl) |

Thcso papers will show your Lordship tho present stato of this question, and
require little explanation. You will seo that | invito personal conference in pref-
erence to a long desultory controversial correspondence because ot this advnnced
period of the Session, and In tho state of ﬁarties here, delay miRht wholly defeat
our object, and there can bo no doubt that, with somo at least, that defeat is
much desired.

It will be observed that the Informal memorandum of tho Maine Commissioners
contains some rather coarso insinuations which would hardly lutvo passed un-
noticed, if presented in any other form. Your Lordship will see that, though I
thought it best to give them no direct attention, they induced me to state our
senBO of our own rights in rather a firmer tone than | otherwise should Imve done,
and | have reason to believe tiint this lins been of servico towards accelerating a
termination of these discussions.

I can hardly now hope to communicate by this ﬁacket any final settlement of
this question.” Various rumours will of courso reach Europe, as to tho probability
of any tettlemeut whatever. | am not myself apprehensive of not coming to
some terms within tho limits of my powers, but tho difficulties of my task have cer-
tainly incieased, owing to the character of tho persons who influence tjiis negoti-
ation, and nf those whose duty it is more immediately to conduct it with me. |
trust your Lordship will be assured that it has not failed to receive from mo the

most anxiout. and cautious attcution.
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You have had an opportunity of rcadinc Lord Ashburton's note to me of the
11th cf July. Since that date 1 have had full and frequent conferences with him
respecting the eastern boundary, and believe | understand n-hnt is practicable :o
be done on that subject, so fur as ho is concerned. In these conferences lie han
made no positive or binding proposition, thinking perhaps it would bo more
desirable, under present circumstances, that such proposition should proceed
from the side of fthe United States. | have reason to believe, however, that ho
would agree to d line of boundary between the United States and tho British
provinces of Canada and New Brunswick, such as is described in a paper accom-
panying this (marked B), and identified by my signature (see published correspon-
dence, 33-84; D.S., Northeastern Boundary, envelope 13, a draft copy with inter-
lineations nnd corrections).

In establishing tho line between the monument and the St. John, it is thought
necessary to adhere to that run and marked by the surveyors of the two Govern-
ments in 1817 ami ISIS. There is no doubt that the I|nr1\ recently run by Major
Graham is more entirely accurate; but, being an € line, there would bo
objections to agreeing to it without examination, and tIU|s another survev would
become necessary. Grants and settlements, also have been made, in conformity
with the former line, tnd its errors are so inconsiderable that it is not thought that
their correclion is a sufficient object to disturb these sctticmeuts.  Similar con-
siderations have had great weight in adjusting the line in other parts of it.

The territory in dispute between the two countries contains 12,027 square
miles, equal to 7.097,280 acres.

By the line described in the accampnnving paper, there will be assigned to the
United States 7,013 square miles, equal to 4,189,000 acres; and to England 5,012
square miles, equal to 3.207,080 acres.

By the award of the King of the Netherlands, there was assigned to the United
States 7,903 square miles, 5,001,120 acres; to England 4,119 6quara miles,
2,030,100 acres.

The territory proposed to lie relinquished to England, south of the line of the
King of the”™Xctlicrlands, is, as you will see, the mountain range, from tho upper
part of the St. Francis river to the meeting of the two contested lines of boundary,
at the Mctjarinctte Portage, in the highlands, near tho source of the St. John'’s.
This mountain tract contains S93 square miles, equal to 571,320 acres. It is
supposed to be of no value for cultivation or settlement. On this point you will
see, herewith, a letter from Captain Talcott, who has been occupied two summers
in exploring the line of the highlands, and is intimately acquainted with the
territory. The line leaves to the United States, between the base of ttio hills nnd
tho left bank uf tbo St. John, and lying along upon the river, n territory of 057,280
acres, embracing, without doubt, all the valuable land south of the St. Francis
and west of the St. John. Of the general division of the territory, it is lielieved
it may be safely said that while the portion remaining with the United States is,
in quanlitv, seven twelfths, In value it iaat least four fifths of the whole. (For the
letter of Captain Talcott, see published corrcs|>ondcnce, 84 |

Nor is it supposed that the dpossessmn of the mountuin region is of any impor-
tance, in connexion with the defence of the country or any military operations.
It lies below all the accustomed practicable passages for troops into und out of
Lower Canada: that is to say, the Chnudiere, Luke Chermplaln anil the Richelieu,
anil the St. Lawrence. If un army, with its MAICTI, could poa-iihly puss into
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Canada O\ﬁtntllesu mountains, it would only find itself on the hanks nf the St.
Lawrence NMNV tjucber; and. on tliu other "hand, it ia dot conceivable that an
invading enemy from Lower Canada would attempt a passage in this direction,
leaving the Chnitdicru on one hand and the route by Madawaska on the other.

If this line should be agreed to, on the part of the United Mates, | suppose that
tho Itriti>li minister would, a* an eipiivalent, stipulate, first, for the use of tho
river St. John, for the conveyance of the timber (trowing on any of its branches, to
tide water, free from all discriminating tolls, impositions, or inabilities of any
kind, the limb enjoying all the perlleges of lirilish colonial timber. All
opinions concur ..int this privilege of navigation must greatly enhance the vnluo
of the territory and the timber growing thereon, and prove exceedingly useful to
the people of Maine. Second; That Rouse's Point, in Lake Champlain, and the
lands heretofore supposed to be within the limits of New Hampshire, Vermont,
and New York, but which a correct ascertainment of the 45th parallel of latitude
shows to bo in Canada, should be surrendered to the United States.

It is probable, also, that tin: disputed line of boundary in Lake Superior might
he so adjusted as to leave a disputed island within the United Stntes.

These cessions on the part of England would enure partly to the benefit of the
States of New Hampshire, Vermont, and New York, but principally to the United
States. Tho consideration on the part of Euglnnd, for making them, would be
the maimer agreed upon fur adjusting the eastern boundary. The price of the
cession, therefore, whatever it might be, would in fairness belong to the two States
interested in the manner of that adjustment

Under the influence of these considerations, | am authorized to say, that if the
commissioners of the two Slates assent to the line os described in the accompanying
paper, the United States will undertake to pay to thcso States the sum of two
hundred and liftv thousand dollars, to be divided between them in equal moieties;
ami. also, to uudertnke for the settlement and payment of the expenses incurred
by those States for the maintenance of the civil posse, and also for a survey which
it was found necessary to make.

The line suggested,* with the compensations and equivalents which havo been
staled, is now submitted for your consideration. That it is oil which might have
been hoped for, looking to the strength of the American claim, can hardly be 6aid.
Hut, as the settlement of a controversy of such duration iB a matter of high im-
portance, as egiiivulciils of imdoubtcdvalue arc offered, as longer postponement
and delay would lead to further inconvenience, and to the incurring of further
expenses, and us no better occasion, or perhnps any other occasion, for settling
the boundary liv agreement, and on the principle of equivalents, is ever likely to
6) esent itself, tie Government of the United States ho' "t that the commissioners

the two States will find it to he consistent with thei- uty to assent to tho line
proposed, and to the terms and conditions attending t..c proposition.

