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I n t r o d u c e d  b y :  C l i c k ,

O ' C o n n e l l ,  M c L a n e ,  W a l l i  

D a t e :  F e b r u a r y  5, 1 9 9 1

V o t e :  U N A N I M O U S

A c t i o n :  A D O P T E D  A S  A M E N D E D

K E N A I  P E N I N S U L A  B O R O U G H  

R E S O L U T I O N  9 1 - 1 4

A  R E S O L U T I O N  I N  S U P P O R T  O F  T H E  E A S T S I D E  C O O K  I N L E T  S E T N E T  F I S H E R Y

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  o f f s h o r e  s e t n e t  f i s h e r y  in C o o k  I n l e t  h a s  b e e n  a 

l e g a l  arid a c c e p t e d  m e t h o d  o f  f i s h i n g  f o r  o v e r  t h i r t y  y e a r s ;  a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  A l a s k a  B o a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s  e s t a b l i s h e d  b o u n d a r i e s  

o n  t h i s  f i s h e r y  in 1 9 7 S  o f  o n e  a n d  o n e - h a l f  m i l e s  o f f s h o r e  s o u t h  o f  

t h e  K e n a i  R i v e r  a n d  o n e  m i l e  o f f s h o r e  n o r t h  o f  t h e  K e n a i  R i v e r ;  a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  v a s t  m a j o r i t y  (87%) o f  C o o k  I n l e t  s e t n e t  p e r m i t  

h o l d e r s  a r e  A l a s k a  r e s i d e n t s  w i t h  o v e r  t w o - t h i r d s  b e i n g  r e s i d e n t s  

o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a ;  a n d

W H E R E A S , t h e  e a s t s i a e  s e t n e t  f i s h e r y  is a  m a j o r  e c o n o m i c  

f a c t o r  w i t h i n  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h ,  w i t h  a n  a n n u a l  e x - v e s s e l  

e a t e n  v a l u e  f o r  t h e  p a s t  f i v e  y e a r s  a v e r a g i n g  S 2 7 . 9  m i l l i o n ,  

e m p l o y i n g  m a n y  p e o p l e  in t h e  f i s h e r y ,  p r o c e s s i n g  a n d  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

i n d u s t r y ,  a n d  d i r e c t l y  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h  

t h r o u g h  r e a l  a n d  p e r s o n a l  p r o p e r t y ,  s a l e s  a n d  r a w  f i s h  t a x a t i o n ;  

a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  A l a s k a  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  F i s h  a n d  G a m e  a n d  t h e  A l a s k a  

3 o a r a  o f  F i s h e r i e s  h a v e  d e v e l o p e d  a n d  i m p l e m e n t e d  a b i o l o g i c a l l y  

b a s e d  m a n a g e m e n t  p l a n  p r o v i d i n g  p r o t e c t i o n  r e d u c e d  i n t e r c e p t i o n  o f  

k i n g  s a l m o n  b y  e s t a b l i s h i n g  b o t h  m i n i m u m  a n d  o p t i m u m  e s c a p e m e n t  

g o a l s ;  a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  e a s t s i d a  s e t n e t  f i s h e r y  t a r g e t s  t n e  r e d  s a l m o n  

r u n  a n d  h a s  t a k e n  m e a s u r e s  t o  r e d u c e  t h e  o a t c h  o f  k i n g  s a l m o n ,  

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e d u c i n g  t h e  i n c i d e n t a l  h a r v e s t  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s  a n d  

p l a n s  t o  i n s t i t u t e  a v o l u n t a r y  p r o g r a m  d e d i c a t i n g  t h e  r e v e n u e s  f r o m  

i n c i d e n t a l  c a t c h  of k i n g  s a l m o n  t o  i m p r o v e m e n t  of K e n a i  R i v e r  

h a o i t a t ;

N O W ,  T H E R E F O R E .  B E  I T  R E S O L V E D  B Y  T H E  A S S E M B L Y  O F  T H E  K E N A I  

P E N I N S U L A  B O R O U G H :

S e c t i o n  1 . T h a t  t h e  A s s e m b l y  o f  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h  

u r g e  G o v e r n o r  W a l t e r  J. H i c k e l ,  t h e  A l a s k a  B o a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s ,  a n d  

t h e  A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  t o  f u l l y  e x a m i n e  t h e  b i o l o g i c a l ,

Ke nai P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h
R e s o l u t i o n  91-14
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I. STATE LAND CLASSIFICATION
PLANNING, CLASSIFICATION, AND MANAGEMENT

!

Land  and  R e so u r c e  Pla n n in g _______________________________________________________________
All land classification actions arc based on a land use plan prepared by the Department of Natural Resources. The 
planning process is described in Figure 1, below. Land use plans provide guidance for the use and development of 
state land and resources. State law requires that these plans be consistent with local governmental land use plans 
to the maximum extent determined to be consistent with state interests. The department prepares three types of land 
use plans: area plans, management plans, and site-specific plans.

Area plans, such as the 15.5-million acre Bristol Bay Area Plan, cover relatively large regions of the state. With 
participation by agencies and the public, resources are idenufied and land use values arc determined. Area plans 
allocate state land for primary and secondary uses. To ensure multiple use and avoid conflicts, the allocations arc 
accompanied by management intent statements which give direcoon to land managers and guidelines for applying 
specific land classi lie 'dons. About 70 million acres of state land are now covered by adopted area plans in populated 
as well as rural regions o f the state. (See Figures 2 and 3.)

The table below shows ten completed area plans. Two previously completed area plans, Delta-Salcha (1982) was 
encompassed in the Tanana Basin Plan when it was rccendy updated. The Willow Sub-basin Area Plan will also 
be encompassed in the upcoming Susitna Area Plan update.

Completed area plans listed below show approximate state acreage within their planning areas. This acreage 
includes not only patented, tentatively approved, and selected state land which have come to the state under various 
federal land entitlements, but also shore, tide and submerged land granted under the federal Submerged Lands Act 
of 1953.

ADOPTED AREA PLANS ACRES COMPLETION DATE

Bristol Bay 15,500,000 acres 1984
Copper River Basin 3,300,000 acres 1986
Haines-Skagway 400,000 acres 1979
Kuskokwim 16,000,000 acres 1988
Northwest 16,000,000 acres 1989
Prince William Sound 5,300,000 acres 1988
Prince of Wales Island 1,035,000 acres 1990
Susitna 9,500,000 acres 1985
Tanana Basin (updated) 14,804,000 acres 1990
Willow Sub-basin 460.000 acres 1982

TOTAL 82,049,000 acres

Table 1B: a re a  p la n s  in p ro g re s s  p ro je c te d  com p le tion  da te

Kenai Area Plan December, 1993
Central Southeast .Area Plan December. 1993
Yakataga Area Plan June, 1993
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I n t r o d u c e d  b y :  G l i c k ,

O ' C o n n e l l ,  M c L a n e ,  W a l l i  

D a t e :  F e b r u a r y  5, 1 9 9 1

V o t e :  U N A N I M O U S

A c t i o n :  A D O P T E D  A S  A M E N D E D

K E N A I  P E N I N S U L A  B O R O U G H  

R E S O L U T I O N  9 1 - 1 4

A  R E S O L U T I O N  I N  S U P P O R T  O F  T H E  E A S T S I D E  C O O K  I N L E T  S E T N E T  F I S H E R Y

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  o f f s h o r e  s e t n e t  f i s h e r y  in C o o k  I n l e t  h a s  b e e n  a 

l e g a l  a n d  a c c e p t e d  m e t h o d  o f  f i s h i n g  f o r  o v e r  t h i r t y  y e a r s ;  a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  A l a s k a  B o a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s  e s t a b l i s h e d  b o u n d a r i e s  

o n  t h i s  f i s h e r y  in 1 9 7 S  o f  o n e  a n d  o n e - h a l f  m i l e s  o f f s h o r e  s o u t h  o f  

t h e  K e n a i  R i v e r  a n d  o n e  m i l e  o f f s h o r e  n o r t h  o f  t h e  K e n a i  R i v e r ;  a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  v a s t  m a j o r i t y  (87%) o f  C o o k  I n l e t  s e t n e t  p e r m i t  

h o l d e r s  a r e  A l a s k a  r e s i d e n t s  w i t h  o v e r  t w o - t h i r d s  b e i n g  r e s i d e n t s  

o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a ;  a n d

W H E R E A S , t h e  e a s t s i d e  s e t n e t  f i s h e r y  is a  m a j o r  e c o n o m i c  

f a c t o r  w i t h i n  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h ,  w i t h  a n  a n n u a l  e x - v e s s e l  

e a t e n  v a l u e  f o r  t h e  p a s t  f i v e  y e a r s  a v e r a g i n g  S 2 7 . 9  m i l l i o n ,  

e m p l o y i n g  m a n y  p e o p l e  i n  t h e  f i s h e r y ,  p r o c e s s i n g  a n d  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

i n d u s t r y ,  a n d  d i r e c t l y  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h  

t h r o u g h  r e a l  a n d  p e r s o n a l  p r o p e r t y ,  s a l e s  a n d  r a w  f i s h  t a x a t i o n ;  

a n d

W H E R E A S ,  t h e  A l a s k a  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  F i s h  a n d  G a m e  a n d  t h e  A l a s k a  

3oarc. F i s h e r i e s  h a v e  d e v e l o p e d  a n d  i m p l e m e n t e d  a b i o l o g i c a l l y  

b a s e d  m a n a g e m e n t  p l a n  p r o v i d i n g  p r o t e c t i o n  r e d u c e d  i n t e r c e p t i o n  o f  

k i n g  s a l m o n  b y  e s t a b l i s h i n g  b o t h  m i n i m u m  a n d  o p t i m u m  e s c a p e m e n t  

g o a i s ;  a n d

W H E R E A S . t h e  e a s t s  l i e  s e t n e t  f i s h e r y  t a r g e t s  m e  r e d  s a l m o n  

r u n  a n d  h a s  t a k e n  m e a s u r e s  t o  r e d u c e  t h e  c a t c h  o f  k i n g  s a l m o n ,  

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e d u c i n g  t h e  i n c i d e n t a l  h a r v e s t  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s  a n d  

p l a n s  t o  i n s t i t u t e  a v o l u n t a r y  p r o g r a m  d e d i c a t i n g  t h e  r e v e n u e s  f r o m  

i n c i d e n t a l  c a t c h  o f  k i n g  s a l m o n  t o  i m p r o v e m e n t  of K e n a i  R i v e r  

h a b i t a t ;

M O W ,  T H E R E F O R E .  B E  I T  R E S O L V E D  B Y  T H E  A S S E M B L Y  O F  T H E  K E N A I  

P E N I N S U L A  E O R O U G H :

'e c t i o n  T h a t  t h e  A s s e m b l y  o f  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h  

u r g e  g o v e r n o r  W a l t e r  J. H i c k e l ,  t h e  A l a s k a  B e a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s ,  a n d  

t h e  A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  t o  f u l l y  e x a m i n e  t h e  b i o l o g i c a l ,

Ke nai P e n i n s u l a  B o r o u g h
R e s o l u t i o n  91-14
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s o c i a l ,  a n d  e c o n o m i c  i m p a c t s  o f  a n y  p r o p o s e d  a c t i o n  t o  l i m i t  

s e t n e t s  a l o n g  t h e  e a s t s i d e  o f  C o o k  I n l e t .

S e c t i o n  s . T h a t  t h e  A l a s k a  B o a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s  b e  a l l o w e d  t o  

p r o m u l g a t e  r e g u l a t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  f i s h e r i e s  m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  

a l l o c a t i o n  i s s u e s  b a s e d  u p o n  b i o l o g i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .

S e c t i o n  3 . W e  r e s p e c t f u l l y  r e q u e s t  t h a t  n e w  a n d  c o n t i n u i n g  

m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  A l a s k a  B o a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s  e x h i b i t  a h i g h  d e g r e e  o f  

i n t e g r i t y  a n d  a n  a b i l i t y  t o  b e  f a i r  a n d  i m p a r t i a l  in a r r i v i n g  a t  

t h e i r  d e c i s i o n s .

S e c t i o n  4 . T h a t  t h e  A l a s k a  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  F i s h  a n d  G a m e  b e  

a l l o w e d  t o  m a n a g e  f i s h e r i e s  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  m a n a g e m e n t  p l a n s  a n d  

r e g u l a t i o n s  e s t a b l i s h e d  b y  t h e  A l a s k a  B o a r d  o f  F i s h e r i e s  w i t h o u t  
i n t e r f e r e n c e .

S e c t i o n  5 . T h a t  c o p i e s  o f  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n  b e  s e n t  t o  G o v e r n o r  

W a l t e r  J. H i c k e l ,  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  H o u s e  a n d  S e n a t e  R e s o u r c e s  

C o m m i t t e e s ,  a n d  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  K e n a i  P e n i n s u l a  d e l e g a t i o n .

S e c t i o n  6 . T h a t  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n  s h a l l  t a k e  e f f e c t  i m m e d i a t e l y  
u p o n  i t s  a d o p t i o n .

A D O P T E D  3 Y  T H E  A S S E M B L Y  O F  T H E  K E N A I  P E N I N S U L A  B O R O U G H  O N  T H I S

19 9 1 .

Jar.ss w. SkocstajaT, A s s e m b l y  P r e s i d e n t
A T T E S T :

J a n e t  A. S u m e y ,  B o r o u g h  C l e r k
U

Kenai P e n i n s u l a  Bor o ug h
R e s o l u t i o n  91-1*!
Page 2 of 2 Pages



I. STATE LAND CLASSIFICATION
PLANNING, CLASSIFICATION, AND MANAGEMENT 

| Land  and  R esour ce  P lanning_______________________________________________________

All land classification actions are based on a land use plan prepared by the Department of Natural Resources. The 
planning process is described in Figure 1, below. Land use plans provide guidance for the use and development of 
state land and resources. State law requires that these plans be consistent with local governmental land use plans 
to the maximum extent determined to be consistent with state interests. The department prepares three types of land 
use plans: area plans, management plans, and site-specific plans.

Area plans, such as the 15.5-million acre Bristol Bay Area Plan, cover relatively large regions of the state. With 
participation by agencies and the public, resources are identified and land use values are determined. Area plans 
allocate state land for primary and secondary uses. To ensure multiple use and avoid conflicts, the allocations are 
accompanied by management intent statements which give direction to land managers and guidelines for applying 
specific land classifications. About 70 million acres of state land are now covered by adopted area plans in populated 
as well as rural regions of the state. (See Figures 2 and 3.)

The table below shows ten completed area plans. Two previously completed area plans, Delta-Salcha (1982) was 
encompassed in the Tanana Basin Plan when it was recently updated. The Willow Sub-basin Area Plan will also 
be encompassed in the upcoming Susitna Area Plan update.

Completed area plans listed below show approximate state acreage within their planning areas. This acreage 
includes not only patented, tentatively approved, and selected state land which have come to the state under various 
federal land entitlements, but also shore, tide and submerged land sramed under the federal Submersed Lands Act 
of 1953.

ADOPTED AREA PLANS ACRES COMPLETION DATE

Bristol Bay 15,500,000 acres 1984
Copper River Basin 3,300,000 acres 1986
Haines-Skagway 400,000 acres 1979
Kuskokwim 16,000,000 acres 1988
Northwest 16,000,000 acres 1989
Prince William Sound 5,300,000 acres 1988
Prince of Wales Island 1,035,000 acres 1990
Susitna 9,500,000 acres 1985
Tanana Basin (updated) 14,804,000 acres 1990
Willow Sub-basin 460,000 acres 1982

TOTAL 82,049,000 acres

Table 1B: area plans in progress

Kenai .Area Plan 
Central Southeast .Area Plan 
Yakataga Area Plan

PROJECTED COMPLETION DATE

December, 1993 
December, 1993 
June. 1993

1



FIGURE 2.

Alaska Department of Natural Resources 
AREA PLANS

PIPELINE UTILITY CORRIDOR (from The Yukon River to 
I North Slope Boundary)

LOWER YUKON. KUSKOKWIM

WILLOW SUBBASIN

STEVENS PASSAGE
Jun««u CENTRAL SOUTHEAST

Kttcfiikan

SOUTHWEST PRINCE OF WALES ISLAND

January  1991

Alaska D epartm ent otNATURALRESOURCES

AREA PLANNING STA TU S

] Completed area plans 

Area plans in progress

I Not scheduled for area 
  plans at this time
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Date. '  j id d l

Peninsula Q a r i o n ^ ~  

Q i e n t  No. 0(ol3Setnetting 
resolution 
approved I

By CATHY BROWN 
Peninsula Clarion

Resolution: Borough Assembly sends 
message on setnet policy to governor

aui.

Tbe Borough Assembly Tues 
day night passed a resolution sup­
porting die easiside Cook Inlet sell 
net fishery and urging Gov. Wal­
ter J. Hickel not to let politics dic­
tate fisheries policy.