The President hns felt the ileei>est anxiety for an amicable settlement of the
question, in a manner honorable to the countrv, and such as should preserve tho
rights uml interests of the States concerned. From the moment of the announce-
ment of l.ord Ashburton's mission, he has sedulously endeavored to pursue a
course the most respectful towards the States, and the most useful to their
Interests, as well ns the most becoming to the character and dignity of the
Government, lie will be happv if the result Bhall be such as shall satisfy Maine
and Massachusetts, os well as the rest of the country. With these sentiments on
the part of the President, and with the conviction that no more advantageous
arrangement can be made, the subject ia now referred to the grave deliberation of
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Whether (lie national Boundary, suggested by you, be suitable or unsuitable;
whether ihe comM'ntialiuns that Great Britain offers lo the United Stntes for
the territory conceded to her, be adequate or inadequate; and whether the Treaty,
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which shall be effected, sltall be honorable to the Country, or incompatible with
ita rights and dignity,—are questions, not for Massachusetts, but for the General
Government, upon ita responsibility to the whole country, to decide. It Is for
the State to determine, for what e(i]éJivalents she will relinquish to the United
States her interests in certain lands ld the Diaouted Territory, so that they may
be made available to the Government of the United States, in the establishment
of the North-Eastern Boundary, and in a general settlement of all maltere in con-
troversy, between Great Britain and tho United States. In thia view of the
subject, and with the understanding that by the words, “ the nearest point of the
highlands , m your description of the proposed line of boundary, is meant tho
nearest point of the crest of the highlands; that the right to the free navigation of
the river Saint John shall include the right to the free transportation thereupon of
all products of tho soil oswell as of the forest; and that the pecuniary compensa-
tion to be paid by the Federal Government to the State of Massachusetts, shall be
increased to the sum of one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, tho State of
Massachusetts, through her Commissioners, herebv relinquishes to the United
States her interest in the lands, which will he excluded from the dominion of the
United States, by the establishment of the Boundary aforesaid.
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We are, now, given to understand that the Executive of the United States,
representing the sovereignty of the Union, assents to the proposal, and that this
Department of the Government at leaat la anxious for its acceptance, as, in its
view, most expedient for the general good. Tho Commissioners of Massachusetts
have already Riven their assent, on behalf of that Commonwealth. Thus situated,
the Commissioners of Maine, invoking the spirit of attachment and patriotic
devotion of their State to the Union, and being willing to vield to the deliberate
convictions of her Sistcr-Statcs as to the path of duty, and td interpose no obstacles
to on adjustment which the general judgment of the Nation simll pronounce us
honorable ond expedient, even if timt judgment simll loud to a surrender of a por-
tion of tho birth-right of tho People of their Slate, and prized by them I>ecausc it is
their birth-right, havo determined to overcome their objections to the proposal, so
far as to say, that if, upon mature consideration, tho Senate of the United Stales
shall advise, and consent to, the ratification of a Treaty, corresponding in its terms
with your proposal ami with the conditions in our Memorandum accompanying
this note, marked A, and identified by our signatures, they, by virtue of tho power
vested in lhcm by the Resolves of the Legislature of Maine, give the assent of that

Slate to such Conventional line, with the terms, conditions mid equwalents herein
mentioned.

e V. .p,Vy t-iai* .m. « (A).. am* _* .

Tho Commissioners of Maine request Hint the following provisions, nr tho zni>

stanco thereof,.shall be Incorporated into the projkwed Trentv, should ono 113
sagnvdnn:'.

I* That tho t'Mitaiiiil of the ."disputed territory fund" fsn called! received b

' 'the authorities of New Hruuswii’k, for limlief iut on t'to disputed territory, shall

'lie paid over to the United Slates, for the use of Maine and Massaclm-elt-, in
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full, ami a particular account rendered; or a proxa mini to Ini nprct.il iijMm by tho
Commissioners of Mnino ami Massachusetts shall lie paid by Great Britain* as a
settlement of tiLat fuiitl; and tlrnt nil claims, bonds and securities taken for timber
CLrJ]t u;%{)n the territory bo transfered to tho Authorities of M&ino ond Massa-
chusetts:

2™ That all grants of land, within that portion of the disputed territory con-
ceded to Great Britain, nmdc by Maine and Massachusetts, or either of'them,
shall be confirmed; and all equitable possessory titles slinll be quieted to those
who possess the clniius; and wc assent to u reciprocal provision for tho benefit of
settlers falling within tho limits of Maine. And wo trust that tho voluntary
suggestion of the British Minister, in regard to John Baker and any others, if
therre bo any similarly situated, will be carried into effect, so as to secure their
rights:

34 That thoright of free navigation of tho St John, as set forth In the proposi-
tion of Mr Webster on the part of tho United States, shall extend to, and Include,
the products of the soil, in the same manner as the products of the forest; and
that no toll, tax or duty be levied upon timber coming from the territory of Maine.
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| have the satisfaction to communicate to the Senate the results of the

negotiations recently had in this city with the British minister special and
extraordinary.

These results comprise—

1st. A treaty to settle and deffne the boundaries between the territories of
the United States and the possessions of her Britannio Majesty in North America,
for the suppression of the African slave-trade, and the surrender of criminals,
fugitive from justice, in certain cases.

2d. A correspondence on the subject of the interference of the colonial authori-
ties of tho British Weat Indies with American merchant vessels driven by stress
of weather, or carried by violence, into the ports of those colonics.

3d. A correspondence upon the subject of the attack and destruction of the
steamboat Caroline.

4th. A correspondence on the subject of impressment.

If this treaty sliall receive the apﬂrobation of the Senate, it will terminate a
difference respecting boundary which has long subsisted tietween tho two Gov-
ernments—Ilias been the subject of several ineffectual attempts at setticmont,
and lias sometimes led to great irritation, not without danger of disturbing tbo
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January 29, 1988

Honorable Ronald Reagan

The President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Enclosed is a copy of a resolution relative to the
Alaska Boundary Negotiations which passed unanimously at our
last California Republican Party Convention.

I ask that you consider the support by the California
State Legislature with respect to Joint Resolution 37,
our membership®s convictions on the matter of involving the
State of Alaska in boundary negotiations with the Soviet

Union.

Respectfully,

Robert Naylor
Chairman

cc: Vice President George Bush
Hon. Jim Wright,
Speaker of the House
Sieve Cowpers,
Governor of Alaska
California Congressional Delegation



PASSED BY CALIFORNIA REPUBLICAN PARTY IN
CONVENTION, ANAHEIM, CALIFORNIA
SEPTEMBER 27, 1987

RESOLUTION

RELATIVE TO ALASKA BOUNDARY NEGOTIATIONS

SUBMITTED BY: CARL OLSON

WHEREAS, A resolution was passed by the California State
Legislature Joint Resolution 37, authored by Marian LaFollette
(38 AD) and co-authored by Assemblymen William Leonard, Gil
Ferguson, Nolan Frizzelle, Eric Seastrand, John Lewis, Bill
Bradley, Stan Statham, Gerald Felando, and Phil Wyman, and by
Senators Don Rogers and Ed Royce supporting the State of Alaska
in boundary negotiations with the Soviet Union; and

WHEREAS, The boundaries of the State of Alaska are of vital
concern to the state government of Alaska; and

WHEREAS, The essence of sovereignty of a state within America’s
federal system requires that a state government have complete and
unambiguous jurisdiction over well-defined geographical boundary
lines; and

WHEREAS, Any time that boundaries of a state are to be altered in
any way, that state has an essential and overriding interest in
the determination of the boundary; and

WHEREAS, Alaska 1is unique among all American states in that it 1is
the only state with the potential for having boundaries with more
than one foreign country (Canada and the Soviet Union); and

WHEREAS, Boundaries with foreign countries and a state are, and
ought to be, coterminous with America®s national boundaries with
those foreign countries; and

WHEREAS, Negotiations are underway between the United States
Department of State and the government of the Soviet Union over
setting boundaries between the United States and the Soviet
Union, and there have been at least seven rounds of negotiations
on this 1issue since 1981; and

WHEREAS, The economic issues of petroleum, fishery, and other
valuable resources have great impact on Alaska®s welfare and
prosperity; and



WHEREAS, At no time has the United States Department of State
allowed, or even offered to invite, a representative of the state
government of Alaska to be on any negotiating delegation, or has
it formally solicited the input or advice of the state government
of Alaska over the content or form of these negotiations; and

WHEREAS, These negotiating delegations that the United States
Department of State has assembled have included representatives
of various other agencies of the federal government; and

WHEREAS, It is settled procedure for negotiations of boundaries
that representatives of any affected state not only must be
included in the negotiations, but also must consent to.the
proposed terms of the boundary treaty (such as was the case when
Secretary of State Daniel Webster negotiated with Great Britain
in 1842 over the boundary between Canada and the State of Maine);

and

WHEREAS, The usurpation of one state®"s rights and sovereignty is
an attack on the entire federal system of the United States of
America; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the California Republican Party supports the State
of Alaska in its rightful position of participation in any
boundary negotiations involving its boundaries with the Soviet
Union or Canada; and, be it further

RESOLVED, That the California Republican Party urges the
President and U.S. Congress to ensure that any terms and
conditions of any boundary agreement with respect to Alaska“s
boundaries 1is consented to by the State of Alaska, and that any
such boundary agreement is drafted in the form of a treaty or
ratification by the United States Senate; and, be it further

RESOLVED, That the Secretary"is directed to. transmit copies of
this resolution to the President and the Vice President of the
United States, to the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and to each Senator and Representative from California in the
Congress of the United States, and to the Governor of Alaska.
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CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE COMES TO AID OF STATE OF ALASKA TO PREVENT
U.S. STATE DEPARTMENT FROM SETTING ALASKAN BOUNDARY WITH SOVIET UNION
WITHOUT ANY PARTICIPATION BY THE STATE GOVERNMENT OF ALASKA

The California Legislature has. cane to the aid of the State of Alaska in its battle
to prevent the U.S. State Department from making a boundary agreement with the Soviet Union
which does not include any representative of the State of Alaska and which would likely
result in Alaska losing five Arctic islands and vast oil-rich seabeds to the Soviet Union,
it was announced by Carl Olson, Chairman of State Department Watch, a nonpartisan foreign
policy watchdog group headquartered in Washington, D.C.

Paacting to the injustice that the U.S. State Department is perpetrating on the State
of Aaska by excluding it from the seven rounds of boundary negotiations with the Soviet
Union, Assemblywoman Marian LaFollette (R-Northridge, 916-445-8366) introduced
Joint Resolution 37 to side with the State of Alaska in this constitutional crisis.

It passed the Assembly without dissent, and won the Senate on a vote of 24-2 on 10 September.

Boundary negotiations between the U.S. State Department and the Soviet Union have
proceeded since 1981 in such secrecy that the State Department even refuses to disclose
he names of the negotiators. As noted in AJF37, "at no time has the United States
Department of State allowed, or even offered to invite, a representative of the state
government of Alaska to be on any negotiating delegation, nor has it formally solicited the
input or advice of the state government of Alaska over the content or form of these

negotiations."

in addition to the constitutional crisis that the State Department is creating by
attempting to set a state's boundaries without its consent, there are indications of an
immense giveaway of land and seabeds to the Soviet Union in the works. From the sketchy
reporting on the content of the seven rounds of negotiations, it appears that tne State
Department has made certain policy decisions to give away to the Soviet Union the five
Alaskan Arctic islands of Wrangell, Herald, Bennett, Henrietta, and Jeannette, plus the
intense outercontinental shelf that goes with them (equal in area to about four times the

size of the State of California).

The resolution goes on to note historical precedent on the side of Alaska: "It is
settled procedure for negotiationof boundaries that representatives of the affected state
not only must be included in the negotiations, but also must consent to the proposed terms
of the boundary treaty (such as was the case when Secretary of State Daniel Webster
negotiated v/ith Great Britain in 1842 over the boundary between Canada and the State of Maine

Leading the fight in the Alaska State Legislature to assert its state"s rights has
been State Senator Rick Uehiing (R-Anchorage, 907-465-4821) who introduced Senate Joint
Fesolution 12. In addition to his expressing alarm over the attack on the Federal system
of states which the State Department®s actions have amounted to, the resolution points out
the vast fishery, petroleum, and other economic resources which are in danger of being
niven away to the Soviet Union.

"It"s natural that states with boundaries with foreign countries should come to the aid

of Alaska," carrmented State Department Watch Chairman Olson. "But we expectmany other states
in addition to California whicn borders Mexico, to rally to the defense of a co-equal state in

the Federal system and pass similar resolutions of support.”
END-——



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Assembly Joint Resolution No. 37

RESOLUTION CHAPTER 122

Assembly Joint Resolution No. 37—Relative to the boundaries of
LISl
H AdoDted September 10, 1987
[Filed with Secretary of State September 17, 1987.]
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Ro.  Assembly Joint Resolution
No. 37, relative to the
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R. Brian Kidne
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Sincere.ly,
GRACE BERG SCKAI3LE
ATTORNEY GENERAL

By:
) G. Thomas Koester
Assistant Attorney General

C-TK: clr.
cc. Honorable Ted Stevens
UnlteK State? Senate

t
Washington, D.C." 20510

Krncrélble Frank N. Murkowski
State Senate

729 Kart Building
Washlngton D.C.™ 20510

Honorable Donald E. Young
House of epresentatlves

233 >{burn House 0 ffice Bldg.
Washmg 20515

\

Special Cou-sel, Sta:e/Federal Relations
O'tfice ox tne Governor

David

id A. Colson .
nt Legal iviser
2Sotates Department of State

n, D.C. 21520

0
Scott Hajoct
Assistant’ -egal Adviser
United St tes Department of State

Room 6-
Was' -n.-ton, D.C. 20520
Lnscoe, Esq.

Reed, Esq.
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ABRAHAM 30FAER, LEGAL AO0VI80R
"U»3,” peparthent Ofr-stateftf
23 + C 3T,NORTHWEST
Washington oc 2052a .
OE»R MR SOfjERI W

THIS IS A VIGOROUS PROTEST ABOUT THE POLITICAL HARASSMENT ,THAT *TOU"
ASSISTANT LEGAL'ADVISOR ELIZABETH.VERVILLE HAS APPARENTLY CONDUCTED:
y.U"'I{nr :Z\GAlNST OUR GROUP'S VICE CHAIRMAN HARK SEIOENBERG,” IN RESPONSE TO HR'
VA-VY* SEIDENBERG'S WRITTEN INQUIRY TO MS VERVILLE REGARDING A BRIEFING SHE
» - PARICIPATED IN WITH RESPECT.TO THE ALASKAN AND U'.S.'.BOUNDARY
NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION, MS VERVILLE APPARENTLY’ INITIATED
my : A CRIMINAL CHaRGE AGAINST MR SEIDENBERG, '-YOU CAN READ ABOUT ,THE
NEGOTIATIONS and HR SEIDENBERG'S REVEALING RESEARCH EFFORTS'
F*°*NT PAGE ARTICLE OF.THE .OECEHBER WALL STREET JOURNAL*,'A
R eFHndr* e
LAST NIGHT (OECEHBER 93 T™WO FBI AGENTS CAME TO MR SEIDENBERG'S'HOME'-
* - AT ABOUT 10100PH ANO INFORHEO HIM..'THAT. HE HAS NOW SUBJECT TO *
.CRIHINAL PROBE. ALL THEY PROOUCEO AS-THE BASIS WAS HR SEIDENBERG >r
A * WRITTEN INQUIRY, THEY HELD HIH INCOMMUNICAOQ FOR;i:"I/2 HOURSVHi®

; is FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND INQUIRY DEAD IN THEU.S.T OONAT'VOU FORBID’

- [ |
A YOUR ASSISTANT LEGAL ADVISORS FROM GROSSLY ABUSING THE PUBLIC WHEN J
w makes whitten inquiries about compelling public policies?
—W*\\ e XY . vr r AV
e g miX-Zr' . AN N
WE"RE C|OMING OUT FIGHTING. .. $$#4
It mh v ;A®We are"slugging it out here inWashington.
THE STATE DEPARTMENT WILL 7/ "Your help is needed to defeat these",;V 'r.y.,
= self-anointed bureaucrats. _Getyour .
NEVER SILENCE OR DETER Senators and Congressmen to demand not IN—
V-=nly an investigation~but also for laws""
STATE DEPARTMENT WATCGHH " to stop this sort of anti-American act
[l *A*Ay * designed to intimidate lawful inquiry."
- VitV Tessss tee | VY - VVrt-ji;-.: e s -i°Tf
By the way,"the response so far"to this
National Headquarters " protest telegram has been the typical
Post Office Box 65398 --MV earrogant answer:, - - -silence
Wlshmggton, D.C 20035 * i
703-379-1070 . 71/ .



Administration’s D

The threat ot the State Department to
“give away five strategic Alaskan Islands
" aod vast oil-rich seabeds to the Soviet Un-
"ton has" generated growing opposition

around the country (page one, Dec. 7). The
*proposedgiveaway reflects the unfortunate
" "detente" mentality which grievously un-
¢dermlnes the Reagan Doctrine.
< The vehicle for abandoning the Islands
1isthe State Department"s negotiations over
“a boundary lire between the U.S. and the
; Soviet Union. Currently no treaty has even
"been adopted establishing such a boundary
| between Alaska>and the Soviets, even
* though they are ffes than three miles apart
min the Bering Straits. .

The State Department Isflghtirg to cre—
ate a boundary lirewhich puts the Alaskan
,Arctic Islands of Wrangell, Herald, Ben—
rett. Henrietta and Jeannette on the Soviet

<ide. Ithas held eight super-secretrounde
of negotiations with the Soviets so far on
the exact location of the lire, with the last

*round held in October. So seusithve Is this
potential giveaway that State has system—
atically excluded all representatives of the
state government of Alaska from the nego—
tiations, and has completely stonewalled

«the U.S. Congress.

Congressional members :have "rightly

"become upset and have introduced mea»
ures to bring this constitutional Issie toa A
head. The principle of congressional ap- 1

1proval being required for the transfer of
territory to a foreign country and the set-

_ting of boundaries Is at stake.. ...