The resolution, which had the 

backing of the Kenai Peninsula 
Fishermen’s Association, was 

sponsored by Assembly members 
Betty Glick, Pat O’Connell and 
Sam McLane. The resolution 
passed unanimously. A similar or­
dinance goes before the Kenai 
City Council tonight.
KPFA board member Ken 

Coleman said his organization 
was pushing the resolution be­

cause of a message Qem Tillion, 
Hickel’s administrative assistant 
in charge of fishing issues, deliv­
ered to local fishermen in Decem­
ber.

"We were put on notice by the 

governor through ... Tillion that 

our fishery Deeded to be reduced 

or possibly eliminated," Coleman 
said Tuesday afternoon.

Coleman and KPFA vice presi­

dent Gene Palm said they are con­

cerned that decisions regarding 

local fisheries management will 

be made for political reasons, 
rather than biological reasons.
Kenai River sport fishermen 

have blamed the easiside setnet 
fishermen for catching too many 

king salmon in their sockeye 
salmon nets and weakening the 

king salmon runs in the Kenai 
River.

When he spoke in December 
Tillion talked of limiting the num­

ber of offshore eastside setnet 
fishermen.

But the setnet Fishermen say 
there is no biological evidence 

that limiting the offshore setnet- 

ters will help the Kenai River 

king run. And they told the As-

Contlnu«d frcxn p*g« 1

sembly a reduction in die $27.9 million set- 
net fishery would pul people out of work 

and hurt the borough's economy.
“The facts do not support what they 

want to do,” Palm said in an interview 
Tuesday afternoon. "When he (Tillion) 
spoke, he said, the facts don't matter. This 
is a political decision, pure and simple. The 

governor wants this reduced.
“We’re hoping if there are to be any 

changes, they’re done on biological need, 
not on die perception that we look bad," 
Coleman said. ‘‘‘It looks bad' is Dot an ac­
ceptable reason to lose any pan of a $27.9 

million industry."
He said the fisheries managmcnt plans

now in place already provide protection fi 

the Kenai River Ifing runs.
Coleman and Palm said Tillion also ind 

cated Hickel planned to replace the Boar 

of Fisheries with people who subscribe t 
his point of view.
"We'd like some impartial, fair-minde 

people that don’t have a preconceive 
agenda on die board," Coleman said.

The Assembly resolution asks that ll: 

Board of Fisheries "be allowed to promu 
gate regulations regarding fisheries mar 
agemcnt and allocation issues based on b 

ological considerations." It also reques 

that "new and continuing members of tf 

Alaska Board of Fisheries exhibit a big 
degree of integrity and ability to be fair ar 
impartial in arriving at their decisions."

 S * . RESOLUTION, back p n g .



34824 Kalifornsky Bea c h  R o a d  • Suite E * Soldotna  * A l a s k a  • 99669 • (907) 262-2492

March 1, 1991

Representative Mike Navarre 
P.O. Box V
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

Dear Representative Navarre:

Subject: House Bill No. 57 - An Act relating to leases of State land for fisheries development 
and providing for an effective date.

The Kenai Peninsula F^hermen's Association supports HB 57. We would like to thank you for 
introducing this bill and for your efforts to get It p assp J. As you know our organization 
primarily represents east side setnetters in Cook Inlet. Many of our members have been 
affected by the Attorney General's ruling that DNR cannot Issue or renew tideiand leases until a 
Land's Use Policy is in place. Our office has received numerous calls from frustrated fishermen 
who are trying to get their leases. We feel that HB 57 will help to resolve some of the problems 
associated with shore fishery leases.

We recently wrote to our members asking them to support HB 57. A copy of this letter is 
enclosed. Our staff will also be listening to the teleconference on Wednesday, March 6, 1991. 
P'ease let us know If there Is anything else we can do to help get this bill passed.

S in ce re ly ,

Brent Johnson 
President





STATE OF ALASKA 
1991 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

FISCAL NOTE

BILL NO. HB 64
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P.O . Box y 

J uneau , AK 9 0 8 1 1 -3 1 0 0  
Phone: (907) 103-3091 

Fax: (907) 103-3331

April 27, 1990

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM: Glenn T. GrayW*
Legislative Analyst

RE: Hunter Harassment Law Prosecutions in Other States
Research Request 90.331

You asked for an update to House Research Request 84.081 concerning prose­

cutions under hunter harassment statutes in other states. You also asked for 

a sample of hunter harassment statutes. This memorandum provides information 

about hunter harassment prosecutions in Arizona, Connecticut, Illinois, Maine, 

Maryland, Michigan, New York, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and Vermont. Legislative 

Request 90.189, sent to you earlier, contains information about hunter 

harassment statutes including a list of all states with hunter protection laws 

and sample legislation from seven western states. Statutes from ten additional 

states are attached to this memorandum (Attachment A).

Introduction

While most of the ten states we investigated report decreased activity by anti­

hunting groups since the passage of hunter protection legislation, a few of the 

states have experienced recent occurrences of hunter harassment. These 

incidents are staged by animal rights groups rather than individuals. Groups 

generally target a specific type of hunt or hunting activity and announce the 

event ahead of time in an effort to encourage coverage by the media.

At least 33 states have enacted hunter harassment statutes in an attempt to 

prohibit people from intentionally harassing individuals legally hunting or 

trapping. State law enforcement personnel in the states surveyed seldom 

prosecute individuals under the hunter harassment laws for several reasons. 

Antihunting activists often conduct protests without interfering with hunters. 

Some enforcement authorities believe that hunter harassment statutes deter many 

of those who would be inclined to disturb hunters without such a law. Law 

enforcement personnel sometimes use other statutes to prosecute violators 

because of cumbersome statutory provisions or the fear that the statute would 

be found unconstitutional if challenged. Connecticut, however, is the only

Legislative Research A g e n c y
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state where a hunter harassment statute has been found to be unconstitutional. 

Prosecutions under the hunter harassment statutes in each of the ten states 
investigated is summarized below.

Arizona

Arizona experienced some hunter harassment problems prior to the enactment of 

the nation's first hunter protection statute, but no one has been prosecuted 

under this law.1 The statute targets organized antihunting groups rather than 

individuals. Before the state can implement the law in a specific instance, 

a formal process must be undertaken. Since most organized efforts to disrupt 

hunters are well-publicized before the event, the state could theoretically 

complete the process before the harassment occurs. State officials believe 

that the law has successfully discouraged incidents of hunter harassment. 

Antihunting protests, however, continue to occur.

Connecticut

The United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit upheld the United 

States District Court's finding that the state's hunter harassment law was 

unconstitutional under the first and fourteenth amendments of the United States 

Constitution. The first prosecution under the law resulted after an individual 

attempted to dissuade several sportsmen from hunting geese. An animal rights 

group later encouraged this individual to challenge the constitutionality of 

the law. The law was found to be unconstitutionally vague and subject to 

several interpretations. The Connecticut State legislature is currently 

considering new legislation that would correct deficiencies in the law 
(Attachment B ) .

Last fall, several antihunting groups, including Friends of Animals, harassed 

Connecticut hunters. Members of the groups wore animal costumes and attempted 

to scare deer away from the hunters. The groups target special hunts scheduled 

to control overpopulations of deer in specific areas. As well as disturbing 

hunters and thwarting management of game populations, concentrations of people 

in an area open to hunting pose a serious safety risk.2

’Telephone conversation, Don Vance, supervisor, Law Enforcement Branch, 
Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, April 25, 1990.

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Elaine Korenkiewicz, legislative coordinator, 

Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection, Hartford, April 24, 1990.



Representative Davidson 

April 27, 1990 

Page 3

Illinois

A district court judge ruled that the hunter harassment statute in Illinois was 

constitutional in a 1989 challenge. The court case resulted over a conflict 

between two goose clubs. On the premise that hunting is prohibited within a 

certain distance of a residence, one club located a trailer on the edge of a 

parcel of private land to stop hunting in the area. The second club initiated 

a civil action against the first club, claiming that their attempt to prevent 

hunting was a type of harassment. The first club claimed that the law was 

unconstitutional due to its vagueness. The district court judge ruled that the 

law was not vague and ordered the first club to remove the trailer. The case 

was not appealed. Data is not available concerning the number of prosecutions 

under this hunter harassment statute.3

Maine

Colonel Cummings, chief warden of the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and 

Wildlife, stated that there have been no prosecutions under the state hunter 

harassment law.4 The state has not experienced any problems with antihunting 

groups interfering with hunters in recent years.

Maryland

Animal rights activists gained national attention last fall as a result of a 

concerted attempt to stop hunting. Law enforcement officers responded by 

issuing ten citations for harassment of hunters. Some of the violators pleaded 

guilty but appealed the decision in an attempt to find the law unconstitu­

tional. The appeals have not yet been completed and there is no data on the 

total number of citations issued under the state's hunter protection statute.5

Michigan

Two citations have been issued under the state's hunter protection statute but 

they were not contested. Staff of the Michigan Department of Natural Resources 

expect the state to be targeted by anti-hunting groups this year. The d e p a r t­

ment believes that the law would be found unconstitutional if contested and law

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Jack Price, Attorney, Department of Conservation, 

Springfield, April 25, 1990.

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Augusta, April 24, 1990.

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Steve Shall, chief of field operations, Forests, 

Parks and Wildlife, Department of Natural Resources, Annapolis, April 25, 1990.
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enforcement officers have been directed to use other statutes (e.g., assault 
or trespass laws) instead of the hunter harassment law.6

New York

A concern about possible harassment to hunters led to enactment of a statute 

in 1986 prohibiting interference with hunting. However, there have been no 

prosecutions under this law and there are no current organized efforts to 

disrupt hunts.7

Oregon

Although there were some problems with harassment of hunters prior to enactment 

of Oregon's statute, there has never been a prosecution under the hunter 

protection statute. The offense is a violation rather than a misdemeanor. 

Opposition to hunting occurred primarily over hunts opened to control crop 
damage from wildlife.

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania has not experienced much of a problem with hunter harassment. 

There were some incidents before the hunter protection statute was written but 

there have been no prosecutions. Protests occurred over the decision to open 

special hunts to control overpopulations of deer in state parks. The 

protestors, however, stayed outside of park boundaries and did not interfere 

with the hunters.9

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Bruce Gustafson, supervisor, Recreational Safety 

Education, Michigan Department of Natural Resources, Lansing, April 24, 1990.

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, James Davis, assistant council, Fish and 

Wildlife, Department of Environmental Conservation, Albany, April 24, 1990.

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Lieutenant Kraft, Game Enforcement Bureau, Oregon 
State Police, Portland, April 25, 1990.

t e l e p h o n e  conversation, Richard Fagan, Director of Enforcement, 
Harrisburg, April 25, 1990.
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Vermont
Although there were incidents of harassment of hunters before the state's 

hunter protection law was enacted, there have been no prosecutions under the 

law. Harassment of hunters is currently not a problem in Verm o n t . 10

*** ** ***

I hope you find this information useful. Please contact this office if we may 
be of further service.

Attachments

10Telephone conversation, Norman Brown, state game warden, Department of 
Fish and Wildlife, Waterbury, April 24, 1990.
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TAKING AND HANDLING OF WILDLIFE S 17-316

§ 17-315. Wildlife theft prevention fund; authorized expenditures

A. There shall he a wildlife theft prevention fund which shall consist 

of:

1. Monies received from damage assessments pursuant to § 17-314.

2. Money received from donations to the fund.

3. Monies appropriated by the legislature for the purposes provided 

in this article.

B. Funds from the wildlife theft prevention fund shall be expended 

only for the following purposes:

1. The financing of reward payments to persons, other than peace 

officers, game and fish department personnel and members of their 

immediate families, responsible for information leading to the conviction 

of any person for unlawfully taking, wounding or killing, possessing, 

transporting or selling wildlife and attendant acts of vandalism. The 

commission shall establish the schedule of rewards to be paid for 

information received and payment shall be made from funds available for 

this purpose.

2. The financing of a statewide telephone reporting system under the 

name of "operation game thief” which shall be established by the 

director under the guidance of the commission.

3. The promotion of the public recognition and awareness of the 

wildlife theft prevention program.

C. The wildlife theft prevention fund shall be expended in conformity 

with the laws governing state financial operations, except that any 

balance in excess of fifty thousand dollars shall revert to the game and 

fish fund. Balances remaining at the end of the fiscal year shall be 

exempt from the provisions of § 35-190, relating to lapsing of appropria­

tions.

Added by Laws 1978, Ch. 185, § 2.

§ 17-316. Interference with rights of hunters: violation; classifica­

tion

A. The commission may, by rule, establish jesignated hunting areas 

on public lands if it finds that a significant interference or disruption of a 

hunt is likely to occur on those lands.

B. It is a class 2 misdemeanor for a person while in a designated 

hunting area to intentionally interfere with the lawful taking of wildlife 

by another or to intentionally harass, drive or disturb any game animal 

for the purpose of disrupting a lawful hunt

435
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§ 17-316 GAME AND FISH TAK1
C. It is a class 3 misdemeanor for a person to enter or remain in a 

designated hunting area on any state lands including state trust lands 

with the intent to interfere with the lawful taking of wildlife.

D. The commission or any person prope'ly licensed to take wildlife 

who is directly affected by a violation of this section may bring an action 

to restrain conduct declared unlawful in this section and to recover 

damages.

E. A peace officer who reasonably believes that a person has violated 

this section may order the person to desist or to leave the area or arrest 

such person upon refusal to desist or leave.

F. The conduct declared unlawful in this section does not include any 

incidental interference arising from lawful activity by public land users, 

including ranchers, miners or recreationists.

Added by Laws 1981, Ch. 239, § 1.

Library References
Game <5=3'/-'. 
C.J.S. Game § 7.

ARTICLE 2. LICENSES

Article 2, consisting o f §§ 17-331 to 17-344, was added by 
Laws 1358, Ch. 80, § ?, effective July 1, 1958.

Former Article 2, corisisting o f §§ 17-331 to 17-348, was 
repealed by Laws 1958, Ch. 80, § 1, effective July 1, 1958.

For disposition o f the subject matter o f  sections repealed or 
derivation o f sections enacted by Laws 1958, Ch. 80, §§ 1 and 
2, see Tables preceding § 17-101.

Cross References

Civil liability for unlawful wounding, killing, or possession of wildlife, see § 17-314.

§ 17-331. License required

No person, except as provided by this title, or commission order, shall 

take any wildlife in this state unless at the time of taking he has a valid 

license therefor on his person and exhibits it upon request for inspection 

to any game ranger, wildlife manager or peace officer.

Added by Laws 1958, Ch. 80, § 2.

H istorical Note

Source:
Laws 1929. Ch. 84. « 25.

Code 1939. 1 57-125. 
Laws 1945, Ch. 52. 9 Hi.
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Connecticut"
Ch. 952 PENAL CODE: OFFENSES 677

Subdlv. (3): Freedom of speech subject to reasonable regulation of plare tod manner of exercise. Not necessary to limit 
application of statute to "fighting wordi." The prohibition It igiinit purposeful harassment by meant '/device retdily luscepti* 
ble of abuse; trespasser upon our privacy, 34 CS 689, 690, 695, 696, 698.

Sec. 53a-183a. Harassment of hunters, trappers and fishermen: Class C Misde­
meanor. (a) No person shall: (1) Interfere with the lawful taking of wildlife by another 

person, or acts in preparation for such taking, with intei.i to prevent such taking; or(2) harass 
another person who is engaged in the lawful taking of wildlife or acts in preparation for such 

taking.

(b) Any person who violates any provision of this section shall be guilty of a class C 

misdemeanor.

(P.A. 85-351.) ( £ , ^ < 3  - jo  be

PART XV 

INTOXICATION

Sec. 53a-184. Intoxication by drug; definition, commitment, treatment, penalty,

(a) A person is guilty of intoxication by drug when he is under the influence of a controlled 
drug or controlled substance, as defined in section 21 a-240, to the degree that he may endan­
ger himself or other persons or property, or annoy persons in his vicinity.

(b) The court in its discretion may commit to the custody and control of the executive 

director of the Connecticut alcohol and drug abuse commission or to any appropriate facility 
within that commission for not more than twelve months, or until discharged within that 

period by the executive director, any person found guilty under this section who has been 

convicted previously, under this section at least twice in the last-preceding six months or 
four times in the last-preceding year.

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (a), in lieu of anrest, a police officer in 

his discretion may escort a person intoxicated by dnig to a civil facility for the care of drug- 
dependent persons.

(d) Intoxication by drug shall be deemed an unclassified misdemeanor, the sentence for 

which shall be imprisonment for a period of not more than thirty days or a fine of not more 

than twenty dollars or both.

(1969. P.A. 828. S. 186; 1971. P.A. 871, S. 45; P.A. 74-280. S. 22, 25: P.A. 75-479, S. 12. 25; P.A, 76-300. S. 1. 3 .4 ; 
P.A. 86-371. S. 34 . 45.)