The Alaskan legislature has also been =i
adamant. In 1986 loverwhelmingly passed ~
a resolution sponsored by Rep. Roger Jen—
kins and signed by Gov. Bill Sheffield de- ,
Imantling that® the State.”Department not-1J
:give Intothe Sovietdemands inthe bound-

ary negotiations, regarding the resource- \
rich Bering Sea. Also In 1986 the Alaska
Senate passed on a 16-4 vote a resolution

etente M entality

tion by Sen. Rich Uehlng complaining bit—
terly that the State of Alaska has been to—
tally excluded from the setting of Its own
boundaries.

In support of the State of Alaska, the
state legislature of Califomia passed a

;Joint resolution in September urging that

any boundary agreement be in the form of
a treaty and that the State of Alaska be
completely Involved In the terms of the

Yet the giveaway of these five Islands
and Immense outercontlnental srelf, which
would make the Panama Canal giveaway

pale In comparison, remains shrouded In

the recesses of Foggy Bottom.
Cahl Olson

Chairman, State Department Watch
Waihhigtou

.r W

restating Alaska"s sovereignty-over the -i
five Inlands, Currently pending iiarente: J
1 1] % 15 % ok A
AV | -5 1 Am,
Ir.r
-
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STATE DEPARTMENT ADMITS GIVEAWAY OF FIVE ALASKAN ISLANDS AND VAST ARCTIC SEABE
TO SOVIET UNION WILL HAPPEN "EARLY THIS YEAR", CAMPAIGN OPPOSING GIVEAWAY
INTENSIFIES IN CONGRESS, ALASKA, AND THE OTHER 49 STATE GOVERNMENTS

Contact:

oo

lhe State Department's ﬂweaway of five strategn: Alaskan islands and vast oil-rich

seabeds to the Soviet Unicn has been set for ' earl th |s year", and 08 position to the

(rnveawa of this Arctic natjonal resource will |ntenS|Z %cross the ¢ untr?/ 1T was

e orte ¥ Carl Qlson, chairman of State Degartmentw tch, a nenpartisan foreign policy
watchdog group headquartered in Washington,

"Contrary to its previous stories, the State Department is now admitting that the
%weaway 1S 1N progress and that a deal is to be made very soon with the Krémlin over a
E)or ortion of the State of Alaska,” Qlson charded Unfortunate) f the American
lic the State Dep artment has shrouded the eigh negotlatlnd sessigns. W|th the Soviets
|n ocrrp lete secrecg an |nten s to carry out the surrender without si n|n% treaty which
would need to be ratit |ed Congress. “Moreover, the State Department has totally” excluded
all representatives of the stat% %overnment 0f Alaska rom the nelgn tiating teams—a blatantly
unconstltutlonal and arrogant abuse of our Federal system of government."

As rett)orted in the Washln ton Times cn January 1, 1988, an unnamed State Department
official stated, "Chce a bound r%/ ling s agreed t0 by both nations, which could cane early
hIS year, 1t's ‘a safe bet that the five-island chain’w ill becane official Soviet territory."

The opfosmon to thls unprecedented glveawaﬁ mvolvmd Wrangell, Herald Bennett,
Henr |etta, d Jeannette Islands and outerdontinental shelf Yarger than twice the size of
California, 1s mounting rapidly across the country.

In Conﬂress Reveresentatlve William Dannemeyer RCA} (202-225-41
bill HR. 341 along with 30 co-sponsors to require a tream In case of
or territory transter a?reements Senator Jesse Helms C) (202-224-
Introduce a similar b ilT in the Senate.

Tne Alaskan Legislature is deann ? behind State Sen. Rick Uehling JR Anch?raﬁ;
907-465-4821) whose Senate Joint Resolution 12 ?rotests stron ly the exclusion of the State
f Alaska fro the ne otlatln sessmns and the inal terms 0 t e State De artmentf( ﬁ an
In 1986 the sa e 1S|at assed a resolution sponsored Stag ger Jenkins

-Anc ur |n the State Depart ent not t to SOVI

11) has introdyced a
anX boundary line
6342) Intends to

(R-Anchorag e 0 -4234 el t demands over
a undary I|ne |n e 0ll-ric fishery-rich Benn Sea, and the State Senate passed a
resolution sponsored by State Sen Paul Fischer (R-Soldotna) (907-465-3762) restating

bo
S0/U
Alaskan sovereignty over the five islands in the Arctic Ocean.

Under the I adersh|g 0f Cahforma Assemblywoman Marian LaFoIIette Q( NOrthndg {
8 8-368- 383 e California Legislature passed a resolution in September caning t0 the
efense of the State of Alaska in" its battle with the State Department. Moves are under way
In other states 0 have the governors and legislatures issue similar pronouncements.

'Wew Il fight this State Department |veaway to, the bitter end The Panama Canal
flasco pa es |n comganson with this intended sur %nder _0lson dec ared. . "Not on¥ 0es
the area have Immense natural resource potent|a ut 1t is m our front line of detense
against the Soviets. Such a fall-back will give the Soviets a tremendous diplomacic victory

over the United States and the Reagan Doctrine."
- END-
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. Is suffering from a terminal case of

i 'thev is likely io accomplish.

summit TV address tonight will sober 1l. which Mr. Shultz seems prepared
up tb* Washington commemity’; whidh * (g continue. hasn't made much sense.
Consider the Just-published "Military
Balance” report of London's well-re*.
jpected International Institute for
Strategic Studies. It says ihe Soviets
have increased their supply of long-
range nuclear warheads by 377* tn
Just three years. They now enjoy a
2.4-ttHine advantage over the U.S. In
land and submarine based megaton-—
nage. That's mutual restraint?

silliness over its hopes about what Mr.
Reagan’'s sitdown with Mikhail Gorba-

—~'«Conmbuung to the air of unreality
‘are tales of White House gnomes de-
Uvertng tons of briefing papers to the
Oval Office and setting up projectors
to show the president the Gorbachev-
Mitterrand game films. Newspaper
Style sections this Sunday will de-
senbe m Infinite detail what Nancy
will v/ear when she has tea In Geneva
with ihe lovely Raisa. Tin O'Neill is
taking time out from the budgetary
chaos he presides over on Capitol Hill
to make the outrageous claim that
Congress has given the president the.
support he needs (or a summit "sue-

- US. soft-liners want the president
to promise that the U.S. will not over
the next five years exercise its option
to withdraw, on one year's nonce,
from the 1972 anO-balllstlc missile
treaty. That treaty also has not placed

-much restraint on the Soviets. The
USS says the Soviets are actively pur-
suing their own space-based nuclear
defense research even while they at-
tack the U.S. effort A Pentagon re—
port sent to the White House Tuesday
dies a series of serious Soviet ABM
treaty violations. So while Mr. Reagan
temporizes and generously offers to
make future U.S. defense technology
available to all comers, the Russians
are actually putting a defense In
place. The danger in this Is clearly
outlined In the open letter to the presi-
dent from Rep. Kemp and Sen. Wallop
excerpted nearby. N

cess.
On a more serious level, George
Shultz has been treating with the So-—
viets since his meeting with Andrei
Gromyko last January, laying the
summit groundwork. Without knowing
It's impossible to as-
sess how well Mr. Shultz is doing. But
we mostly have been hearing about
gifts the State Department might like
to lay before Mr. Gorbachev. Surren-
der of the U.S. claim to Wrangell Is-
land idtscussed in this space yester-
"3ayi" is one possibility. An offer to
pool fusion energy research with the
Russians is another. And the U.S. Is
prepared to go on pretending SALT 11
is a real agreement, however much
abuse it gets from the Russian side.
In short, the Washington commu-—
nity. by merely following its own in—
stincts. is once again setting the pres—
ident up to have his pockets picked.
Mr. Reagan's Strategic Defense Ini—
tiative is being negotiated and renego—
tiated on Mr. Gorbachev's behalf. The
president is being urged to rush back,
as Richard Nixon once did, to dramat—
ically present some "breakthrough"
to a joint session of Congress. Word Is
going around, as it always does, that
the Soviet leader Is in deep trouble
and will be eager to make deals.

People often ask why the Russians
have Invested so much in weapons of
mass destruction while living stan-—
dards In the Soviet Union are, bn the
whole, only slightly above Third
World levels. The summit ballyhoo in
the U.S. provides the obvious answer.
They want to be (eared. They sur-—
round themselves in mystery so that
American congressmen, permitted an
audience with the Great Gorbachev,
will come away awed by having been
spoken to In English or fixed with his
steely gaze. Showmanship of this skill
level wins concessions. -

Richard Nixon, who has had some
experience with summits, wrote In the
latest Foreign Affairs some caution—
ary words: "This is a long struggle
with no end in sight. Whatever their
faults, the Soviets will be firm, patient
and consistent in pursuing their for—
eign policy goals. We must match
them in that respect.”

Mr. Reagan has tried to discour—
age such nonsense. He has wisely re—
jected the idea of a post-summit com—
munique. for example, saying that
you don't promise a communique
when all you are doing is having a lit—
tle get-acquainted session. He has dis—
couraged the notion that there will be
any "agreements.” But even for a
president with Mr. Reagan's keen un—
derstanding of what the U.S.-Soviet
relationship is and must be. there are
dangers of being trapped. Arms con-—
trol is. as always, the biggest area of
danger.

A good way to match them will be
for Mr. Reagan to go to the summit,
complain as he intends about Soviet
aggressions and abuses of human
ligh.s and make no promises. And to—
night will not be too soon to start
damping down the mindless euphoria
that has overtaken pre-summit Wash—
ington.

THE WALL STREET JOURNAL THURSDAY. NOVEMBER H, 19SS

/ STATEDEPARTMENT

7TBOWS TO SOVIETDEMANDS

XAND FORCES HUNDREDS OF
PRO-AMERICAN AND J$fj|
vV ANTI-SOVIET PROTESTERS
mMWAY FROM THE STATE x
DEPARTMENT®S PUBLIC

BUILDING IN WASHINGTON . e
w o im. LA foreign mission
rv&Sr Rea tion aroundt mdlcat[yes
u Ise:e?‘u[%,g?s'% v?reeor \égv ot
.. &nat?s tshrenaln Ul|d ﬁégn or}}algq%sulgMkkk4
tsno ok at astonishin ’%
.-'-Mﬁg@ ik
a k
Pl
g evarana zesw?t our
. .nialstéalo%epartmen Was a 1o felgn
ey _.,v N”a‘».John E]Iv‘m ran
4.

[ —

2 fyelJosfiuighmt {Tines

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22,1987

Reprinted by

N ational Hea ters

Post Office Boxd6
Washington, D.C
703-379-1070

5398
20035



THEWALL STREETJOLRNAL

MONDAY. DECEMBER 7, 1987

Crusade to Reclaim
Arctic Islandfor U.S.
May End at Summit

Bureaucrat Has Devoted Life
To Cause Despite Odds;
Site of Soviet Foul Deeds?

By Robert S. Greenberoer
siajfreporter 0/Tnc Wai-l.Street Journal

WASHINGTON-Mark Seidenberg be-
lieves that Aug. 20,1924, was a day of In-
famy for the United States.

On thatday. lhe Sovietwarship Red Oc-
tober steamed Into Doubtful Harbor on
Wrangell Island In the Arctic Ocean.
Armed with a six-pound cannon and a com -
pany of soldiers, the Red Octobercaptured
14 Americans who worked forLomen Rein-
deer4 Trading Corp. and shipped them off
to nearby Siberia.

Carl Lomen. a U.S. businessman, had
just bought the island. He sued the Soviets .
to regain 167 fox skins and 40 polar-bear o
skins, and complained to the U.S. Stale De-
partment. The U.S. was miffed but said
that it couldn't do much because It didn't
officially recognize the new Soviet govern-
ment, The Americans were freed after the
Red Cross paid J1.600 to transport them to
Seattle, but Mr. Lomen fought the rest of
his life to regain Wrangell, passing the
torch to Mr. Seidenberg before he died.

Daunting Odds

Mr. Seidenberg, a 40-year-old Agricul-
ture Department bureaucrat, IS obsessed
with reclaiming the Island and uncovering
alleged Soviet foul deeds there. He has en-
listed such conservative stalwarts as Sen.

Jesse Helms

daunting odds

maintains that

ownership of Wrangell, even though Its as'
sertlon Is flatly contradicted In official U.S.
publications.

Right now, Mr. Seidenberg worries that
the U.S. may quietly deal the Island away,
perhaps during this week's U.S.-Soviet
summit. "1 have great respect for the
president,*’ he says. “It’s some of his ad-
visers at the State Department who are
causing the difficulty. Whatever they can
do to shove this under the table, they'll
do.” .

The latest wrangle over Wrangell In-
volves secret negotiations between Wash-,
Ington and Moscow, under way since 1981/.
overestablishing a border between the two '/
nations; right now, there Is only a "con’
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ventlon line" drawn when the U.S. bought
Alaska In 1867 The State Department In->.
slsts that Wrangell Isn't part of the talks.®
Conservatives contend that ownership of?:
Wrangell-and four othernearby Islands-£-
could affect where and how the borderline £
isdrawn. And, they say, that. In turn, may 3
determine who owns what may be billions"!
of barrels of oil beneath the sea.

"If wesurrender these Islands,'we'will.v
be surrendering an area that amounts tof
almost half our entire outer continental
shelf,” warns Sen. Helms. The North Caro-C
llna Republican, who complains that the &
Stale Departmentwon’t even tell him wholv
the U.S. negotiators are, has Introduced ag
bill requiring the State Department to ne-tf'
gotiate a treaty, which would make review-*

authority,

Mr. Seidenberg Ls convinced not only
that the Soviets are lllegally occupying
Wrangell Island but also that It Is the site
of a huge Soviet gulag that once held
Raoul Wallenberg. The Swedish diplomat, |
who helped thousands O/ Danish Jews es-<
cape from the Nazis during World War Il,«
disappeared In 1945after being arrested by
the Soviets In Hungary, t,. .

Mr. Seidenberg has spent countless
hours researching Wrangellatthe National
Archives. At his own expense, he traveled
to Israel to Interview Efrim Moshinsky, a
former Soviet citizen who claims that he
communicated with Mr. Wallenberg while
they were both Imprisoned at Wrangell in
1958 M r. Seidenberg also found an obscure
reference on page 10,065 of the March 16,
1984, Federal Register that Indicated to
him that the State Department was about
to make a border deal with Moscow.

"I Just want to do something to help.
Wallenberg. He helped so many people, .
but nobody wants to help him,” says Mr. -
Seidenberg, his voice cracking with emo-Je-
tton. "The State Department' acts like’;
they're totally disinterested. It's a non-,.
Important Issue to them." V. »

Or ; hesenta letter to Moscow prals-£
Ing a Russian geography article and ask-'
Ing whether Its publishers could send him
any material on Wrangell Island. They did.
"I've gotten more Information out of the
Soviets than | have from the State Depart-
ment," Mr. Seidenberg complains.

State Department officials sent him
"denlals-alwaysdenials." Mr. Seidenberg
says. "They even wrote me a letter once
denying that the Island existed."

But Mr. Seidenberg Isn't easily, de-
ferred. In 1976, to help get the depart-."
ment's attention, he took title to the 93,000
acres on Wrangell Island where he thinks
the prisons are. Mr. Lomen, then 89years
old and dying, had wanted to give Mr. Sel-;'
denberg the land to carry on the fight, but
Mr Lomen'saccountantwarned of the tax «
consequences of such a gift So they en-\
tered Intoa swap: Mr. Seidenberg got part
"of Wrangell, and he gave Mr. Lomen one
square footof Alaskan land that he had ire-
celved as a promotional gift in 1967 when-1
he opened a bank account. *<e;* .

»® But owning a piece of the' 3,400-square-*
mile Island didn't Increase Mr. Selden-N



berg's Influence with the State Depart-
ment. Once, In 1986, he and a colleague at-
tended a public State Department social
function In order to accost Secretary of
Slate George Shultz. When Mr. Shultz
came by to shake hands, Mr. Seidenberg
held on and asked him about the negotia-
tions. A startled Mr. Shultz, In what was
apparently an Imitation of the late come-
dian Jimmy Durante, responded, “Every-
body wants to get Into the act," and
quickly moved on.

A State Department official familiar
with the negotiations says that all the talk
abouta giveaway Is Inaccurate. "There'sa
great misperception that somehow these
Islands have been claimed by the U.S.
We've looked very carefully at the history
of this There was never any claim
made to them by the U.S. government."

Mr. Seidenberg, too. has ljoked very
carefully, but he has reached a different
conclusion. It all started when an Ameri-
can. Capt. Calvin Hooper, planted an
American flag on Wrangell on Aug. 12
1881, claiming It for the U.S. His ship, the
U.S. Reserve Vessel Thomas Corwin, was
part of a mission authorized by Congress
to find the Jennette, a ship that had been
crushed by Ice during a North Pole expedi-
tion financed by the New York Herald the
year before.

During the search, Capt. Hooper and a

party that Included John M uir, the natural-

ist who later founded the Sierra Club,
landed on Wrangell. The Island was named

for Baron Ferdinand Petrovich von Wran-
gell, even though'the Russian arctic ex-

plorer never set foot there.