History: 1971 act removed turcoGC drugs from purview of Kcboa. deleted former Subtec. (c) wtuch hid required this 
defendant be idvised of Kit rights uoder Subtec. (b) before being put <o pie*, rcleaering former Subtecs, (d) sod (e) accordingly 
tod tdded reference (o facilities for care o f drug-dependent penoas in Subsec. (c), formerly (d); P.A. 74-280 revised provision 
to spply to intosicirioo by drop oaly, deleting references lo tloobol throughout sod provision to Subtec. (b) specifically 
concerning dismissal o f criminal proceedings against person who court believes to be to alcoholic, requiring minimum commit­
ment o f thiny days and referring to guilt under Sec. 53-246, effective July I . 1976; P.A. 75-479 reiterated effective due of 
section u  staled in P.A. 74-280; P.A. 76-300 changed effective date of section to June I, 1976; P.A. 86-371 substituted 
references to the executive director snd the Connecticut alcohol and drug abuse commission for references to die commissioner 
and department of mental health.

Annotations to former section 53-246:
Omission of word “found" in complaint fatal. 25 C. 9.
Where minor defendant was committed to reformatory for indefinite tesm where adult could not have been confined mere 

than thirty days, sentence too severe. 26 CS 506, 507.
Cited. 4 Coon. Cir. Cl. 90; id.. 536; 5 Coon. Cir. C3. 311.
Annotations to present section:
Cited. 204 C. 240. 257.
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INTERFERENCE WITH TAKING OF WILD ANIMALS

C ro n  R eference*

Misdemeanors,
Fines, see ch. 38, fl 1005-5-1.
Terms of im prisonm ent, see ch. 38, fl 1005-8-3.

301. Definitions
§ 1. Definitions. As used in this Act:

a. "Wild animal" means any wild creature the taking of which is 

authorized by the fish and game laws of the State.

b. 'Taking”, means the capture or killing of a wild animal and 

includes travel, camping, and other acts preparatory to taking 

which occur on lands or waters upon which the affected person has 

the right or privilege to take such wild animal.

P.A. 83-153, § 1. eff. Jan. 1, 1984.

H istorical N ote

Title o f Act; 83-153, approved August 29. 1983, eff.
An Act to prohibit harassm ent o f hunt- Jan . 1, 1984. 

ers, trappers and fisherm en. P.A.

L ib ra ry  R eference*

Game *=2, 4.
CJ.S. Game §§ 1, 8.
Words and Phrases (Perm .Ed.)

302. Interference with lawful taking of wild animal
§ 2. Any person who knowingly performs any of the following 

is guilty of a Class C misdemeanor:

(a) interferes with the lawful taking of a wild animal by another 

with intent to prevent the taking.

(b) disturbs or engages in an activity that will tend to disturb 

wild animals, with intent to prevent their lawful taking.

(c) disturbs another person who is engaged in the lawful taking 

of a wild animal or who is engaged in the process of taking, with 

intent to dissuade or otherwise prevent the taking.

(d) enters or remains upon public lands, or upon private lands 

without permission of the owner or his agent, with intent to violate 

this Section.

P.A. 83-153, § 2, eff. Jan. 1, 1984.

Library Reference*

Game «=*7.
C J.S. Game § 10 et seq.
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CONSERVATION 12 §7541

A. Largest female coyote killed..........................................$1,500;
B. Largest male coyote killed............................................$1,000;
C. Most female coyotes killed..............................................$500;
D. Most male coyotes killed ...............................................$500;
E. Most total coyotes killed......................................... $1,000; and
F. Drawing from all entries...............................................$500.

2. Payment At the conclusion of the program, the commissioner shall pay from the
funds derived from the sale of the supersport license to the individual determined by the 
commissioner to have qualified as the winner in each of the categories set out in 
subsection 1, paragraphs A to F, an amount equal to the award set out for that category 

in subsection 1.
3. Rule. The commissioner may establish, by rule promulgated in accordance with the 

Maine Administrative Procedure Act, Title 5, chapter 375, procedures for applications for 
awards and for certification of the number, sex and size of coyotes killed.

4. Eligibility. Employees of the d partment, including part-time and seasonal employ­
ees, and agents of the animal damage control program, including those who are not 
compensated, are not eligible to participate in any aspect of this program.

5. Repeal. This subchapter ia repealed on September 30, 1990.

1989, c. 277, § 1.
1 Section 8001 e t seq.

C H A P T E R  710

H A R A S S M E N T  O F  H U N T E R S ,  T R A P P E R S  A N D  F I S H E R M E N

Section
7541. H arassm ent prohibited.
7542. Injunction; damages.

Chapter 710, Harassment o f Hunters, Trappers and Fishermen, was enact­
ed by 1983, c. 366.

Cross References

Muzzle-loading hu rting  season, restrictions, 
see § 7107-A of this title.

§ 7541. Harassment prohibited

1. Interference with taking. No peraon may willfully interfere with the lawful 

hunting, fishing or trapping of a wild animal, wild bird or fish.

2. Disturbing wild animals, wild birds or fish. No person may willfully disturb or 
attempt to disturb a wild animal, wild bird or fish with the intent to interfere with the 

hunting, fishing or trapping of them.

3. Violation. A violation of this section is a civil violation for which a forfeiture of 

not less than $100 nor more than $500 may be adjudged.

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

provided by law.

1983, c. 366.

L lb ra ij R efeieiitca 
Fish «=13(1). 
Gs.ne «=*7.

C J.S . Fish § 23 et seq. 
C J.S . Game § 10 et seq.
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} 7642. Injunction; damages

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

1988, c. 806.

C H A P T E R  711

FISHING

SUBCHAPTER I

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Cross References Muzzle-loading hunting season, restrictions,
Habitual violator, see } 7107-A of this title.

Definition, see § 7001 of this title. Suspension or revocation of license o r permit,
License revocation, see § 7079 of this title, notification, see } 7077 of this title.

{ 7652. Open and closed seasons

Except as provided in subsection 5, and except as the commissioner may by rule 
provide, the following shall be the open seasons for fishing in the State. All opening and 
closing dates are inclusive.

[See main volume for text o f 1 to 4]
5. Exceptions. Notwithstanding this section:

[See main volume for text o f 5, A to 5, C]
D. The commissioner may issue a rule establishing an annual opening date as the 
last Saturday of April on waters reclaimed by the removal of rough fish; and

E, F. Repealed.

G. There shall be a continued closed season on the dipping of smelts from Morrill 
Pond and its tributaries in Somerset County.

1983, c. 274, }5 1 to 8; 1988, c. 440, } 12; 1987, c. 116, ( (  1, 2.

H istorical Note 1987 L egislation

1983 A mendments. Subsection 6, E: Re- Laws 1987, c. 116, repealed par. F  of subsec. 6,
pealed by « .  274 and 440. which read:

Subsection 5, F: C hapter 274 substituted -«rhs 0pen season in Aroostook County for all
and for a period. Ash in rivers, brooks and stream s is May 1st to

Subsection 5, G: Added by c. 274. ■ Septem ber 16th; and”.

{ 7653. Waters closed to fishing

Except aa provided in subsection 4, and except as the commissioner may by rule 
provide, the following waters are closed to fishing.

1. Fishway dams. The area within 150 feet of any dam in which a fishway is located, 
except

A  Repealed. Laws 1989, c. 498, $ 41, eff. June 29, 1989.

B. At the following places, the fishway and the area within 75 feet of any part of 
the fishway shall be closed to fialiing at all times:

(1) Woodland Dam and Grand Falls Powerhouse Dam on the St Croix River in 
the Town of Baileyville;

(2) East Grand Lake Dam, T9 R4; and
250
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W il d l if e
§ 10-422

y, Prince George's, Some 

s police officer, law eni„. 

g found pursuing any deer. In 

I, Cecil, Charles, Gurrett, St. 

alvert counties, dogs that are 

way rnuy not be killed under

wo or more persons together, 

■adlight, artificial light, bat- 

idd, woodland, or forest while 

|r other implement by which 

ot shot at, ipjured, or killed, 

.ere the headlight of a motor 

highway in the usual way, 

ghway and there was no at-

Any person who violates any 

anor and upon conviction is 

rnent for not more than six 

(.on of the court. Any person 

|:tion shall have his hunting 

' hunting in the State for at 

a to these penalties, every 

ocate or hunt for deer, and 

killing a deer, found in or 

I'ictcd, or used to violate the 

nd disposed of by the Secre- 

C,§§ 196,196A; 1973,1st 

-7; 1988, ch. 76.)

purposes o f  a t  the beginning of
I entence of subsection (a) (1); and 
ctioa (a) (3).

* assistants.
/ to any person who:

•’ith or without a hunter’s

I: season restricted to hunt-

(b) In general. —  The following persons shall wear either a cap, vest, jacket, 

or jucket containing back and front panels of a daylight fluorescent orange

color:
(1) A person who hunts any wildlife; and
(2) A person who accompanies, aids, or assists another person to hunt any 

wildlife. (1989, ch. 512.)

Form er 5 10-418 waa repealed by Acta 1986, 
ch. 805, effective Ju ly  1, 1986,

E d ito r 's  note . — Section 2, ch. 512, AcLa 
1989, provides th a t the act shall take  effect 
Ju ly  1, 1989.

§ 10-421. Restriction on first day of firearms season for 
hunting deer.

On the first day of the firearms season for hunting deer, a person may not 

hunt any animal other than deer in this State except that waterfowl may be 

hunted from a licensed gunning rig within the seaduck shooting zone and 

gunni..g rig zone. (1983, ch. 414; 1988, ch. 180.)

E d ito r’s no te . — Section 2, ch. 414, Acta 
1983, provides th a t the act shall take effect 
Ju ly  1, 1983.

E ffec t o f am en d m en t. — The 1988 am end­
m ent, effective Ju ly  1, 1988, added the excep­
tion a t the end.

§ 10-422. Interference with hunters.
(a) Adoption o f rules and regulations prohibiting interference or disruption. 

—  If the Department determines that a significant interference or disruption 

of a hunt or hunters is likely to occur on any land managed by the Depart­

ment, the Department may adopt rules and regulations to prohibit that inter­

ference or disruption.
(b) Prohibited acts. —  While on private land that is owned by another

person or in a hunting area on land managed by the Department, a person 

may not:
(1) Interfere intentionally with the lawful taking of wildlife by another 

person; or
(2) Harass, drive, or disturb any game animal intentionally for the purpose

of disrupting a lawful hunt.
(c) Actions by officers. —  A Natural Resources police officer or other police

officer of the State who has probable cause to believe that a person has vio­

lated this section may:
(1) Order the person to desist or to leave the area; or

(2) Arrest the person on refusal to desist or leave the area.

(d) Incidental interference. —  The conduct declared unlawful in this section 

does not include any incidental interference arising from lawful activity by 

private land users or users of land managed by the Department, including 

farmers, miners, or persons engaged in recreation. (1985, ch. 754.)
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300.259

/VUc Wigan

COMPILED LAWS ANNOTATED

llin to ric a l Note
For effective date provisions of P,A.1988, No.

256, see § 300.210 and the note following.

300.260. Transportation of game; identification of species and sex, tagging, applica­
tion of Bection

Sec. 10. If game is transported, the sex and species of the game shall be readily 
identifiable unless the game is game that has been cleaned at a hunting preserve and 
tagged as required by law. If game is transported, it shall be tagged as required by law 
or a commission order authorized under section 8.1 This section shall not apply to skins, 
pelts, or hides of game that is lawfully taken and legally possessed.

P.A. 1988, No. 256, § 10, Eff. March 31. 1989.

• Section 300.258.

H istorical Note 
For effective date provisions of P.A. 1988, No.

256, see § 300.270 and the note following.

300.261. Designation of species as game, legislative function; first open season; 
issuance of orders

Sec. 1 1. Only the legislature may designate a species is game. If an animal is 
designated under this section by the legislature as game, then only the legislature may 
authorize the establishment of the first open season for that animal. After the legisla­
ture authorizes the establishment of the first open season for game pursuant to this 
section, the commission may issue orders pertaining to that animal for each of the 
purposes listed in section 8.'
PA . 1988. No. 256, § 11, Eff. Oct. I.

1 Section 300.258.

300.262. Taking animals from in or upon a vehicle; transport or possession of bow or
firearm; interference in taking of game; discharge of firearms near 
dwellings

Sec. 12. (1) Except as otherwise provided in this act or in a commission order 
authorized under section 8,1 a person shall not take an animal from in or upon a vehicle.
(2) Except as otherwise provided in this act or in a commission order authorized under 

section 8, a person shall not transport or have in possession a firearm in or upon a vehicle, 
unless the firearm is unloaded in both barrel and magazine and enclosed in a case, carried 
in the trunk of a vehicle, or unloaded in a motorized boat

(3) Except as otherwise provided in this act a person shall not transport or have in 
possession a bow in or upon a vehicle, unless the bow is unstrung, enclosed in a case, or 
carried in the trunk of a vehicle.

(4) A person shall not intentionally interfere in any manner with the lawful taking of 
game by another person.

(5) A person shall not hunt or discharge a firearm within 150 yards of an occupied 
building, dwelling, house, residence, or cabin, or any barn or other building used in 
connection with a farm operation without obtaining the written permission of the owner, 
renter, or occupant of the property.

P.A.1988. No. 256. * 12. Eff. March 31, 1989.

> Section 300.258.

Substantive changes In text Indicated by underline; asterisks * * * Indicate deletion
196

H istorical Note
For effective date provisions of P.A.1 

256, tee  J 300.270 and the note followi

300.263. Use of artificial light;
veh ic les

Sec. 13. (1) Except as otherwis 
section 8 1 for a specified animal, a 
or in an area frequented by animal 
other artificial light in a field, wood 
weapon capable of shooting a projt 
control unless otherwise permitted 
hour before and 1 hour after Bhoot 
or bow and traveling afoot to and

(2) Except as otherwise provider 
person shall not throw, cast, or cat 
from December 1 to October 31 b 
purpose of locating animals. Exo 
commission, from November 1 to h 
be thrown or cast, the rays of a 
purpose of locating animals. Thi

(a) A peace officer while in the

(b) A person operating an emer­

le) An employee of a public or [
employment.

(d) A person operating a vehicl 
highway, or roadway.

(e) A person using an artificial

(f) The use of artificial lights u

(g) A person using an artificial 
that is owned by that person o;

(3) The operator of a vehicle froi 
a clear attempt to locate game ah. 
uniformed peace officer or when si 
siren from a marked patrol vehid>

P A .1988, No. 256, § 13, Eff. March 2

J Section 300.258.Historical Note
For effective date provisions of PJ  

256, see § 300.270 and the note folio1

300.264. Permits; purposes; su

Sec. 14. (1) The director or &i 
permit to a person who is unabl 
being permanently disabled and 
permit issued under this subsect 
open season for that game, indue 
that person holds a license to tai 
license act, Act No. 86 of the Pul 
Michigan Compiled Laws, and e 
game.

Substantive changea In taxi k

COMPILED LAWS ANNOTATEI!



§ 11-0107 C O N S O L ID A T E D  L A W S  S E R V IC E 1989 Supp

CASE NOTES
The poocuion and rehabilitation of wildlife, u  
well as the restoration of wildlife to their natural 
habitat, are governed exclusively by the Environ­
mental Conservation Law. Agents or ofliccn of an 
Incorporated society for the prevention of cruelty

to animals or other humane societies may not 
engage in such activities, except in accordance 
with the procedures set forth in that statute. Ops 
Atty Gen 82-78.

§ 11-0110. Interference with lawful taking of wildlife prohibited

1. As used in this section “wildlife” means wild game and all other animal life 
existing in a wild state, including fish, shellfish and Crustacea, and "process of 
taking”, in addition to any act described in subdivision thirteen of section 11-0103 
of this article, includes travel, camping, and other acts preparatory to taking, which 
occur on lands or waters upon which the affected person has the right or privilege 
to take such wildlife,

2. A person is guilty of interfering with the lawful taking of wildlife when, with 
intent to prevent the taking of wildlife, in season, in a place where hunting is lawful, 
and by a person properly licensed to take such wildlife, he:

(a) strikes, shoves, kicks or otherwise subjects the licensed person to physical 
contact, or attempts or threatens to do the same; or

(b) follows the licensed person in or about such place and engages in a course of 
conduct or repeatedly commits acts which alarm or seriously annoy such licensed 
person and which serve no legitimate purpose.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law to the contrary, no one shall be 
arrested for violation of this section by other than a duly designated peace officer 
acting pursuant to his special duties, or a police officer.

HISTORY:
Add, L 1986, ch 881, § 1, eff Sept 1, 1986.

CROSS REFERENCES:
This section referred to in § 71-0923.

§ 11-0113. Manner of reference to and amendment of provisions contained in tables 

[For sub 1, see parent volume]

2. In the tables in sections 11-0905 and 11-0907 each letter of the* alphabet in 
column one identifies and furnishes the citation for the matter in column one 
following such letter and also identifies and furnishes the citation for the matter 
appearing in column two and column three opposite the matter so identified in 
column one.

3. All matter identified by a letter of the alphabet printed in lower-case print and 
enclosed in parentheses may be referred to as an “item"; all matter identified by a 
figure printed in arabic numerals and enclosed in parentheses may be referred to as 
a “sub-item".

4. The headings appearing at the top of the columns are not part of the identifica­
tion and citation of any part of the table, but the portion of any item or sub-item 
appearing in a column may be referred to as the portion of that item appearing in 
that column and “relating to" species, open season, bag limit, area, game and open 
season, manner of taking, specified waters of the state, or open season, size limits 
and limits of catch, as the case may be.

5. This section docs not make ineffective or affect the construction or operation of 
any other form or manner of reference used in any act enacted by the legislature.

6. [Renumbered]
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A D M IN IS T R A T I O N  &  E N F O R C E M E N T  O F  W I L D L I F E  L A W S  496.994

490.920 11907 c.604 §4; 1973 c.723 §38; 1979 c.477 §13; 
renum bered 153.7201

490.925 [I9G7 c.604 §5; renum bered 153.7251 
490.927 11977 c.350 §2; 1979 c.477 §14; renum bered 

153.7301
490.930 11907 c.004 §G; renum bered 153.7451 
490.935 11907 c.004 §7; renum bered  153.7501 
490.940 |1907 c.604 §8; renum bered I53.755|
490.9-15 119G7 c.604 §9; renum bered  153.7601 
496.950 |1967 c.604 §10; renum bered 153.7G5!

PENALTIES

496.990 lAm ended by 1967 c.52.1 §1; repealed by 1973 
c.72 §1301

<96.992 Penalties. (1) Except as other­
wise provided by law, violation of any pro­
vision of the wildlife laws, or any rule 
promulgated pursuant thereto, is a Class A 
misdemeanor when the offense is committed 
with a culpable mental state as defined in 
ORS 161.085. If the defendant is sentenced to 
pay a fine, failure to pay the fine, or any 
portion thereof, shall be treated as provided 
in ORS 161.685.

(2) Except as otherwise provided by law, 
violation of any provision of the wildlife 
laws, or any rule promulgated pursuant 
thereto is punishable as a violation in the 
manner prescribed in ORS 161.62J when the

offense is committed with no culpable mental 
state as defined in ORS 161.085.

(3) The second ana each subsequent con­
viction within a 10-year period for the taking 
of game fish with a total value of $200 or 
more or the taking of antelope, black bear, 
cougar, deer, elk, moose, mountain goat or 
mountain sheep in violation of the wildlife 
laws or any rule promulgated pursuant 
thereto which occurs more than one hour 
prior to or more than one hour subsequent 
to a season established for the lawful taking 
of such game mammals or game fish is u 
Class C felony when the offense is committed 
with a culpable mental state as defined in 
ORS 161.085. 11973 c.723 §39; 1975 c.578 §3; 1977 c.350 
§3; 1977 c.353 §1; 1983 c.3G4 §1; 1985 c.372 § t|

496.994 Obstructing the taking of 
wildlife prohibited. (1) A person commits 
the offense of obstructing the taking of 
wildlife if the person, having no right to do 
so, intentionally interferes with the lawful 
taking, or the process of taking, of wildlife 
by another with the intent to prevent the 
taking.

(2) Obstructing the taking of wildlife is 
a violation as defined in ORS 161.565, 
punishable as provided in ORS 161.635 (3). 
11987 c.473 §2; 1989 c.171 §67)
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HUNTING AND FURTAKING 34 Pa.C.S.A. § 2302

§ 2301. Prlma facie evidence of hunting

(a) General rule.— For the purpose of this title, any one of the 

following acts shall constitute prima facie evidence of hunting:

(1) Possession of any firearm, bow and arrow, raptor, trap or 

other device of any description usable for the purpose of hunting 

or taking game or wildlife.

(2) Possession of the carcass or any part or parts of any game 

or wildlife.

(3) Pursuing game or wildlife in any manner prohibited by this 

title or commission regulation.

(b) Lawful cooperation or assistance.— Notwithstanding any 

other provision of this title to the contrary, any person who has 

lawfully taken the bag or season limit for a particular species of 

game or wildlife may aid, assist, abet or cooperate in any manner 

specified by commission regulations with another person who is 

engaged in any lawful activity permitted by this title or the regula­

tions of the commission.

1986, July 8, P.L 442, No. 93, § 1, eff. July 1, 1987.

Cross References

Cooperation after law fully k illing big gam e, see § 2325 of this title.

Notes of Decisions

Possession of firea rm  
P resence  of gam e 2

1. Possession o f  f irea rm
A defendant charged w ith hunting  

w ithout a hunting license w as found 
guilty w here he was observed, subse­
quent to the suspension o f h is hunting  
license, carry ing a deer rifle  on  his fa­
ther’s property, w here a  party  o f deer 
hun ters was m aking a d rive on  d eer on 
adjoining prem ises, and  w here he ap ­
peared  to be w atching fo r deer and  in 
the act o f hunting; in such case, defen­
dan t's  testim ony that he w as carry ing  a  
gun to chase trespassers w as insufficient

to overcom e the presum ption of intent 
to hunt. Com. v. Phillips, 27 D. & C.2d 
549, 1963.

W here accused w ith a loaded gun, tes­
tified under oath that he was not hunt­
ing but target shooting, and he had no 
gam e in his possession, he overcame pre­
sum ption tha t he had been hunting. 
Com. v. Davenport, 77 D. & C. 416,1952.

2. P re ten ce  o f gam e
Failure  to prove that there was game 

w here defendant w as allegedly hunting 
does not entitle  h im  to  an acquittal. 
Com. v. Spade, 64 D. St C. 121. 1949.

§ 2302. Interference with lawful hunting or trapping prohibit­
ed

(a) General rule.— Except as otherwise provided in this title, it is 

unlawful to:

(1) Interfere with the lawful hunting, trapping or taking of 

game or wildlife.

65



34 Pa.C.S.A. §2302 GAME AND WILDLIFE HUNTING ANI

(2) Disturb any game or wildlife, or engage in any activity or 

place any object or substance that may disturb or otherwise affect 

the. behavior of any game or wildlife with the intent to hinder or 

prevent its lawful taxing.

(3) Disturb or interfere with another person who is engaged in 

the lawful hunting, trapping or taking of game or wildlife or who 

is engaged in or preparing lo hunt, trap or take any game or 

wildlife or prevent or hinder such person's enjoyment of the 

outdoors.

(4) Enter or remain upon public lands or upon private lands 

without permission of the owner or their agent, with intent to 

violate this section.

(5) Fail to obey the order of any officer whose duty it is to 

enforce any of the laws of this Commonwealth where such officer 

observes any conduct which violates this section, or has reason­

able grounds to believe that any person intends to engage in such 

conduct.

(b) Enforcement and recovery of damages.— The commission or 

any person who is lawfully engaged in the taking, hunting or 

trapping of game or wildlife who is directly affected by a violation 

of this section may bring an action to restrain conduct declared 

unlawful in this section and to recover damages.

(c) Exceptions.— The conduct declared unlawful in this section 

does not include any activities arising from lawful activity by other 

land uses, including farming, mining, forestry practices, recreation 

or any other activities when it is evident that such activities are not 

intended to violate this section.

(d) Penalties.— A violation of this section is a summary offense 
of the second degree.

1986, July 8, P.L 442, No. 93. § 1. eff. July 1, 1987.

§ 2303. Hunting on Sunday prohibited

(a) General rule.— Except as otherwise pru . ; title, it is

unlawful for any person to hunt for any furu -art. s>r game on 

Sunday.

(b) Construction of section.— This section shall not be construed 
to prohibit;

(1) The training of dogs.

(2) The participation in dog trials as provided for in this title.

(3) The removal of lawfully taken game or wildlife from traps

or the resetting of the traps on Sunday.
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§ 4706, Snaring animals

A person shall not take an animal by snaring nor shall he possess 

a snare with intent to use the same.— Added 1961, No. 119, § 1, 

elT. May 9, 1961.

H is t o r y
P rio r law . 10 V.S.A. § 2986.

>j 4707. Traps; notice

A person who intends to set a trap for any animal on the prop­

erty of another shall, prior to setting the trap, notify the owner 

of the property of his intention to set the trap and of the pro­

spective location of the trap. The owner of the property may, at 

any time, refuse to grant permission to set a trap or revoke the 

permission if previously granted.— Added 1961, No. 119, § 1, eff. 

May 9, 1961; amended 1973, No. 178 (Adj. Sess.), § 3.

H is t o r y

A m endm ents— 1973 (A d j. S ess.). A m ended section generally .
P rio r law . 10 V.S.A. § 2990. ;

§ 4708. Interference with hunting, fishing or trapping I

(a) A person shall not intentionally interfere with the lawful j 
taking of fish or wild animals by another nor intentionally harass, 

drive or disturb fish or any wild animal for the purpose of disrupt­

ing the lawful taking of the same. Nothing in this subsection shall ; 

be construed to prohibit any incidental interference arising from 

lawful activity by land users including farmers and recreationists.

(b) A person shall not take, injure, destroy or wilfully interfere 

with !

(1) a trap, when lawfully set for the purpose of taking wild ; 

animals, or

(2) wilfully interfere with a person in the act of trapping 

animals.— Added 1961, No. 119, § 1, eff. May 9, 1961; amended 

1981, No. 85, § 10; 1981, No. 127 (Adj. Sess.).

H is t o r y

A m endm ents— 1981 (A d j. S ess .). Subsection  (a ) :  Added.
S ubsection  (b ) :  E x is tin g  provisions o f  section  designa ted  as subsec. (b) 

and  subdiv. (b ) (2 )  added.
— 1981. D eleted "g a m e ’' p receding " t r a p "  and su b s titu ted  “w ild an im als"  

fo r  "g am e o r fu r -b e a rin g  an im als" .

P rio r law . 10 V.S.A. § 2993.

T.10 § 470fi CONSERVATION Ch. 113
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Pile No. 200 

S u b stitute Senate Bill No. 269

Senate, A p r i l  2, 1990. The Co m m i t t e e  on
Judiciary r e p o r t e d  through SEN. AVALLONE, 11th
DXST., C h a i r m a n  of the C o m m i t t e e  on the p a r t  of
the Senate, that the s u bstitute bill o u g h t  to
past.

A N  A C T  C O N C E R N I N G  H A R A S S M E N T  Or HUNTERS.

Be it e n a c t e d  by the Senate and Ho u a c  of 
Repre i e n t a t i v e s  in General A s s e m b l y  convened:

1 Section 5 3 a - l B 3 a  of the general s t a t u t e s  is
2 repealed and the following is substituted in lieu
3 thereof:
4 (a) No p e r s o n  shall [: (1) interfere w i t h  the
5 lawful taking of wildlife by another person, or
6 acts in p r e p a r a t i o n  for such taking, w i t h  intent
7 to prevent s u c h  taking; or (2) harass a n o t h e r  
6 p e r s o n  who is engaged in the lawful t a k i n c  of 
9 w i l dlife or a c t s  in p r e p a r a t i o n  for such taking]

10 O B S T R U C T  OR IN T E R F E R E  W I T H  THE LAWFUL T A K I N G  OF
11 W I L D L I T E  BY A N O T H E R  PERSON A T  THE L O C ATION W H E R E  

~\2 T H E  ACTIVITY IS TAKING PL A C E  W I T H  I N T E N T  TO
x3 P R E VENT SUCH TAKING.
14 (b) A P E R S O N  VIOLATES THIS SECTION W H E N  HE
15 INTKfftlONALLY O R  KNOWINGLY:
16 (1) D R I V E S  OR D I S TURBS W I L D L I F E  FOR T H E
17 PURP O S E  OF D I S R U P T I N G  THE LAWFUL T A K I N G  OF 
IS W I L D L I F E  W H E R E  A N O T H E R  P E R S O N  IS ENGAGED IN THE
19 PROCESS OF L A W F U L L Y  TAKING WI L D L i r i ;
20 (2) BLOCKS, IMPEDES OR O T H E R W I S E  H A R A S S E S
21 A N O T H E R  PERSON W H O  IS E N G A G E D  IN THE P R O C E S S  OF
22 L A W F U L L Y  TAKI N G  WILDLIFE;
23 (3) USES N A T U R A L  OR A R T I F I C I A L  VISUAL, AURAL,



• '' 1 - - • ' . r_— 7
SeNT 8VSCT DSP COMMUNICATIONS ; 4-24-90 2109PM f' ' 2035666024-
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24 O L T A C T O R Y  OR P H Y S I C A L  STIMULI TO A F F E C T  W I L D L I F E
25 B E H A V I O R  IN OR DER TO H I N D E R  OR PREVENT THE LAWTUL
26 T A K I N G  OP WILDLIFE;
27 (4) ERECTS BARRIERS W I T H  THE INTENT TO DENY
28 INGRESS OR EGRESS TO A R E A S  W H E R E  THE LAWTUL TAKING
29 OF W I L D L I F E  MAY OCCUR;
30 (5) INTERJECTS H I M S E L F  INTO THE LINE Or FIRE;
31 (6) AFFECTS T H E  C O N D I T I O N  OR P L A C E M E N T  OF
32 P E R S O N A L  O R  P U B L I C  P R O P E R T Y  I N T E N D E D  FOR U S E  IN
33 T H E  L A W F U L  T A K I N G  O F  W I L D L I F E  IN O R D E R  TO I M P A I R
34 ITS U S E F U L N E S S  OR P R E V E N T  ITS USE; OR
35 (7) ENTERS OR R E M A I N S  UPON PRIVATE LANDS
36 W I T H O U T  THE P E R M I S S I O N  OF THE OW N E R  OR HIS AGENT,
37 WITH I N T E N T  TO V I O L A T E  THIS SECTION.
38 ((b)) (c) A n y  p e r s o n  w h o  v i o l a t e s  any
39 p r o v i s i o n  of"tfiis s e c t i o n  shall be guilty of a
40 class C m i sdemeanor.

41 S T A T E M E N T  OF L E G I S L A T I V E  COMMISSIONERS: In
42 s u b d i v i s i o n  (5) of  s u b s e c t i o n  (b), the w o r d
43 "INT E N T I O N A L L Y "  was d e l e t e d  as redundant.

44 C o m m i t t e e  Vote: Yea 20 Nay 3

C C I T T  G 3 ; *
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"THE FOLLOWING FISCAL IMPACT ST A T E M E N T  AND BILL
A N A L Y S I S  A B E  PREPARED TOR THE B E N E F I T  Or MEMBERS OF THE 
GENE R A L  ASSEMBLY, SOLELY FOR P U R POSES OF INFORMATION,

• S U M M A R I Z A T I O N  AND EXPL A N A T I O N  AND DO NOT REPRESENT THE 
INTENT OF THE GENERAL A S S E M B L Y  OR EITH E R  HOUSE THEREOF 
FOR ANY PURPOSE."

* * * * *

| FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT - B I L L  N U M B E R  *8B 269

STATE IMPACT None, see e x p l a n a t i o n  below

MUN I C I P A L  IMPACT None

STATE A G E N C Y (S ' Various State A g e n c i e s

E X P L A N A T I O N  Or ESTIMATES:

STATS I M P A C T : Passage of this bill w o u l d  have no fiscal 
impact, as it limply redefines e x i s t i n g  law.

ft ft * * #

9  OLR BILL A H A L Y 8 I S

1SB 269

A N  A C T  C O N C E R N I N G  H A R A S S M E N T  OF H U N T E R S

S U M M A R Y : This bill proh ibita o b s t r u c t i n g  or interfering 
w i t h  someone who is legally hunting, fishing, trapping, 
or otherwise taking wildlife. To be illegal, the 
in t e r f e r e n c e  or obstr u c t i o n  mus t be intentional and

v must occur where the person is taking the wildlife,
/ N e i ther the bill nor the penal code (Title 53a) define

"taking" or "wildlife," but in the fish and game 
statutes (Title 26) "taking" is shooting, pursuing,
hunting, killing, capturing, trapping, snaring, and 
netting; and "wildlife" includes all invertebrates, 
fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds, and mammals that are 
w i l d  by nature.

The bill enu m e r a t e s  seven specific types of obstruction 
. .yp or interference that are p r o h i b i t e d  and makes 

c o n v i c t i o n  for any of them a clasa C misdemeanor.
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Finally, tha bill repeals tha existing atatuta
r e g arding tha harassment of huntara, trsppers, and 
fishermen, vhich haa baan found u n c o n a t i t u t i o n a l .

E F F E C T I V E  DATEt October 1, 1990

F U R T H E R  E X P L A N A T I O N

P r o h i b i t e d  A c t a  a nd P e n a l t y

The bill prohibita:

1. d r i ving or d i s t u r b i n g  wildlife to 
intenti o n a l l y  d l a r u p t  someone who la taking;

2. blocking, impeding, or har a s s i n g  someone who 
it taking;

3. us ing natural or a r t i f i c i a l  items to affect an 
animal's sense of sight, hearing, smell, or 
feeling to hinder or p r e v e n t  taking?

4. erecting barriers to k e e p  people in-or out of 
taking areas;

5. movi n g  into a h u n t e r ' !  line of fire;

6 . affecting someone's p r o p e r t y  (such as a boat, 
duck blind, or h u n t i n g  stand) in a way that 
limits or prevents its use in taking; and

7. being on private lan d w i t h o u t  permission w h i l e  
intending to violate this law.