A 1973 printing of the Digest of Interna-
tional 1”w, an official State Department
publication, states that "the United States
has not relinquished its claim to Wrangell
Island." Five years later, with detente In
full flower, a successor publication, the Di-
gest of United States Practice in Interna-
tional Law, did an about-face, slating:
"We have found little evidence that the
United Stales has ever actively asserted a
claim to Wrangell Island."

Mr. Seidenberg first stumbled on Wran-
gell In 1963 when he was a hlgh school se-
nior writing a research paper on Russian
exploration Of the American Northwest.
Textbooks at the time said that Wrangell
was unoccupied. In 1973 Mr. Seidenberg
learned that Wrangell had surfaced In a
Senate Judiciary Committee hearing about

|
Soviet prison camps. That's when he first
heard about Mr. Wallenberg’s plight.

Avyearlater, Mr. Seidenberg uncovered
what he says was a quiet State Depart-
ment effort to cede Wrangell to the So-
viets. The two nations signed an environ-
mental agreementunder which some musk
oxen from Alaska were to be shipped to a
Soviet Island. Moscow asked that the anl-'
mals be shipped to Wrangell, and the State
Department agreed, thereby conceding
ownership, Mr. Seidenberg says. When the
agreement was signed at Bethel Airport, in
Bethel, Alaska, Mr. Seidenberg arranged
to have the airport manager watch from a
distance and give him a blow-by-blow re-
port over the telephone.

Now, Mr. Seidenberg fears that Wran-
gell will be lost forever at the summit.
Ironically, when Mr. Lomen wrote his
memoirs. "Fifty Years In Alaska." he
thought his efforts would preserve the U.S.
claim on Wrangell forsome future U.S.-So-
viet negotiating session. He wrote: "We
felt that at least we had provided our gov-
ernment with a strong case. If the day
ever comes when representatives of the
American and Soviet governments sit
down at the council table for the settle-
ment of claims, the matter of American
sovereignty over Wrangell Island should
prove of Importance.”

Note: Mr. Mark Seidenberg

is the Vice Chairman of .

State Department Watch.

rTif y Reprinted by

N ational Headquarters 'a j ..

Post Office Box 65398
Washington, D.C 20035
703-379-1070

Vi

o

v iV t-v\V.

« .

THIS IS |

FRONT PAGE NEWS
IN THE J fc X .
WALL STREET
JOURNAL.

IT SHOULD BE IN
EVERY NEWSPAPER
ACROSS THE K






HOUSE COMMITTEE REPORT

@)
Date referred: 3/4/88 FURTHER REFERRALS:
pATE: 3 A~
The State Affairs Committee has considered SJR 65

Relating to over-the-horizon backscatter radar systems,

RECOMMENDS :

[ 1 replace with [ ] the same title
[ 1 attached amendment(s) [ 1 a new title
£K) do pass

[ ] do not pass

[ ] no recommendation

[ ] individual recommendations
[

] additional referral to the Committee

ADOPTS; [ 1 letter of intent

ATTACHES HEW FISCAL NOTE(S) :

[ 1 fiscal impact [ ] same as previous fiscal note

C ] zero fiscal note published

[ 1 zero with analysis [)(] same as previous zero fiscal

note published
SIGNING OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:



STEVE COAPER, GOVERNOR

400 WILLOUGHBY AVENUE

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAE RESOURCES JUNEAU. ALASKA 99801

‘ PHONE: (907) 465-2491

DIVISION OF FORESTRY

February 17, 1988

Jon Ferguson, Project Manager

Alaska Corps of Engineers

Headquarters, Alaskan Air Command

Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska 99506-5001

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

n October ZR, 1997, we recerv ed a
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Mr. Jon Ferguson -2- February 17, 1988

We v/ould appreciate your consideration of our concerns when
drafting these procurement documents.

We believe that the U.S. Air Force, through the Alaska Corps
of Engineers, has the opportunity to stimulate and diversify
our already depressed economy. A project of this magnitude
can have a significant impact on local and state economic
development.

We will be awaiting your reply.

/ij n

stana Forester

cc: Steve Cowper, Governor
Ted Stevens, U.S. Senator
Don Younc, U.S. Representative
Judith M. Brady, Commissioner
Anthony Smith, Commissioner
Jan Faiks, State Senator
Richard Eliason, State Senator
Fred Zharoff, State Senator
Jack Coghill, State Senator
Sam Cctten, State Representative
Dicl; Shultz, State Representative
Drue Pearce, State Representative
Col. Jim Lee, Program Director
Col. Jack Lennox, Teputy Director
Capt. Bill Godfrey, ARS Program Manager
Capt. Karla Moyer, Asst. ARS Program Manager
Paul Sitkus, Civil Engineering
Maj. Miles Carlson, Environmental Policy and Assessment
Maj . John Ross, OTH Program Monitor
Lt. Col. Bill Peterson, Director of Programs
Maj. Carol Randal, OTH-B Program Manager
Mr. Jim Hostman, Chief Environmental Planning
Mr. Stan Lawrence, Engineer Project Manager
Capt. Bob Morris, Public Affairs
Dr. Sid Everett, EIS Project Leader
Mr. Bob Marshall, Facilities Manager
Dr. Jamie Mnughan, EIAP Coordinator
Mr. Stephen hope, ARS EIAP Coordinator
Mr. Jim Chambers, Alaska Liaison
Mr. Ernie Woods, Chief Real Estate
Angie Gori, Real Estate
Bob Welch, Real Estate
Larry Reeder, Regulatory
Dill Roberts, Chief Appraisal
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February 12, 1988

Colonel James A. Lae
QTH-3 System Program Office
Hanscom AFB, MA 01731

Dear Colonel Lee:

I"ve Just returned from Alaska, and 1 wanted to pass along seme observations on
a subject we"ve discussed before: the critical importance of working with local
entitles on the Alaska OTH-B project.

I know, for instance, that a contract for a subsistence study is out for bid.
The Air Force would be wise to utilize the vast amount of local talent available for
3uch an endeavor, In fact, if past experience is any guide, you"ll find it
impossible to complete a worthwhile subsistence survey without the complete
cooperation of the local people - the kind of cooperation an outside entity is
unlikely to get.

The same situation exists with the archeological surveys to be undertaken.
There is an inherent mistrust of outsiders and their motives - a consequence of

history and other factors you®re aware of. Therefore, you must involve, and rely
upon local people if you expect a good result.

Our common goal - keeping the project moving ahead on schedule - depends on
extraordinary local involvement and participation. This 1is clearly one of those
cases where ""going the extra mile" now will pay big dividends to both the Air Force

and the taxpayer down the road.

Some of your best sources of Information about the local situation continue to
be Dick Shult2 and Jack Coghill. If you continue to maintain close contacts with
their offices, and follow their advice, this project will move ahead smoothly.

Next time you"re in Washington, please set soma time aside to brief David
Garman of my staff on your activities. I°ll also try to sit in if I can.

I look forward to oeeing you again,



; o'~ STEVE COWPER. GOVERNOR

AT - -
DEPARTMENT OF XATUKAL RESOURCES .
A’ChOPAGE ALASKAJ%10
DIVISION OF FORESTRY BOHE 907 :St-207f
9-3100

June 10, 1987

Lte. Col. William R. Peterson

Director of Programs

Dept, of the Air Force

HDQT Alaska Air Command

Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska 99507-5001

Dear Lt. Col. Peterson:

Having received a copy of your letter to Senator Murkowski from his office
and based on our phone conversation we would like to clarify our letter of
February 25, 1987 to you concerning the over-the Horizon Backscatter Radar
construction project.

The State of Alaska was not in any way trying to get "special
consideration for the use of its forest products in the construction of the
radar facilities. We wanted to point out that contract specifications
should allow for Alaskan wood use where applicable. Contract
specifications dictating the use of "Douglas Fir" or "Southern Pines" would
not assist our industries or economy. Further, the idea that "treated"
material could not be supplied by industry in Alaska is not valid.
Presently we have no treating facilities "pressure" or double diffusion,
but have been able to supply to the market treated wood products by
cooperative efforts with "lower 48" industry. If contract specifications
for dimensional lumber refer to "treated” products we may even be able to
interest industry in investing in a double-diffusion treatment facility
here in Alaska. Twenty miles of eight foot fence could be the

catalyst for the capitol investment necessary to provide a treatment
facility. Power generation facilities necessary for the project should
consider an alternate fuel source as backup to oil or gas, which could be
provided from local forest biomass. This resource could easily be provided
by local industry in emergency situations.