C o n v i c t i o n  for any of the e n u m e r a t e d  violations is a 
class C misdemeanor, p u n i s h a b l e  by imprisonment for up 
to three months, a fine of u p  to $500, or both.

B A C K G R O U N D

C o u r t  Case

In Francelle Dorman v. C. Rob e r t  Satti and Lester J. 
F o r s t , the U.S. ‘ District! Cour t found C o n n e c t i c u t ' s 
h a r a s s m e n t  of hunters, trappers, and fishermen lav 
u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  vague and o v e r b r o a d  (Feb. 1, 1988, 
Civil No. H-86-898). This d e c i s i o n  was upheld by the
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Second Circuit Court of A p p eals (Dec. 7, 1968, Docket 
n o . 86-7390). The statute (CGS Sec. 53a-183a, /A 
85-351) made it a class C m i s d e m e a n o r  to intenti o n a l l y  
try to stop another pers o n  from l a w f u l l y  taking or 
p r e p a r i n g  to take wildlife, or to harass such a person.

0  C O n x l T T Z E  A C T I O N  

J u d i c i a r y  Committee

Joint Favorable S u b stitute 
Yea 20 Nay 3

I
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U N I T E D  STATES C OURT  OF APPEALS 
FOR THE S ECOND C I R C U I T

No. 87 August Term, 1988

(Argued: S e p c e m b e r  28, 1988 Decided: * )

Docket No. 88-7390

F R A N C E L L E  DORMAN,

P l a i n t i f f - A p p e l l e e ,

- v . -

C. R O B E R T  SATT1 and L E S T E R  J. FORST,

D e f e n d a n t s - A p p e l l a n t s .

BEFORE?

OAKES, MINER, and ALTIMARI,

Circuit J u d g e s .

A ppeal from a judgment g r a nti ng plai nt i f f - a p p e l l e e ' s  m o t i o n  
for summary judgment entered in the United State9 Districc 
Court for the D i s t r i c t  of Conn ec t i c u t  (Alan H. N e v a s , J u d g e ) 
d e c l a r i n g  the C o n n e c t i c u t  Hunter Harassment Act, Conn 
Scat. § $3a-183a, u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  on its face under the 
firsc and fourteenth amendm ents to the Ut^iced States 

Constit ution.

Affirmed.

j Judge Miner d i s s e n t s  in a separate opinion.

K A T H L E E N  ELDERCILL, M a ncheat er, Connecticut 
(Beck (m Eldergill, Manchester, 
Conn ectic ut, of counsel), for Plaint i f f- 
A p p e l l e e .
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HARRY WELLER, Deputy Assistant State's
Attorney, W allin g f o r d ,  Connecticut 
(Joseph I. L ieberman, Attorney G eneral, 
State of Connec ticut,  L.D. McCallum, 
Assist ant A t t o r n e y  General, Office of 
the Ch ief State's Attorney, Wallingfo rd, 
Con nec t i c u t ,  of couneel), for 
D e f e n d a n t e - A p p e l l a n t e .

ALTIMAR.I, C i rcuit  J u d g g :

In 1985, the C o n n e c t i c u t  l e g i s l a t u r e  enacted, as part

of the state's penal code, the Hunter Harassment Act which

p r o v i d e s  as follows:

No person shall: (1) Inter fere with the
lawful taking of w i l d l i f e  by another 
person, or acts in p r e p a r a t i o n  for such 
taking, with fncent to prevent such 
taking; oc (2) harass another person who 
is engaged in the lawful taking of 
w i l d l i f e  or acts in p r e p a r a t i o n  for such 
t a k i n g .

Conn. Gen, Stat. 5 53a-18 3a (emphas is added). The Act, a 

class C m i sdem eanor , subjects Che offende r to a fine and/or 

im p r i s o n m e n t  for up to chree mont hs, ^  5 3 a - 28;

5 3 a - 3 6 (3).

On thin appeal from the United States District Cour t 

for the District of C o n n e c t i c u t  (Nevas, J.), we are asked to 

d e c i d e  1) as a p r e l i m i n a r y  ma t ter, whether we should c e r t i f y  

Che s t a t u t o r y  terms " i n t e r f e r e , "  "ha rass," and "acta in 

p r e p a r a t i o n "  to Che C o n n e c t i c u t  S u pre me Court for d e f i n i t i v e  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  under state law, and 2) assuming instead that 

we r e a c h  the merits, whether the diatricc court properly 

d o t s r m i n e d  that the Act, on its face, is u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y
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vague end overbroad under the freedom of speech clause of 

the first amendment. For the reasonn Chat follow, we deny 

de f e n d a n c s - a p p a l l a n e s’ motion co c e rti fy questions of state 

law to the C onne cticu t Supreme Court and affirm the Judgment 

of the diaCricC court g r a n t i n g  p lain tiff- appell ae'a m o t i o n  

for aummary Judgment d e c l ar ing the Act unconstitutional on 

its face.

B A C K G R O U N D

On January 30, 1986, p l a i n t i f f - a p p e l l e e  Francelle 

Dorman, a resident of Niantic, Connecticut, waa arrested 

d u r i n g  ihe g o o s a h u n t l n g  season for speaking to several 

hu n t e r s  on fltate forest prope rty located near her home. The 

a d j o inin g state lands contain m a r s h l a n d  inhabited by a 

v a r i e t y  of waterfowl, Plaintiff ia morally opposed to the 

h u n t i n g  and killing of animals, and consequently on the day 

of her arrest, she approache d several hunters in the marsh 

and attempted to d i s s u a d e  them from their plans to hunt the 

w a t e r f o w l . By her own admission, Dorman "walked with the 

hunters  ..., (and] spoke co them about Che violence and 

c r u e l t y  of hunting, of the beauty of the waterfowl and (of) 

their right to live p e a c e f u l l y  and without harm." The 

h u n t e r s  regarded her b ehavior as "an cles, " adviaed plaintiff 

Chit her actions were unlawful, and when she refused to 

leave, summoned a state law e nforc e m e n t  officer who arrested 

her for violating the Huncer H a r a s s m e n t  Act, Conn. Gen.

Scac. 5 53a-183a (the "Act").



Following her arrest, che state prosecutor requested 

chat Che court dismis s the c r i m inal charges, apparently 

c o n c e d i n g  thac the arrest of D orma n had been premature since 

she had only been " t a l k i n g  about what she was going to do to 

i n t e r f e r e  wich hunting  g e ese." On April 22, 1986, the court 

g r a n t e d  the state's request and d i s m i s s e d  the criminal 

c h a r g e s .

Four months later, Dorman filed the instant action in 

the d i s t r i c t  court under 42 U.S.C. 5 1983 against 

d e f e n d a n t s - a p p e 1lanes C. Robert Satti, chief prosecutor, and 

Lester J. Forst, the C o m m i s s i o n e r  of Public Safety.

P l a i n t i f f  alleged, inter a l i a , that che actual arrant and 

che threat of future e n f o r c e m e n t  of the Act violated her 

rights under che first and fou rteen th amendments, and she 

s ought a judgment d e c l a r i n g  the Act facially invalid and 

i n j u n c t i v e  relief p r o h i b i t i n g  che Act's enforcement. On 

c r o s s - m o t i o n s  for summ ary ju dgment , the district court 

g r a n t e d  plaintiff's motion, h o l d i n g  as a matter of law that 

the Act, as written, is u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  vague and 

o v e r b r o a d .  Dorman v . S a t t i , 678 F. Supp. 375 (D. Conn. 

1988). In May 1988, d e f e n d a n t s  filed a timely notice of 

a p p e a l  on the m e rits as well as a m o t i o n  in this court under 

S e c o n d  Circuit rule 5 0.27 s e e k i n g  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  co the 

C o n n e c t i c u t  Supreme  Court of the s c a c u t o r y  terms 

" i n t e r f e r e , "  " h a r ass," and "acts in p r epa racio n
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I . Cert1 f icac ion .

Second Circuit rule 0.27 p r o v i d e s  that cerciflca tIon Co 

che high est courC of a state is a p p r o p r i a t e  1) "(wjhere 

a u t h o r i z e d  by state law" and 2) in ord er to resolve an 

" u n s e t t l e d  and s ignif icant q u e s t i o n  of stace law that will 

c o n t r o l  the outcome of a case p e n d i n g  before  this Court. "

The C o n n e c t i c u t  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  s t a t u t e  adopted in 1985 

pro vi d e s ,  inter a l i a , chat a "cou rt of appeals of the United 

S t a t e s "  may certify " q u e s t i o n s  of law ... which may be 

d e c e r m i n a c i v e  of che cause chan p e n d i n g  ... and aa to w hich 

it a p p e a r s  to the c e r t i f y i n g  court  there is no c o n t r o l l i n g  

p r e c e d e n c  in the d e c i s i o n s  of the s u p reme  court of thfej 

s t a t e . "  Conn. Cen. Scat. 5 51-19 9 a ( b ) .

The United Scacea S u p r e m e  C o u r t  has encouraged the use 

of s t a t e  certi f i c a t i o n  p r o c e d u r e s  as an alternative to "the 

m o r e  c u m b e r s o m e  and ... p r o b l e m a t i c  a b s t e n t i o n  d o c t r i n e . "

See V i r g i n i a  v. A m e r i c a n  B o o k s e l l e r s  Ass'n, Inc ., 108 S. f.t. 

636, 644 (1988). The p u r p o s e  of c e r c i f i c a t i o n  is to o b t a i n  

che ben efit of an a u t h o r i t a t i v e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  from che 

s t a t e ' s  highest court b e f o r e  p r o c e e d i n g  co the m e rits of the 

d i s p u t e .  This n.iy further the interests of federal/state 

c o m i t y  by providing che stace court with che o p p o r t u n i t y  to 

rule on an issc** »i‘ >*cace law b efore being precluded from 

d o i n g  so by a r iry federal court judgment. Tha state 

c o u r t ' s  intere*;: :o accepting a c e r t i f i e d  question for

DISCUSSION



su*ceptIble" co Limitin g interpretation. The district court 

found Chat che s t atute  was "not susceptible co curative 

c o n s t r u c t i o n , "  678 F. Supp. at 384, Although we are not

! bound by cht d i s t r i c t  c o u r t ' s  ruling, Boos v. B a r r y , 108 S.
i

Ct. 1157, 1162-63 (1988); American B o o k s e l l e r s , 108 S. Ct.

at 643-44; Elkins v. M o r e n Q , 435 U.S, 647, 662 n,16 (1978),

we agree with its d e t e r m i n a t i o n .  As Judge Nevas noted,

; [t]!ie lesson of Williams does not
apply to the Hunter Harassment Act.
First, b e c ause the Act fails to 
define che nature of che 
i n t e r f e r e n c e  it proscribes, its 
l a n gu age implicitly sweeps as 
b r o a d l y  as that of the Houston 
or d i n a n c e ,  and It thus cannot be 
saved by a limiting constru ction 
as was S e c t i o n  53a-167o. Second,

: in failing -- by virtue of its
! "acts in preparation" clause -- to

limit the proscribed interference 
as to time and place, che Act 
c a r r i e s  its effect far beyond che 
proper scope of governmenc 
regular ion.

678 F. Supp, at 381-82.

Defendants c i t e  language from Americ an Bo oksellers co 

suggest Chat c e r t i f i c a t i o n  is appropriate whenever a s t a t e’s 

h i g h e s t  court has noc had an oppor t u n i t y  to rule on th« 

per tinenc s t a t u t o r y  language. 108 S, Ct. ac 645, While we 

a gree Chat A m e r i c a n  B o oksel lers counsels in favor of 

exp an d e d  use of s t a t e  ce rtifi cation  procedures, we do not 

j b e l i e v e  Chat it stands for the propooition that

c e r t i f i c a t i o n  s h o u l d  be pursued whenever available. Cf, 

Hr m g t o n  v. Hill, 107 S. Cc. at 2514; K i d n e y , 808 F.2d  at 957.

I



I The Supreme Court's w i l l i n g n e s s  in Amer i c a n  Booksellers to
I
j c e rti fy Che proffered n a r r o w i n g  c o n s t r u c t i o n  was a 

! c o n s e q u e n c e  of Its d e c i s i o n  to certify another queat ion co 

the V i r g i n i a  Supreme Court. C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  che Supreme Court 

J found it unnece ssary to d e c i d e  whether che Virginia statute 

was subject CO curaci ve c o n str uctio n. The Court did not do 

away with the rule that c e r t i f i c a t i o n  is appropriate only 

when che statute is s u s c e p t i b l e  to a nar rowing c o n s t r u c t i o n  

that will avoid the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  infirmity. See B e l l o t t i , 

'*28 U.S. at 148.

In sum, a l t h ough  che Supreme Cour t  has r e q u i r e d  
c e r t i f i c a t i o n  in c a s e s  where che s t a t e  c o u r t  could d e c i d e  
between  two p l a u s i b l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  an ambiguous

I

! statute, e . g . , A m e r i c a n  B o o k s e l l e r s , 108 S, Ct. at 644; 

Bellott i , 428 U.S. at 144-48, and che'patties in this case 

do offer confl i c t i n g  in ter p r e t a t i o n s  of key terms in the 

AcC, the C o nn ecticu t court would be in no better p o s i t i o n  

Chan a federal court to d e c i d e  which interpretation is 

c orrect. This is because, u n l i k e  che "unusual 

c i r c u m s t a n c e s "  presented in A m e r i c a n  Booksellers as well as 

in Ballott 1 , che s t atute  in this case i9 so imprecise and 

indefinite that it is subject to any number of 

interpretatio ns. The terms " i n t e r f e r e , "  "harass," and "acts 

j in p repar a t i o n "  do not admit of distinct Limiting

c o n s t r u c t i o n s .  They c a n  m e a n  anything. For this c o urt to 

ask che C onne cticu t Supreme Court  co consider c o n s c r u i n g  the
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scacute CO apply only CO "cor* criminal conduce," as 

def endant s would have ic, would be tantam ount co asking the 

C onnec ticut  court "if it would care in affect to rewrite

In view of the foregoing, we deny defendants' m ot ion to 

certify questions of stace law to the C o n n e c t i c u t  Supreme 

C o u r t .

| 11. The M e r i t s .

When c onsi derin g a facial c h a l l e n g e  to che o va rbrea dch 

and va guenes s of a .statute as m e a s u r e d  against che first 

amendment, "a court's first task is co d e t e r m i n e  whether the 

enactment reaches h substantial amounc of c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  

protected conuuct." Hoff man E s ta tes v. Flipside, Hoffman

i E s t a t e s , Inc., 455 U.S. 489, 494 (1982). An act's
j " —  ~  ' ~  —

i o v e r b r e a d c h  "must not only be real, but subst antia l as well,

| judged in relation co che statute's plainly legitimate

i
sweep." Broadr i c k , 413 ’J.S. at 615. The purported 

va g u e n e s s  must be such chat che s c ac ute is incapable of 

"givfingj the person of ord in a r y  I n te lligen ce a reasonable 

o p p o r t u n i t y  Co know what is prohi b i t e d "  by falling to 

pr ovid e "explicit -.Cdndards" e n s u r i n g  chac ic is not 

i arbi tr a r i l y  enforced. C c avned  v. Cicv of R o c k f o r d , 408 U.S.

104, 108 (1972). <-.• lend jnts argue tluc che statutory terms

/■ the districc  four* •■•und overbroad and v ague "can and should 

be read in a •*».•:»•••' m«*iscene with che First A m e n d m e n c . "

i
1 Appellants' B r i : •’ •• Plaintiff cont e n d s  chat because the

[the] statute." Houscon v. Hill, 107 S. Ct. at 2515.



Hunter Harassmenc Act does noc d e f i n e  what constitute* 

Interference or harassment and b e c ause che "acca in 

p r e p a r a t i o n "  clause ia not limited to any time, place or 

■ circum s t a n c e ,  che Act on its face impermiaaibly regulates 

p r o t e c t e d  free speech.

Pla int i f f ' s  facial attack o n  the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  of 

che Act must be considered in light of the scope of the 

c h a l l e n g e d  government regulation. The Sup reme Court has 

d e t e r m i n e d  chat statutory l anguage p r ohibit ing act* such as 

i n t e r f e r e n c e  or harassment e n c o m p a s s e s  verbal as well «a 

ph y sical  conduct. H o us ton v. H i l l , 107 S. Ct. at 2511-12. 

Like the city ordi nance struck down in H i l l the acatute at 

issue here "deals not with core cr iminal conduct, but with
j

s p e e c h . "  Jji. at 2508. C o n s e q u e n t l y ,  che right o f  the 

g o v e r n m e n t  Co prohibit such c o m m u n i c a t i v e  expression is 

c i r c u m s c r i b e d  by Che first amendm ent. See Perry Educ. Asa 'n 

v. P e r r y  Local Educs. A s a ' n , 460 U.S. 37, 45 (1983). "For 

the S t a c e  to enforce a c o n t e n t - b a s e d  ex clu s i o n  ic must show 

Chat its regulation is n e c e s s a r y  co serve a c ompel l i n g  state 

i n t er est and that it is n a r r o w l y  drawn to achieve chat end. 

The Stat e may also e n f o r c e  r eg ulatio ns of the time, place, 

and m a n n e r  of e x p r e s s i o n  w hich are content- neutr al, are 

n a r r o w l y  tailored to serve a sign if i c a n t  g overnm ent 

' interest, and leave open ample a l t e r n a t i v e  channels of
i
: c o m m u n i c a t i o n . "  Id. ( cit ations  omitted).

AO il
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Although the Act would appear by Its term* to be 

conc ent-ne utral , c_f. Boos v. B a r r y , 108 S. C t . at 1162-64 

(Discricc of C o l umb ia stscuce that prohibits display of 

picket signs critical of foreign g o v e r n m e n t  w i thin 500 feet 

of chat c o u n t r y ' s  embass y is a c o n t e n t - b a s e d  r e s t r i c t i o n ) , 

it clearly  is d e s igned  co protect h u nt ers from conduct -* 

whether v erbal or o t h e r w i s e  -- by those opposed to hunting. 

See 678 F. Supp, at 377 & n.2; c_f. Renton v. Playtime 

Theatres, I n c . , 475 U.S. 41, 46-48 (1986) (content-neutral 

s c a t u t e  is one not aimed p rinc ipall y ac suppression of 

speech on the b asis of its content). Of course, to the 

extent that Che Hunter Harassm ent Act can be considered 

c o n c e n t - b a s e d ,  it cannot withstand strict scrutiny. There 

is no s h owi ng chat protectin g h u n ters from harassment 

c o n s t i t u t e s  a c o m p e l l i n g  state interest. Cf. Boos, 108 S. 

Ct. at 1164 (first amendment protects "Insultin g, and even 

o u t r a g e o u s ,  speech in order co p r o vide 'adequate " b r e a t h i n g  

s p a c e " ' "  for exerc ise of right of free expression) (quoting 

H u stl er Magazine, Inc. v. F a l w e l l , 108 S. Ct. 876, 882 

(1988); N A A C P  v. B u t t o n , 371 U.S. 415, 433 (1963)). Nor is 

che s t a t u t e  n a r r o w l y  drawn co ser ve any putative c o m p e l l i n g  

Stace interest. Indeed, the Act " c r i m i n a l i z e s  a substantial 

amount of c o n s t i c u t i o n a l l y  prote c t e d  sp eech. " Houston v. 

H i l l , 107 S. Ct. at 2512,

T a k i n g  Che statutory terms " i n t e r f e r e , "  "harass," and 

"acts in p r e p a r a t i o n "  at face value, even as c o n t e n t - n e u t r a l



restrictions they cannot be Jusclfied as reasonable time,

place or manner r e gu latio ns of speech. See Frisby v«

S c h u l t z , 108 S. Ct. 2495, 2500-01 (1988); *ee alao Clark v.

C o m m unit y for C r e a t i v e  N o n - V i o l e n c e , 468 U.S. 288, 293

(1984); Cox v. New H a m p s h i r e , 312 U.S. 569, 575-76 (1941).

An M act(] in p repa r a t i o n "  Is nowhere defined In the statute,

and thus the Act reach es a wide range of activities c o n f i n e d

to no particular time, place or manner. Cf. S tat e v.

W i l l i a m s , 534 A . 2d at 238 (upholding state statut e

proscri bing Int erf e r e n c e  with police officer in the

performance of hie d u t i e s ). As the district court

r e c o g n i z e d ,

the "acts In preparati on" clause can be 
re a s o n a b l y  read to encompass bu ying 
supplies long b efor e Che actual hunt 
cakes place ...; c o n s u l t i n g  a road m a p  
...j m a k i n g  plans d uring a w orkplace 
coff ee break; or even getting  a good 
night's sleep b e f o r e  em barkin g on a 
h u n t i n g  crip.

678 F, Supp. at 383. Accordinly, the Hunter H a r a s s m e n t  Act 

is not Che type of p r o pe rly tailored statute, H o u s t o n  v. 

H i l l , 107 S. Ct. at 2511, that can be interpreted narrowly 

to avoid c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  infirmity. C_f. F r i a b y , 108 S. Ct. 

at 2501.

C O N C L U S I O N

Because we a g r e e  with J udge Nevas chat C o n n e c t i c u t ' s  

Hunter Harassment Act is not subject to c u r a t i v e  

c o n s t r u c t i o n  and as w r it ten is s u b s t a n t i a l l y  overbcoad and 

vague, defendan ts' m o t i o n  to certify q u e s t i o n s  of state law
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to che Connecticut Supreme Court is denied, end the Jud gment 

of the district court d e c l a r i n g  the Act uncon.tlcutlon.l on

; ics face is affirmed.

AO J3 
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MINEH, Circuit Judge, dissenting!

Because I b e l i e v e  that we should, if possible, have the 

benefit of the C o n n e c t i c u t  Supreme  C o u r t ' s  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o£ the 

statute at issue b e f o r e  we pass on the m e r i t s  of p laint i f f ' s  

c l a i m  that the l e g i s l a t i o n  does noi m e a s u r e  up to federal 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e q u iremen ts, I r e s p e c t f u l l y  dissent.

The Hunter H a r a s s m e n t  Act, duly e n a c t e d  by the l e gisla ture 

and a p p r o v e d  by the G o v e r n o r  of the Sta te of Connecticut, 

pro hi b i t s  i n t e r f e r e n c e  with and h a r a s s m e n t  of those engaged in 

l a w fully  taking, or p r e p arin g to take, w i l d l i f e .  The m a j o r i t y  

c o n c lude s that the w o r d s  "int erfere ," " h a r a s s , "  and "acts in 

p r e p a r a t i o n "  c o n t a i n e d  in the Act are n o t  r e a d i l y  su scep t i b l e  to 

the limiting c o n s t r u c t i o n  n e c e s s a r y  to p r e s e r v e  the 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  of the statute. I t h i n k  that this 

d e t e r m i n a t i o n  is u n w a rrant ed.

The word " i n t e r f e r e "  in a s t a t u t e  i m p osing  a criminal 

p e n a l t y  for i n t e r f e r i n g  w ith a p o l i c e  o f f i c e r  e a s i l y  y i e ld ed to 

an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  by the C o n n e c t i c u t  S u p r e m e  C ourt  that p r e s e r v e d  

the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  of the statute. S t a t e  v. W i l l i a m s , 205 

Conn. 456, 534 A . 2d 230 (1987). The c o u r t  in W i l l l a m s  c o n f i n e d  

the p r o h i b i t e d  c o n d u c t  "to m e d d l i n g  in or h a m p e r i n g  the 

a c t i v i t i e s  of the p o l i c e  in the p e r f o r m a n c e  of their dut ies."

534 A . 2d at 238. A simila r i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the Hunter 

H a r a s s m e n t  Act, s u b s t i t u t i n g  hunting a c t i v i t i e s  for police 

duties, could s ave the Act from o v e r b r e a d t h  and v a g u eness
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concerns. I cannot agree with the district court that the Act

sweepa as broadly as the ordinance struck down in Houston v.

H i l l , 107 S. C t . 2502 (1887 ). The p r o h i b i t i o n  on Interrupting a

p o l i c e  o f f i c e r  i£ any m a n n e r  in the Houston ordinance left no 

r o o m  for any c o n s t r u c t i o n  that w o u l d  have saved the ordin a n c e  

w i t h o u t  rewriting it.

Similarly, " h a r a s s m e n t "  has been afforded a re strictive 

d e f i n i t i o n  under C o n n e c t i c u t  law. A statute prohi b i t i n g  

h a r a s s m e n t  by w r i t t e n  and t e l e p h o n i c  c ommunications requires 

e v i d e n c e  of an i n t e ntio n to a n n o y  or alarm another person. Conn. 

Gen. Stat. § 53a-18 3 (1987). N e w  York has a similar statute, 

w h i c h  is enti tled " A g g r a v a t e d  h a r a s s m e n t . "  N.Y. Penal Law 5 

2 4 0 . 3 0  (McKinney Supp, 1988), Indeed, the offe nse of h a r a s s m e n t  

is d e s c r i b e d  by r e f e r e n c e  to s p e c i f i c  conduct in v a r iou s penal 

c o d e s .  S e e , e . g . , N.Y. Penal L a w  S 240 . 2 5 ( 1 ) - ( 5 ) (McKinney 

1 9 8 0)/ s e e also i d . P r a c t i c e  C o m m e n t a r y  following (referring to 

A m e r i c a n  Law I n s t i t u t e ' s  M o d e l  Penal Code). There is therefore 

no reason why the C o n n e c t i c u t  S u p r e m e  Court co uld not define 

h a r a s s m e n t  in the c o n t e x t  o f  the Hunter Harass m e n t  Act without 

i m p i n g i n g  on first a m e n d m e n t  rights.

As to the term "acts in preparation," a narrowing 

construction might restrict the preparatory acts to those 

directly, unequivocally and immediately related to the act of 

taking wildlife. Here again, a construction considerate of fir 

amendment rights could save the statute. Moreover, the Hunter

2
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Harassment Act is subject to pruning by the Connecticut Supreme 

Court of any parts found to be contrary to law. Tha Connecticut 

severability statute allows for the excision of invalid portions 

of the Act without effect on the valid remainder. Conn. Gen. 

Stat. S 1*3 (1987 ); State v. Go11 no, 201 Conn. 435,  518 A.2d 57 

( 1 9 8 6 )  .

In Bellotti v. B a i r d , 428 U.S. 132 (1976), the U n i t e d  States 

S u p r e m e  Court direc t e d  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  to the S u p r e m e  J u d i c i a l  

C o u r t  of M a s s a c h u s e t t s  of ''questions p e r t a i n i n g  to c o n s t r u c t i o n  

of a state s t atut e that was s u s c e p t i b l e  to m u l t i p l e  

i n t e r p r eta tions , o n e  of w h i c h  would avoid or s u b s t a n t i a l l y  m o dify 

a federal c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c h a l l e n g e , "  V i r gi nia v. A m e r i c a n  

B ookse llers  A s s ' n . , 108 S. Ct. 636, 644 (1988). S imi larly , a 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  i n f i r m i t y  in the Act c h a l l e n g e d  hare m i g h t  be 

a v o i d e d  by a d e c i s i o n  of the Conn ec t i c u t  S u p r e m e  c our t. If the 

term "harmful to j u v e n i l e s , "  as d e fined in a V i r g i n a  stat ute 

p r o h i b i t i n g  the d i s p l a y  of c e r t a i n  visual or w r i t t e n  m a t e r i a l s ,  

is c o n s i d e r e d  s u b j e c t  to a narrowing c o n s t r u c t i o n  by the Virginia 

S u p r e m e  C ou rt after c e r t i f i c a t i o n ,  Ame rican B o o k s e l l e r s , s u p r a , 

then the o b j e c t i o n a b l e  terms in the C o n n e c t i c u t  H u n t e r  Harassment 

Act c e r t a i n l y  s h o u l d  be c a p a b l e  of the sort of l i m iti ng 

c o n s t r u c t i o n  that w o u l d  m e e t  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c h a l l e n g e s .

I would c e r t i f y  to the C o n n e c t i c u t  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  q u e s tio ns 

as to the state law d e f i n i t i o n s  of "interf ere,"  " h a r a s a , "  and 

"acts in p r e p a r a t i o n "  as used in the Hunter H a r a s s m e n t  Act,

3



before proceeding to a consideration of the merits of plaintiff's 

claim. I also would certify a question as to whethar the 

Connecticut Supreme Court would exciaa any portion ot the Act on 

state law grounds.



6

revitw is particularly scrong when it has not yet had ch* 

opport u n i t y  CO interpret ch* pertinent statutory language.

| Jtd. at 645. Nevertheless, issues of stace Law M ar* not to 

be routinely ce rtified to the highest courts of New York or 

C onnec t i c u t  simply because a c e r t i f i c a t i o n  procedure is 

available. The procedure must noc be a d e vice for shifting 

Che burdens of this Court co those whose burden s are at 

least as great." Kidney v. Kolmar L a b o ratori es, I n c . , 808 

F .2d 955, 957 (2d Cir. 1987).

The test for d e t e r m i n i n g  the a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s  of 

e m p l o y i n g  the c e r t i f i c a t i o n  p roced ure is w h e ther the statute 

in q u e s c i o n  is "re adily  a u s c e p : i b l e "  to che proffered 

not rowing c o n s t r u c t i o n  chat would render an othe rwise 

u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  scacute constitu tiona l. See A m e rica n 

B o o k s e l l e r s , 108 S. Ct. at 645; Bellocti v. B a i r d , 428 U.S. 

132, 148 (1976); Er7.noznlk v. Citv of J a c k s o n v i l l e , 422 U.S. 

205, 216 (1975); Broadrick v. O k l a h o m a . 413 U.S. 601, 613 

(1973). In atte mp t i n g  to satisfy che " r e a d i l y  sus ce p t i b L e "  

standard, d e f e n d a n t s  in the instant case rely by analogy on 

che C o n n e c t i c u t  Supreme C o u r t ' s  recent c q n s i d e r a c i o n  of 

v a g u e n e s s  and o v e r b r e a d c h  challe nges co che s t a t e’s criminal 

interf erence  with a police officer statute, Conn. Gen. Stac. 

J 53a-167a. See Stace v. W i l l i a m s , 205 Conn. 456, 534 A . 2d 

230 (1987). That scacuce pr ovides that it is unlawful to 

" i nter fee Ie ] ," i . e . , co "obstruct! J, resist!), h i n d e r ! 1 or 

e n d a n g e r ! ) , "  a police officer "in the p e r f o r m a n c e  of his
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d u d e s . "  In Will l a m s , Che Con nec t i c u t  Sup reme Court h«ld 

chat the statute was noc u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  overbroad or 

vague b e caus e the act defines the term "interfer(*]" and 

limits its reach co con duct " i n t ende d to obstruct the police

in che p e rform ance of their d u d e s . "  _I_d* ^38. A c c o r d i n g

to Che W i 11 jams court, "a reasona ble in cerpretation of the 

s t a t u t e  confines its scope to c o n d u c t  that amounts to 

m e d d l i n g  in or h a m p erin g che a c c i v i d e a  of the police in the 

p e r f o r m a n c e  of their d u t ies,"  I_d. The court d istin g u i s h e d  

the C o n n e c t i c u t  statute from the o r d i n a n c e  struck down by 

the U n i t e d  States Supreme Court in H o u s t o n  v. H i l l . 107 S. 

Ct. 2502 (1987), which prohibited in ter f e r i n g  with a police 

o f f i c e r  "'in arr£ manntr ... in che e x e c u t i o n  of his d u ty,"'  

107 S. Ct. at 2506 (emphasis -sdded) , by finding that the 

C o n n e c t i c u t  statute did not c o n t a i n  such a "broad sweep" of

lan guago. 536 A . 2d at 238.

In co nstr u i n g  the C o n n e c t i c u t  s t atut e to pr oscribe only 

p h y s i c a l  conduct and " f ighti ng" words, Chapll nsky v. N e w  

H a m p s h i r e , 315 U.S. 568, 572 (1962), the court in W i l l i a m s  

was able to fit che atatute w ithin  the c o n s titu tional  

p a r a m e t e r s  of free speech. D e f e n d a n t  c o n t ends that the 

C o n n e c t i c u t  Supreme C ourt should be g i v e n  a similar 

o p p o r t u n i t y  to narrowl y const r u e  che H unter Harassment Act. 

We d isagre e.

For this court CO certify a q u e s t i o n  to the C o n n e c t i c u t  

S u p r e m e  Court, che Hunter H a r a s s m e n t  Act muse be " r e a d i l y
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BILL NO: HB 64 DATE: February 15, 1991

TITLE: An Act Relating to the

Obstruction or Hindrance of Lawful 

Hunting, Fishing, or Trapping.

CONTACT: Gayle A. (loretski

Deputy Commissioner
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Passage of HB 64 would make It Illegal to Intentionally obstruct or 

hinder another person's lawful hunting, fishing, or trapping. The new 

offense Is an "A" misdemeanor, which carries penalties of a fine of not 

more than $5000 or imprisonment for not more than one year, or both.

Civil remedies are also provided for a person who Is aggrieved by Illegal 

conduct while lawfully hunting, fishing, or trapping.

Passage of this bill will provide law enforcement agencies with statutory 

authority to Investigate and file charges on persons who Intentionally 

obstruct or hinder trappers, fishermen, and hunters. Existence of an 

effectively worded statute may keep affected parties from "taking the law 

into their own hands".

The Department of Public Safety recommends that the word "Intentionally" 

be moved from the end of the line to before "obstruct" on page 1, Line

6. The Department also recommends deleting the language on page 1, Lines 

10-11, and the definition of "tamper" on page 2, Line 4, as this offense 

Is already covered under existing criminal mischief laws (see AS

11.46.482 - AS 11.46.486).

The language on page 2, Lines 9-10 is vague, and subject to differing 

Interpretations. The Department recommends deleting this language and 

also the lead-in language from page 1, Line 5: "Except as provided In (e) 

of this section,". (Note: Interference with commercial fishing gear Is

already a crime under AS 16.10.055.)

The Department of Public Safety supports the concept of this bill, but 

recommends the changes noted above.