We believe the wood resources of Alaska are yet untapped and your careful
consideration of contract specification in the construction and operation
of this project could initiate further economic diversification in Alaska.

Sincerely,

«DAVID E. WALLINGFORD
Assistant State Forester
Resource Management

cc: Steve Cowper, Governor
Ted Stevens, U.S. Senator
Frank Murkowski, U.S. Senator
Don Young, U.S. Representative
Judith M. Brady, Commissioner
Anthony Smith, Commissioner
Jan Faiks, State Senator
Richard Eliason, State Senator
Joe Josephson, State Senator
Fred Zharoff, State Senator
Jack Coghill, State Senator
Sam Cotten, State Representative
Dick Shultz, State Representative
Dave Pearce, State Representative
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Over-The-Horizon Backscatter (OTH-B) Radar Systenm

Over-The-Horizon Backscatter (0OTH-B) Radar System will

provide long-range, all-altitude tactical early warning and
surveillance of aircraft approaching North America. Four radar
systems will be deployed under the Air Force"s proposed OTH-B
program for wide area detection of eastern, western, southern and
upper north western aircraft approaches to the continent. The
Fast Coast Radar System (ECRS) 1is currently in production; the
West Coast Radar System (WCRS) will be placed under contract in

mid-

1986; and procurement of the planned Central Radar System

(CRS) and Alaskan Radar System (ARS) 1is anticipated beginning in
1988 and 1989 respectively.

The

OTH-B radar detects aircraft by sending high frequency (HF)

signals from the transmit antenna up to the 1ionosphere, an
atmospheric layer extending from 50 to 250 miles above the
earth"s surface. The OTH-B HF signals refract off the 1ionosphere
to extend out to distances in excess of 1,500 nautical miles fronm

the
the
the

The

transmitter. The return signal "bounces off" aircraft within
transmit beam path follows the reverse path, refracting off
ionosphere and returning to the receive antenna.

transmit and receive sites, called site pairs, are located

between 50 and 100 miles apart and provide an aircraft detection

area extending from 500 nautical miles to 1,800 nautical miles 1in
range and 60-degrees in azimuth. A single transmit-receive site
pair can provide coverage over the 60-degree wedge-shaped segment
described. To provide the 180-degree coverage for aircraft
approaching the east and west coasts, three 60-degree
transmit-receive site pairs are being used at each location. Two
site pairs are planned for the 120-degree Alaskan Radar Systen

coverage; four site pairs are planned for the 240 degree Central
Radar System coverage.

The East Coast Radar Svstem is being produced by the General
Electric Companv, Syracuse, New York. Designated the AN/FPS-118,
the ECRS 1is made up of an Operations Center at the Maine Air
National Guard Base at Bangor, Maine; three transmit sites

located near Moscow, Maine; and three receive sites near Columbia
Falls, Maine.
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The Operations Center, located in a building of about 32,000
square feet, houses the radar operator consoles and the computers

required for data processing. The antenna at each transmit site
is 3,630 feet liong. with a height varying from 35 to 135 feet.
Each site area is about 450 acres. The antenna at the receive
sites is 4,980 feet long with a height of 65 feet. Each receive
site i3 about 250 acres. Initial checkout and testing of the
first of three ECRS 60-degree sectors i3 scheduled for early
1986. Final acceptance testing of the three sector systems will

be completed 1in late 1987.

The Air Force ha3 begun procurement of the West Coast Radar
System with planned award of the production contract in July
1986. The WCRS Operations Center will be located at Mountain
Home Air Force Base, Ildaho with transmit sites at Buffalo Flat,
Oregon; receive sites at Rirarock Lake, California.

In preparation for the proposed Alaskan Radar System, the Ai»-
Force recently announced it intends to prepare an environmental
impact statement on the proposed system. Public scoping meetings
will be conducted at several Jlocations near proposed study areas
for the transmit and receive sites. The transmit sites will each
cover about 600 acres; the receive sites will each cover about
1,000 acres. Following the scoping process, the Air Force will
prepare and publish the draft environmental 1impact statement.
Public hearings will then be held prior to preparing the final
environmental impact statement.

A similiar process will be followed 1in preparation for the
Central Radar System after formal announcement of the Air Force"s

intent to begin the environmental impact assessment process for
this system.

For additional information

Contact the Public Affairs Office (ESD/PAM), Hanscom Air Force
Base, Massachusetts 01731, (617) 861-4064

Current as of Jan 86
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Indigenous Survival International

ISL (Alaska)
PQ Bo0x200908
Anchorage, Alaska
99520-0908
(907) 279-2511
Fax:(907) 279-6343

For Immediate Release April 25, 1988
Contact: Bob Polasky
279-2511
NEWS RELEASE

BRITISH PROPOSAL TO LABEL FURS POSES THREAT TO NATIVE CULTURE

Natives throughout the Circumpolar North dependent on
trapping could suffer an economic blow should a proposal by
a British Trade Minister be enacted by Britain and spread
through Europe.

Animal rights groups have prompted a proposal by
British Minister of Trade, the Honorable Alan Clark, to
require that all goods from certain species of furs,
imported for sale in Great Britain, carry a label indicating
that they "may have been taken with the steel-jaw leg-hold
trap.” Species that would carry the label include wolf, fox
and lynx.

The warning label would discourage consumers from
buying those products, according to Indigenous Survival
International (ISIl), an alliance of indigenous peoples of
Alaska, Canada and Greenland.

"The Minister®s intentions would further animal rights
objectives currently aimed at eliminating the market for
furs in Europe,”™ says Isi-Alaska staff person, Bob Polasky.

-1-
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"Anti-harvest animal rights groups such as the Animal
Welfare Institute see adoption of the British proposal as a
major step towards having similar regulations eventually
adopted by the European Economic community (EEC). This
would be particularly devastating to people dependent on the
fur industry in Canada, which relies heavily on the European
market. Thousands of Natives throughout Canada support
themselves and their subsistence lifestyle by trapping,”

If the proposal is adopted, Alaska would also feel 1its
effects. Furs harvested in Alaska find their way to Europe
through Canadian auction houses.

"Alaskans should be concerned about both the immediate
and long-term effects of this movement,” said Polasky, who,
as Subsistence and Natural Resources Director for the Rural
Alaska Community Action Program, serves as staff to
ISI-Alaska. Animal rights groups were instrumental 1in the
elimination of commercial sealing in 1985, causing severe
hardship for Pribilof Islands Aleuts, and an EEC ban on seal
skin products has had devastating effects on Inuit Eskimo
communities in northwest Canada. Those communities, once
self-sufficient, now depend on costly government hand-outs
with the predictable result of alarming increases in
alcoholism, drug abuse and suicide rates,”

The current anti-harvest campaign in Europe, if
successful, could stifle efforts in rural Alaska to enhance

the fur industry at the local level to provide a more stable

-raore-



economic base in villages feeling the pinch of the sluggish
Alaska economy. Trapping, to supplement subsistence, 1is one
of few economic industries in many rural areas.

In London recently, a delegation of Canadian aboriginal
leaders was unable to convince Clark to drop his proposal.
Clark claimed strong constituency backing.

Georges Erasmus, ISI-Canada International Co-Chairman
and National Chief of the Assembly of First Nations, which
represents over 500 Indian chiefs, explained that the
actions of the Minister caught aboriginal and legitimate
conservation groups by surprise. “That the actions of the
Minister flies in the face of influential conservation
groups such as the International Union for the Conservation
of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN), (representing over
100 nation states) who recently tersely rejected a similar
animal rights group®s plans to ban trapping because of the
devastating impact that such a ban would have on Native
people®s renewable resource economies and cultures. The
Minister®s plans hit aboriginal peoples in full force and
will only hurt those who can least afford it."” The
delegation pointed out that Canada is on the forefront of
new trapping technology and developing international
conservation standards and that the actions of the Minister
will only hinder those developments.

ISI-Alaska, in concert with ISI-Canada and Greenland,

is stepping up efforts in opposition of the Dabeling
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proposal, which (after a 28-day public notification and
consultation period in Britain) will be debated 1in
Parliament.

An international delegation of indigenous leaders,
including ISI-Alaska International Co-Chairman, Matthew iya,
will again travel to London next week to continue efforts to
defuse the situation.

In Alaska, IS1 1is soliciting support of other
organizations, State Government and our Congressional
Delegation.

"We need to send a strong and united message to Prime
Minister Thatcher, Parliament, and Clark, that many Native
people’s cultural and economic survival is threatened by
this action,”™ Polasky said.