Commi ssioner



P.O. Box 22151 Juneau, Alaska 99002
Alaska Environmental Lobby, Inc.

907-163-3366

2/7/91
IHB 64 - ISSUE PAPER

OBSTRUCTION OR HINDRANCE OF LAWFUL HUNTING. FISHING OR
TRAPPING

On April 22, 1983, the f irs t of a long line of b ills  pertaining to the 
harassment of hunters was discussed on the floor of the house. In this 
discussion, Representative Bussell (R-Anchorage), claimed that the purpose 
of this b ill was to prevent the type of hunter harassment that had been 
occurring in B ritish  Columbia from spreading to Alaska.

The most recent version of the b ill,  HB 64 is now before the legislature. ^
Eight years since the in itia l b ill, very few documented cases of hunter -—  •
harassment have occurred. This strongly suggests that this type of 
preventative measure was not and is not necessary.

Governor Sheffield twice vetoed th is legislation. In a le tter explaining his 
reasons behind vetoing the original b ill, (to Speaker of the House,
Representative Joe Hayes, 7/25/83), the Governor stated that “existing law 
particularly the disorderly conduct, assault, criminal mischief, and general 
harassment statutes provide adequate penalties for criminal acts that 
interfere w ith  these activities."

Since this type of action is already covered by existing law and fears that 
th is type of ac tiv ity  would increase have not materialized, then what Is this 
b ill for? The Alaska Environmental Lobby questions the motives behind the

HB 64 sets up a preference for hunters and trappers over other user groups.
If this b ill passes, i t  would be illegal to make a lot of noise while walking 
through the woods to intentionally prevent undesirable animal encounters i f  
even unknown to the hiker, a s ilen t hunter was stalking his prey. A bear 
wary hiker could be found guilty of a class A misdemeanor (page 1, lines 6- 
9.) and subject to a $5000.00 fine and/or a year in prison.

The Alaska Environmental Lobby does not support HB 65 and we urge this 
committee to take a close look at the language in the bill.

C L E A N  A I R  C O A L I T I O N  • P R I N C E  A I L L ' A M  S O U N O  C O N S E R V A T I O N  A L L I A N C E  • A L A S K A  C E N T E R  F O R  T H E  E N V I R O N M E N T  
A l A S K A  C H A P ’ E R  S I E R R A  C L U B  • J U N E  A y  G R O U P  S I E R R A  C L U 8  • K N I K  G R O U P  S I E R R A  C L U B  .  O E N A L ' G R O U P  S I E R R A  C L U B  

A N C H O R A G E  A U D U B O N  S O C I E T Y  • A R C T I C  A U D U B O N  S O C I E T Y  • D E N A L I  C I T i J E N S ' C O U N C I L  • A L A S K A  F R I E N D S  C P  T H E  E a R T m  
J U N E A U  A U D U B O N  S O C I E T Y  .  k a C h EMAK.  S AY  C O N S E R V A T I O N  S O C I E T Y  .  K E N A I  P E N I N S U L A  A U D U B O N  S O C I E T Y  • K O D I A K  A U D U B O N  S O C I E ’ Y 

L Y N N  C A N A , .  C O N S E R V A T I O N  • S i T k A  C O N S E R V A T I O N  S O C I E T Y  .  N O R T H E R N  A L A S K A  E N V I R O N M E N T A L  C E N T E R  
S Q U T h E A S ’ A L A S K A  C O N S E R V A T I O N  C O U N C I L  • K N I K  C A N C E R S  A N D  K A Y A k £ R S

b ill.
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S P O N S O R  P O S I T I O N  S T A T E M E N T  
H B  64

F e b r u a r y  7, 19 9 1

TO: T H E  H O U S E  R E S O U R C E S  C O M M I T T E E  ^  ^  f  

F R OM: REP. R O B I N  L. T A Y L O R

H B  64 w o u l d  p r o h i b i t  t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l  o b s t r u c t i o n  o r  h i n d r a n c e  
o f  l a w f u l  h u n t i n g ,  f i s h i n g  o r  t r a p p i n g  a n d  is i n t r o d u c e d  a s  a 
c o m p a n i o n  m e a s u r e  t o  S B  38. T h e  o n l y  m a j o r  d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  
t h e  H o u s e  a n d  S e n a t e  v e r s i o n s  is t h a t  H B  64 p r o v i d e s  of  
s t i f f e r  p e n a l t i e s .

H a r a s s m e n t  of l a w f u l  h u n t e r s ,  f i s h e r m e n  a n d  t r a p p e r s  h a s  s h o w n  
a m a r k e d  i n c r e a s e  in b o t h  t h e  U.S. a n d  C a n a d a .  S u c h  h a r a s s m e n t  
n o t  o n l y  e r o d e s  t h e  l e g a l  r i g h t s  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  it a l s o  
t h r e a t e n s  t h e  v e r y  l i f e s t y l e  o f  A l a s k a n s  w h o  r e l y  o n  h u n t i n g ,  
f i s h i n g  a n d  t r a p p i n g  f o r  t r u e  s u b s i s t e n c e .

T h i s  p r o p o s a l  p a s s e d  t h e  S e n a t e  l a s t  y e a r  b y  a v o t e  o f  1 8 - 1 - 1  
a n d  e n j o y s  b r o a d  b i p a r t i s a n  s u p p o r t  f r o m  t h e  N a t i o n a l  R i f l e  
A s s o c i a t i o n ,  AFN, t h e  E s k i m o  W a l r u s  C o m m i s s i o n  , t h e  A l a s k a  
B o w  H u n t e r s  A s s o c i a t i o n  a n d  t h e  A l a s k a  O u t d o o r  C o u n c i l .

S i m i l a r  b i l l s  h a v e  b e e n  i n t r o d u c e d  o v e r  t h e  y e a r s ,  b u t  h a v e  
e i t h e r  f a i l e d  t o  p a s s  b o t h  b o d i e s  o r  b e e n  v e t o e d  b y  t h e  
G o v e r n o r .  T o d a y ' s  c l i m a t e  m a k e s  t h e  n e e d  f o r  t h i s  l e g i s l a t i o n  
b o t h  n e c e s s a r y  a n d  u r g e n t .

I a s k  y o u r  s u p p o r t  f o r  H B  64.



H I S T O R Y  O F  H U N T E R  H A R A S S M E N T  L E G I S L A T I O N

TO: REP. T A Y L O R  

FROM: J O E  A M B R O S E  

DATE: J A N U A R Y  31, 19 9 1

1983 H B 1 6 3  b y  S h u l t z  Res, J u d
P a s s e d  H o u s e  2 4 - 0 9 - 0 7
P a s s e d  S e n a t e  1 3 - 0 5 - 2
V e t o e d  b y  S h e f f i e l d  0 7 - 2 5 - 8 3  (veto l e t t e r  a t t a c h e d )

1 9 8 4  b y  R E S O U R C E S  C O M M I T T E E  R e s , J u d ,  F i n

P a s s e d  H o u s e  2 5 - 1 4 - 0 1
P a s s e d  S e n a t e  1 8 - 0 2 - 0 0
V e t o e d  b y  S h e f f i e l d  0 6 - 1 9 - 8 4  (veto l e t t e r  a t t a c h e d )

1 9 8 5  H B 3 1  b y  S h u l t z  a n d  M a r r o u  Res, J u d

P a s s e d  H o u s e  3 1 - 0 8 - 0 1
D i e d  i n  S e n a t e  R u l e s  (05-10-86)

1 9 8 7  H B 3 4  b y  S h u l t z  a n d  M e n a r d  R e s , J u d

D i e d  i n  H o u s e  J u d i c i a r y  (04-24-87)

* 1 9 8 7  w a s  t h e  f i r s t  y e a r  t h a t  S h u l t z  w a s  n o t  a m e m b e r  o f  t h e
m a j o r i t y

1 9 8 8  B y  F a n n i n g

1 9 9 0  b y  F r a n k

P a s s e d  s e n a t e  (18-1-1)
D i e d  i n  H o u s e  R e s o u r c e s

1 9 9 1  b y  F r a n k  (Senate) b y  T a y l o r  (House)



July 19, 1983

The Honorable Bill Sheffield
Governor
Stace of Alaska
Pouch A
Juneau, A l a s k a  99811

Re: 2d SCS CSHB 1 6 3 (Jud) -
harassment of hunters 
File no: 388-089-83

Dear Governor Sheffield:

As Emil Notti requested on your behalf, w e  have
reviewed 2d SCS CSHB 1 6 3 (Jud). This bill makes it a 
misdemeanor criminal offense, punishable by a fine of up to 
$500 and up to 30 days in jail, for a person to knowingly 
interfere w i t h  another person lawfully engaged in hunting, 
fishing, camping, or trapping, with the intent of hindering the 
person's activity. It also prohibits a person from knowingly 
disturbing fish or game or their habitat w i t h  the intent of 
hindering a person lawfully engaged in hunting, fishing,
camping, or trapping.

A  person who has been subjected to or threatened with ' 
harassment m a y  petition a superior court to enjoin the other 
person from b e h aving in such a manner. The victim may also be 
entitled to recover damages for losses suffered, including
license fees and travel costs, and m a y  also seek punitive 
damages.

• This bill is a version of model legislation supported
by the Wildlife Legislative Fund of America, an association of 
sportsmen. Proponents of the bill argue that it is needed 
because of "sabotage" tactics sometimes used by 
conservationists attempting to prevent the hunting or trapping 
of game in other parts of the United States or Canada.
Although there have not been any verified reports of such 
incidents in Alaska, the sponsor of the bill argued that, 
considering Alaska's abundant game population and hunting 
opportunities, it was appropriate to clearly prohibit such 
behavior.



xxitd n u n u r a D i e  o a a a  o n a r r i H i Q  ■ /„ .....u  -r- juiy j,y, iyoj• ***

• ^h,rp n ^ 116 we arQ n0t convince<* of the need for this bill, 

;; difficulties wit h ?cP farenC COnaCitUCl0^ 1 °r och-  l-««l

. Sincerely,

Nornan C. Gorsuch 
Attorney General

NCG:GAH:gb



June 5, 198A

The Honorable Bill Sheffield
Governor
State of Alaska
Pouch A
Juneau, A K  99811 ..

Re: CSHB 5 4 6 (Rea) am S —  hindrance
of lawful hunting 
Our file: 388-096-84

Dear Governor Sheffield:

At Ray Gillespie's request on your behalf, we have 
reviewed CSHB 5 4 6 (Res) am S. This bill makes it a misdemeanor 
(punishable by a fine of up to $500, up to 30 days in jail, or 
b o t h ) , for a person to perform an act with the intent to o b­
struct hunting, fishing, or trapping lawfully engaged in by a n­
other person. As you may recall, you vetoed a similar bill (2d 
SCS CSHB 1 6 3 (Jud)) last year.

Proponents of the bill argue that it is needed because 
"sabotage" tactics are sometimes used by conservationists a t­
tempting to prevent the hunting or trapping of game in other 
parts of the United States or Canada. Although there apparently 
have not b e e n  any verified reports of such incidents in Alaska, 
the proponents of the bill argue that, considering Alaska's 
abundant game population and hunting opportunities, it is appro­
priate to pass such a law, as a precautionary measure.

Under this bill, a person subjected to or threatened 
by such intentional interference m a y  petition a superior court 
to enjoin the offender from engaging in such conduct. The p e r­
son may also be entitled to recover monetary damages for losses 
suffered, including the license and permit fees, travel costs, 
guide fees, equipment and supply costs, and other related e x­
penses. In addition to these damages, a court may award p u n i­
tive damages.

The n e w  law would not apply to obstruction or h i n­
drance that is "incidental" to a person's lawful use of public 
or private land or water. This exception was included so that 
hunting activities would not be given a clear priority over o t h­
er lawful outdoor activities such as camping, hiking, or



The Honorable Bill Sheffield 
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birdwatching. This language is likely to make it more difficult 
to prosecute some cases, as it may be difficult to prove that 
obstructive acts were deliberate as opposed to being the inci­
dental result of another-person's lawful u s e  of the land. The 
bill also allows an alleged offender who had, or reasonably b e­
lieved that he had, a right to obstruct or hinder the hunting, 
fishing, or trapping to raise this as an affirmative defense to 
a prosecution. • .

T h e  r e a s o n s  g i v e n  for y o u r  veto o f  the similar b i l l  
last y e a r  we re : (1) that m u c h  of this c o n du ct  could b e  p r o s­
ecu t e d  u n d e r  e x i s t i n g  cr im i na l laws, p a r t i c u l a r l y  the assault, 
c r i m i n a l  m i s c h i e f ,  a n d  gene ra l ha r as s m e n t  statutes; and (2) that 
the stat ut e  w a s  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  v a g u e  b e c a u s e  o f  its failure 
to d ef in e w h a t  c o n s t i t u t e d  "interfe r en ce " w i t h  the p r o t e c t e d  
ac tivities. T h i s  b i l l  differs from last y ea r' s  bill in several 
re sp ects. T h i s  b i l l  m o r e  clearly states that a person's " i n t e r­
fere n c e "  m u s t  b e  w i t h  the specific inte nt  to obs t ru ct  or h i n d e r  
a pers on 's  l a w f u l  hunting, fishing, or trapping. Secondly, the 
b i l l  defines " l a w f u l "  h u n t i n g  so as to mor e c l e a r l y  identify the 
class o f  p e r s o n s  protect ed . Finally, the " i n c i d e n t a l  use" p r o­
vi s i o n  m e n t i o n e d  a b o v e  recognizes that there m a y  be legitim at e 
c o m p e t i n g  u s e s  for the same land o r  w a t e r  area, a nd that h u n t­
ing, fishing, or t r a p p i n g  activities do not tak e  prece de nc e o v e r  
o t h e r  l aw f ul  use3.

,'ii 1 •

Ironically, an amendment to the bill (the insertion of 
the language "possessing a valid State of Alaska license or p e r­
mit" which appears on page 1, lines 13-14, of the final bill) 
was made on the House floor. This amendment was made to ensure 
that a p e r s o n  who obstructs the capture of orca whales in 
Alaskan waters b y  Sea World could not be prosecuted under this 
law. It appears that, while the’ legislature wishes to prohibit 
the deliberate interference with hunting or fishing in general, 
it believes that this specific "interference" should be allowed.

In sum m a ry, while we are not convinced that there is a 
n e e d  for this bill, it does not contain some of the legal p r o b­
lems present in the bill last year. Whether the bill is desir­
able on public policy ground is a decision w h i c h  we leave to you 
to decide. As y o u  correctly stated in your veto message last 
year, m u c h  of the conduct covered by this bill could be p r o s­
ecuted under existing criminal statutes which carry comparable 
penalties.

• ~ Sincerely,

NCG/AHP/LBN/so

Norman C. Gorsuch 
Attorney General



Laurence H. Holmes Jr 
P.O. Box 464 
Girdwood, Alaska 99587 
December 20, 1990

Representative Robin Taylor 
Alaska State Legislature 
P.O. Box V (MS 3100)
Junsau, Alaska 99611

Dear Representative Taylor:

Enclosed le a letter requesting that you sponsor a bill making It a misdemeanor to hinder or 
obstruot any Alaskan In the normal, legal pursuit of fish or game for oommercial or personal use. 
That pleoe of correspondence has thirteen signatured representing the leadership of those 
users of our fish and wildlife resources who most depend on those resources for their personal 
or commercial needs. Tbe number and variety of user groups represented in that letter are a 
clear measure of the Importance of the Issue, and the commitment of those groups to protect 
Alaskans’ opportunities to use our fish and wildlife resources.

Thirty-seven other states already protect to varying degrees their residents In the use of their 
fish and game. The commercial and personal use of Alasla'e fish and wildlife are of vital 
Importance to her residents. There are innumerable Alaskans whose lifestyles and livelihoods 
depend upon our state's ffsh and wildlife resources. Coraumptlve-user groups In other states 
have oome under attack by anti-hunters and’or animal rights groups. It is time we protect 
ourselves from that kind of disruptive invasion of our rights.

We would appreoiate your help In this effort. Thank you.

Sincerely

Laurence H. Holmes Jr.
Legislative Vloe-Presldent 
Alaskan Bowhuntert Association, Inc.



Representative Robin Teytor 
RO. Box 1441 
Wrangell, Alaska 99929

December 12, 1990

Dear Representative Taylor:

The personal use of our fish and wildlife resources is critioal to moat Alaskans’ personal 
lifestyle. We depend on these resources for sustenance as well as the enjoyment of pursuit. 
Many Alaskans rely almost exclusively on fish and wildlife for food and olothlng, and the 
harvest and use of those resources is vital to their cultural health. For other Alaskans, it is the 
need to experience the thrill of the chase and the opportunity to supplement our diets with wild 
fish and game that are Important.

A large segment of Alaska’s population depends on the harvest of fur bearers as a significant 
part of their cash economy. Official estimates claim that trapping contributes from twenty to one- 
hundred percent of the income In some bush households, depending on the location. To these 
people trapping Is not just a "job". It Is a way of life and the only source of cash readily 
available to purchase supplies to support a bush lifestyle.