The animal rights movement will be a major agenda item
at 1SI1"s International Annual Assembly next June at Fort
Yukon. Alaska will serve as host for the first time in
ISI*s four-year history. Hundreds of indigenous peoples
from throughout Alaska, Canada and Greenland are expected to

attend.
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Anchorage, Alasha
_ 90520-0008
April 21, 1908 (907) 270-2511
Fax; (907) 279 63-13

The Right Honourable Margaret Thatcher
Prime Minister of Great Britain

10 Downing Straet

LONDON, UK

SW1A 2AL &

Dear Prime Minister:

The economic foundation of thousands of aboriginal peoples
throughout Alaska, Canada and Greenland is in jeopardy should
the proposal of the British Minister of Trade, the Honourable
Alan Clark, be adopted.

Indigenous Survival International, an alliance of the
aboriginal peoples of Alaska, Canada and Greenland, 1is deeply
concerned that the Minister®s efforts to tag fur products
entering the United Kingdom would surely cause enormous
hardships to our people. Indigenous peoples have for centuries,
and continue today to maintain their livelihood from the land
and i1ts renewable resources, iIn harmony with nature. Their
cultural and nutritional dependence on these natural resources
cannot be replaced.

The Minister of Trade®"s proposal could effectively
eliminate the market for fur products in the U.K. This would
eliminate or greatly reduce the only financial resources many of
our Native peoples depend on to support their subsistence way or
life. To most, the only alternates would be costly government
hand-outs, depriving them of their pride and cultural survival.
We cannot adequately express to you the potential misery and ~*
human suffering brought on by such cultural deprivation.

Suicide, alcoholism, child abuse, loss of identity, esteem, and
other serious socially destructive forces emerge when a people
are denied their right to continue maintaining their honorable

way of life.

Mrs. Prime Minister, there is no group of people who have
more respect and care for the animals Mother Nature has provided
Native Americans, Canadians, and Greenlanders. That respect is
essential to their survival - both culturally and nutritionally.

Imagine the effects on U.K. farmers should they suddenly be
denied the opportunity to harvest farm animals. Those
disastrous effects are what thousands of aboriginal peoples
would face should the anti-fur harvest measures proposed by
Minister Clark succeed.

Indigenous Peoples and SusrainaOle Development
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bishop Suffragan
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Yellowknife, N.W.T
X1A 2A4

The Rc. Hon. Mrs. M. Thatcher
Prime Minister

10 Downing Street

London, England.

Dear Prime Minister:

Amidst your pressing and onerous duties, as an English born Canadian citizen
and a Bishop in the Anglican Church of Canada, may | presume upon your time
to express my deep concern over news from Great Britain; thatis, the likeli—
hood that certain members of your Government, are initiating an action which
condemns a-whole way of life for a large majority of Canada®"s northern
aboriginal people.

As the Bishop of The Arctic, with, some nearly forty years of residence in the
Northwest Territories, | have lived with and served a people, both Indian and
Eskimo (Inuit) who forecenturies have survived only because of their relation—
ship to and the harvesting of the animals that inhabited their land and waters.
For these people throughout their history lifestyles have certainly undergone
changes but, for centuries, always in the colonial relationship they experienced
under the British Monarchy and its Governments, no challenge was ever given to
their deep cultural affiliation to the land. This affiliation has always and
necessarily involved harvesting by both hunting and trapping, the whole industry
being given dramatic input by a succession of Europeans who opened up the
Canadian Northwst for both exploration and commerce.

The alleged action proposed by your Government to label Canadian fur produces
in such terms as to stigmatize the labour of the native trapper is viewe"d by
many of us as little short of an act of cultural genocide upon a small minority
of people who for 30 long have held the British monarchy and its Governments in
deep respect for their understanding of what life and survival on the mosc
northerly frontier of the Commonwealth reallyentails; this threatened stance of
your Government could prove to be a shattering experience for our people.

My plea, Mrs. Thatcher, 1is thac for the sake of all our harrassed and bewildered
native people at least the British Government will delay any precipicous

action on this issue until the entire matter of animal fur harvesting has been
exhaustively studied with full iDpuc by Canadian native people representatives

and indeed until the British people themselves have a greater insight inco what the
fact of virtually closing down the fur industry would have upon a small buc
important ethnic group within the Commonwealth.

Yours faithfully,
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Indigenous Survived International

I.S1.  (Alaska)
PQ Bax 200008
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April 21, 1988 (007) 270-2511
Fax:(007) 270-63-13 al

The Right Honourable Margaret Thatcher
Prime Minister of Great Britain

10 Downing Street

LONDON, UK

SW1A 2AL

Dear Prime Minister:

The economic foundation of thousands of aboriginal peoples
throughout Alaska, Canada and Greenland is in jeopardy should
the proposal of the British Minister of Trade, the Honourable
Alan Clark, be adopted.

Indigenous Survival International, an alliance of the
aboriginal peoples of Alaska, Canada and Greenland, 1is deeply
concerned that the Minister®s efforts to tag fur products
entering the United Kingdom would surely cause enormous
hardships to our people. Indigenous peoples have for centuries,
and continue today to maintain their livelihood from the land
and its renewable resources, in harmony with nature. Their
cultural and nutritional dependence on these natural resources

cannot be replaced.

The Minister of Trade"s proposal could effectively
eliminate the market for fur products in the U.K. This would
eliminate or greatly reduce the only financial resources many of
our Native peoples depend on to support their subsistence way of
life. To most, the only alternates would be costly government
hand-outs, depriving them of their pride and cultural survival.
We cannot adequately express to you the potential misery and =
human suffering brought on by such cultural deprivation.

Suicide, alcoholism, child abuse, loss of identity, esteem, and
other serious socially destructive forces emerge when a people
are denied their right to continue maintaining their honorable

way of life.

Mrs. Prime Minister, there is no group of people who have
more respect and care for the animals Mother Naturo has provided
Native Americans, Canadians, and Greenlanders. That respect is
essential to their survival - both culturally and nutritionally.

. Imagine the effects on U.K. farmers should they suddenly be
/®tISA the opportunity to harvest farm animals. Those
disastrous effects are what thousands of aboriginal peoples
would face should the anti-fur harvest measures proposed by
Minister Clark succeed.

Indigenous Peeples end SustainaUte Development



The Right Honourable Margaret Thatcher -2- April 21, 1988

We most respectfully urge you to oppose the proposal by the
Minister of Trade to label "fur product imports.”™ Ple&se help
insure a future for our people and their children.

Most Sincerely

Benjamin P. Nageak and Matthew lya
Co-Chairmen, 1SI-Alaska, USA

cc: ISI-Canada
ISI-Greenland
Rural Alaska Resources Assn.
Tanana Chiefs Conference
Assn. of Village Council Presidents

BPNsMIsct
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The Rc. Hon. Mrs. M. Thatcher
Priae Minister

10 Downing Street

London, England.

Dear Priae Minister:

Aaidst your pressingand onerous duties, as an English born Canadian citizen
and a Bishop in the .Anglican Church of Canada, nay | presuae upon your tine
to express my deep concern over news from Great Britain; thatis, the likeli—
hood that certain members of your Government, are initiating an action which
condemns a-whole way of life for a large najority of Canada®s northern
aboriginal people.

As the Bishop of The Arctic, with some nearly forty years of residence in the
Northwest Territories, | have lived with and served a people, both Indian and
Eskimo (Inuit) who for-centuries have survived only because of their relation—
ship to and the harvesting of the animals that inhabited their land and waters.
For these people throughout their history lifestyles have certainly undergone
changes but, for centuries, always in the colonial relationship they experienced
under the British Monarchy and its Governments, no challenge was ever given to
their deep cultural affiliation to the land. This affiliation has always and
necessarily involved harvesting by both hunting and crapping, the whole industry
being given dramatic input by a succession of Europeans who opened up the
Canadian Northwst for both exploration and commerce.

The alleged action proposed by your Government to label Canadian fur products
in such terms as to stigmatize the labour of the native trapper is viewed by
many of us as little short of an acc of cultural genocide upon a small minority
of people who for 30 long have held the British monarchy and its Governments in
deep respect for their understanding of what life and survival on the most
northerly frontier of the Commonwealth reallyentails; this threatened stance of
your Government could prove to be a shattering experience for our people.

My plea, Mrs. Thatcher, is Chat for the sake of all our harrassed and bewildered
native people .-at least the Bricish Government will delay any precipitous

action on this issue until Che entire matter of animal fur harvesting has been
exhaustively studied with full inpuc by Canadian native people representatives

and indeed until the Bricish people themselves have a greater insight inco what the
fact of virtually closing down the fur industry would have upon a small buc
importanc ethnic group within the Commonwealth.

Yours faithfully,
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