The commercial use of our fish and wildlife contreutss significantly to the state’s economy. The 
big game guiding industry is dependent aimost entirely on ncrwesidents who take less than 
fifteen percent of the big game animals harvested, but recycle guiding fees back Into the 
economy by contracting transportation and field service* from rural areas. The guided sport 
fishing Industry makes up at least half d  the Kenai Peninsula's summer economy. The 
commercial fishing industry is second only to the oil Industry In generating dollars, In 1966, the 
most recent year information is available, the commercial fishing Industry put $1.3 billion 
dollars into the Alaskan economy.

It is important that Alaskans be protected in their methods and means, access to and right to use 
Alaska's bountiful fish and wildlife resources. We depend on these resources for our personal 
m  well as our economio health. For most Alaskans, we literally would not be here If the 
opportunities to hunt, fish, and trap were lost.

It is for this reason that we request that you submit two bills to the 1991 Alaska Legislature, One 
bill would be an amendment to the Constitution of the state of Alaska providing that The 
Individual right to keep and bear arms shall not be denied or Infringed by the state or a polltloal 
subdivision of the state,' which would be plaoed before the voters at the next general election. 
The second bill would create an aot which would make it “Illegal for a person or group to 
obstruct or hinder hunting, fishing, or trapping engaged in lawfully by another person." We 
would also request that a person who violates that aot be guilty of a Class A misdemeanor 
punishable by a fine of not more than $2000 or imprisonment for not more than one year, or both.



A similar request has been made cf Governor Hickel. We hope that you will work together tor 
the best Interests of all Alaskans in this very important Issue.

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully,

4 < jL
Roy WIBdr. Praatont 
AlMka Trappem Awooiatton

Richard Holmstrom, President 
Alaska Falconers Association

Gereth Stillman, President 
Alaska Gun Collectors Association

xfohn Hendrickson, President 
■̂ Alaska Waterfowl Association

Joe Klutsoh, President
Alaska Professional Hunters Association

Don Poole, President
Alaakan Scv/hunters Association, Ino.

Nick Pierikalla, President r Georgs tmpl, President
Alaska Professional Sportsman’s Association Foundation for North American

' Wi&Sheep: Alaska Chapter

i f f f y  5 .  Z & r
Chris Goll, President A Jeff King, President u
Alaska Professional Sportfishlng Association Kenai River Sportflehlng Association

Tom Ellas, President 
Alaska Sportfishlng Association

"Gereth Stillman, President
Safari Club International: Alaska Chapter

* —  1 . TZ.

Tim Crawford, PreeWwt
Alaska State Muzzle loading Association



Attachment 3E

f r i e n d s  o f  a n  i m  a  Is, i n c .  u  wtu doth siren, n York. n. \
NRA/I.LA

TIPS FOR HUNT SABOTEURS

?

F o u r t e e n  m i l l i o n  A m e r i c a n s  w i l l  b e  s h o u l d e r i n g  t h e i r  rifles a n d  s ho tguns w i t h i n  

th e n e x t  f e w  m o n t h s ,  m a r c h i n g  o ff  to t h e i r  a n n u a l  o f f e n s i v e  a g a i n s t  o u r  wi l d l i f e .  

T h e s e  l e g i o n s ,  w h i c h  are m o r e  nu m e r o u s ,  a n d  g e n e r a l l y  b e t t e r  e q u i p p e d  th a n  the entire 

N a z i  a r m i e s  o f  th e S e c o n d  W o r l d  War, w i l l  tak e a b l o o d y  to l l  b e f o r e  the s e a s o n  ends. 

T h e y  w i l l  k i l l  d e e r  a n d  r a b b i t s ,  ducks, dogs, c a t s ,  a  f e w  children, an d e v e n  a few 

hun te rs .

It is t i m e  f o r  f r i e n d s  o f  a n i m a l s  to s t a r t  o r g a n i z i n g  a d e f e n s e  that w i l l  s e r v e  

to a t  l e a s t  t e m p e r  t h e  w a n t o n  d e s t r u c t i o n .  T h e r e  are  m a n y  w a y s  that a friend of 

an i m a l s  c a n  b e c o m e  a  f o r e s t  p a r t i s a n  o n  b e h a l f  o f  o u r  w i l d l i f e ^  and w e  o f f e r  h e r e  a 

few s u g g e s t i o n s  t h a t  r a n g e  i n  effo rt , d e p e n d i n g  u p o n  a p e r s o n ' s  a b i l i t i e s  and 

c o m m i t m e n t :

1* D e n y  t h e  h u n t e r  t he land to h u n t  o n . M u c h  h u n t i n g  is done o n  p r i v a t e  lands. 

T o  p r o t e c t  t n e s e  a n i m a l s ,  e n c o u r a g e  y o u r  n e i g h b o r s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  those w h o  o w n  l a r g e  

t r a c t s  s u c h  a s  f a r m s  a n d  r a n c h e s ,  to p o s t  t h e i r  la n d  and  f o r b i d  hu nt in g. T r y  to 

c o n v i n c e  t h e m  t h a t  h u n t e r s  i n v a r i a b l y  c a u s e  m o r e  d a m a g e  to a g r i c u l t u r e  t h a n  the w i l d  
a n i m a l s  do.

2. M a n y  a r e a s  h a v e  h u n t i n g  r e s t r i c t e d  to  a s p e c i f i e d  n u m b e r  of  h u n t e r s  w h o  

h a v e  s p e c i a l  p e r m i t s .  C o m m o n l y ,  t h e s e  p e r m i t s  a l l o w  th e h u n t e r  to u s e  a p a r t i c u l a r  

b l i n d  o r  h u n t  l e s s  c o m m o n  s p e c i e s ,  su c h  as b ear. A p p l y  f o r  th es e p e r m i t s  y o u r se lf.  

T h e  p e r m i t s  a r e  u s u a l l y  a w a r d e d  b y  a s i m p l e  l o t t e r y  s e l e c t i o n .  If y o u ' r e  lucky, 

y o u ' l l  w i n  a  p e r m i t  a n d  d e n y  a  h u n t e r  his k i ll.

3. G e t  i n t o  the  w o o d s  y o u r s e l f  t-hj-.day b e f o r e  t h e  h u n t i n g  season. I f  y o u ' r e

f a m i l i a r  w i t h  t h e  m o s t  c o m m o n l y  h u n t e d  ar ea s,  t r y  to  d r i v e  w i l d l i f e  a way. A s t r o l l  

t h r o u g h  t h e  f o r e s t  w i t h  a  n i c e  loud r a d i o  a n d  a d o g  o n  a  leash, w i l l  s e r v e  to m a k e  

w i l d l i f e  m o r e  w a x y  o f  h u m a n s .  T h i s  is p a r t i c u l a r l y  i m p o r t a n t  for  y o u n g e r  a n i m a l s  

t h a t  h a v e  n o t  y e t  h a d  t h e  t r a u m a t i z i n g  e x p e r i e n c e  of  b e i n g  h u n t e d .

4. C e r t a i n  s u b s t a n c e s ,  s u c h  as r o t t e n  e ggs , w h e n  r u b b e d  i n t o  h u n t i n g  b l i n d s ,  

m a k e  t h e s e  e n c l o s u r e s  e v e n  m o r e  u n c o m f o r t a b l e  for  the h u n t e r s .  U n c o m f o r t a b l e  h u n t e r s  

a r e  i r r i t a b l e ,  a n d  a r e  a l s o  p o o r e r  shots. P l a s t e r i n g  th e f l o o r  of  a h u n t i n g  b l i n d  

w i t h  c o w  d u n g  is  a n o t h e r  g o o d  idea.

5. If y o u ' r e  f a m i l i a r  w i t h  w i l d l i f e  h a b i t s  in y o u r  n e i g h b o r h o o d ,  try  to e n c o u r a g e

th e m  t o  b r e a k  t h e s e  h a b i t s  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  h u n t i n g  s e a s o n .  F o r  inst an ce , m a n y  h u n t e r s  

like t o  s t a l k  a l o n g  d e e r  t r a c k s  w h i c h  are p r e t t y  w e l l  d e f i n e d  to a g o o d  wo o d s m a n .  

P l a c i n g  d e e r  r e p e l l e n t  (a v a i l a b l e  at m a n y  f e e d  a nd  h a r d w a r e  stores) a l o n g  t h e s e  

t r a c k s  w i l l  e n c o u r a g e  t h e  d e e r  to  m o v e  a w a y  a n d  l e a v e  the h u n t e r  with a r o u t e  d e v o i d

o f  the s p e c i e s .  If  y o u  w a n t  t o  save m o n e y ,  j u s t  s c o o p  u p  a b a g  o f  h u m a n  h a i r  fr o m  a 

local b a r b e r  s h o p  a n d  h a n g  h a n d f u l s  o f  it in l i t t l e  b a g s  a b o u t  two or t h r e e  feet f r o m  

the g r o u n d ,  a l o n g  t he  d e e r  t r a c k .  T h e  d e e r  w i l l  so o n  g e t  the m e s s a g e  that t h er e ar e 

h u m a n 8 in tha a r e a  a n d  w i l l  d r i f t  away, ,

6* If t h e r e  is m u c h  h u n t i n g  w i t h  d o g s  in y o u r  a r e a ,  try  to gat h o l d  o f  a f e m a l e

d o g  in  h e a t  and  l e a d  h e r ,  o n  a leash, t h r o u g h  an ar o a  t h a t  is h e a v i l y  h u n t e d .  M a l e

d o g a  in the h u n t e r ' s  p a c k  w i l l  "ge t w i n d "  o f  the  f e m a l e  a n d  lose their e n t h u s i a s m  for

c h a s i n g  ri^bbita o r  d e e r .



HUNTING  SEASON IS HEBE
Get Out Y ou r  Hip Boots and 
Make Life D ifficu lt Fo r the 
Weekend Woodsman

A m e r i c a n  h u n te r s  will  b e  s h o u l d e r in g  th e i r  r i f les  a n d  
s h o t g u n s  w i th in  th e  n e x t  few  m o n t h s ,  m a r c h in g  o f f  to  their  
a n n u a l  o f f e n s iv e  a g a in s t  w i ld l i f e .  T h is  leg io n ,  w h ic h  is 
g en e ra l ly  b e t t e r  e q u i p p e d  t h a n  th e  e n t i r e  G e r m a n  a rm ie s  o f  
th e  S e c o n d  W o r l d  W a r ,  will t a k e  a  b lo o d y  to l l  b e fo r e  the  
se a s o n  e n d s .  They will  k ill d e e r  a n d  r a b b i t s ,  d u c k s ,  d o g s ,  
c a ts ,  a  few  c h i l d r e n ,  a n d  ev en  a  few o f  th e m se lv e s .  H o w  
a b o u t  c a l l in g  a  m e e t in g  o f  a  few  f r i e n d s  to  p l a n  fo r  th is  
h u n t i n g  s e a s o n ?  H e r e  a r c  a  few  w a y s  y o u  c a n  s t r ik e  o u t  
a g a in s t  th e  h u n t :

1. E n c o u r a g e  n e i g h b o r s  w i th  a c r e a g e  to  p o s t  th e i r  la n d .
L e t  th e m  k n o w  t h a t  h u n t e r s  c a u s e  m o r e  d a m a g e  th a n  
w ild  a n im a ls .

2 .  M a n y  a r e a s  h a v e  h u n t i n g  re s t r i c te d  to  a  sp ec i f ie d  
n u m b e r  o f  h u n t e r s  w i th  p e r m i t s .  T h e  p e r m i t s  a r e  
u su a l ly  a w a r d e d  b y  a  s im p le  lo t t e r y  s e le c t io n .  A p p ly  
fo r  th e se  p e r m i t s  y o u r s e l f ;  y o u  m a y  w in  o n e  a n d  d en y  
a  h u n t e r  h is  k il l .

3 .  G e t  in to  th e  w o o d s  th e  d a y  b e f o r e  h u n t i n g  s e a s o n .  T ry  
to  d r iv e  w i ld l i f e  a w a y .  S t r o l l  a b o u t  w i th  a  l o u d  ra d io  
o r  a  d o g  o n  a  l e a s h  to  m a k e  w i ld l i f e  w a ry  o f  h u m a n s .

4 .  R o t t e n  egg s  o r  c o w  d u n g  c a n  b e  r u b b e d  in t o  th e  f lo o r  
a n d  w a lls  o f  h u n t i n g  b l in d s  to  m a k e  h u n te r s  u n c o m ­
fo r t a b l e .  U n c o m f o r t a b l e  h u n te r s  a r e  i r r i t a b le ,  a n d  a rc  
m o r e  like ly  to  m is s .

3. P la c in g  d e e r  r e p e l l e n t  ( a v a i la b l e  a t  m a n y  feed  a n d  
h a r d w a r e  s to r e s )  a l o n g  d e e r  r o u te s  will  e n c o u r a g e  the  
d e e r  to  m o v e  a w a y  a n d  le a v e  th e  h u n t e r  w i th  a  r o u t e  
d e v o id  o f  th e  sp e c i e s .  S c o o p  u p  a  b a g  o f  h u m a n  h a ir  
f r o m  a  loca l  b a r b e r  s h o p  a n d  p u t  h a n d f u l s  o f  it in  li t-  * 
tie  b a g s  a b o u t  2  o r  3 f e e t  f r o m  th e  g r o u n d ,  a lo n g  the  
d e e r  t r a c k .  T h e  d e e r  w ill  s o o n  ge t  th e  m e s s a g e  t h a t  
th e r e  a r e  h u m a n s  in  t h e  a r e a  a n d  will d r i f t  a w a y .

6 .  I f  h u n te r s  u s e  d o g s  in  y o u r  a r e a ,  t r y  to  g e t  h o ld  o f  a  
f e m a le  d o g  in  h e a t  a n d  le a d  h e r ,  o n  a  l e a s h ,  t h r o u g h

"Okayl Now don't move. Andyl Here come* Moml"
a n  a r e a  t h a t  is heav ily  h u n te d ,  M a le  d o g s  in th e  
h u n t e r ' s  p a c k  will " g e t  w i n d "  o f  ' h e  fe m a le  a n d  lose 
th e i r  e n th u s i a s m  fo r  c h a s in g  r a b b i t s  o r  o t h e r  h u n t e d  
a n im a ls .

7 . I f  y o u  h a v e  a  p o r t a b le  t a p e  r e c o r d e r ,  b u y  a  c a s s e t te  
r e c o r d in g  o f  w o l f  h o w ls .  P lay  th is  in th e  w o o d s  a  few  
t im es  in  th e  d a y s  b e fo re  h u n t in g  s e a s o n .

8. B uy  la rg e ,  o ld  s tu f f e d  a n im a l  to y s  a t  a  lo c a l  t h r i f t  
s h o p  o r  m a k e  y o u r  o w n .  S e t  th ese  a r o u n d  c o m m o n l y  
h u n te d  a r e a s .  H u n te r s  o f t e n  d o n ' t  t a k e  th e  t im e  to  
c h e c k  i f  a n  a n im a l  is real!  B e tte r  t o  h a v e  a  h o le  in  a  
c o t t o n  r a b b i t  th a n  a  rea l  o n e — a n d  th e  n o is e  o f  t h e  
g u n  g o in g  o f f  m a y  sc a re  a w a y  o t h e r  w i ld l ife .  ■

Excerpted from Friends o f  Animals "T ips  for Hunt S ab o te u rs"

C O M M I T T E E  TO  ABOL ISH  SPORT  HUNT ING
Called "One o f the Most Dangerous and Aggressive Organizations in the U.S." by the National Rifle 
Association

C.A.S.H. has
* Won an epic battle to keep hunters out of 52.000 acre Harriman State Park in New York
*  Filed a lawsuit to stop hunting at Riley Creek State Park in Pennsylvania
* Defeated the U.S. Department of Interior's ban on anti hunting demonstrations at Great Swamp Refuge. New 

Jersey
Specializing on ly in the fight against "sp o rt"  hunting, C.A.S.H. can continue working for wildlife only 
because people like you care.
S20 provides a 1-year membership. Contributions o f any size are gratefully accepted and immediately 
put to use. Write us;

The Committee to Abolish Sport Hunting 
Box 43, White Plains. New York 10605 

or call: 212/428-7523
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JNTJN 5 IS A .D.iSTY BUSINESS
Excerpts from  an article by Bil Gilbert

S to r ie s  a b o u t  h u n te r s  s h o o t in g  co w s ,  g o a t s ,  p o o d le s ,  

V o lk sw a g en s  a n d  p e o p le  a r e  p a r t  o f  th e  f o l k l o r e , ' b u t  u n ­

fo r tu n a te ly  th ey  a r c  f r e q u e n t l y  t r u e .  O n e  fall I fo o l ish ly  

v e n tu re d  o u t  w ith  t h r e e  s m a l l  c h i ld re n  in to  o u r  o v e rg r o w n  

p a s tu r e .  S u d d e n ly  t h e r e  w a s  th e  re p o r t  o f  a  g u n ,  th e  z ing- 

z ing  o f  slugs p a s s in g  t h r o u g h  th e  u n d e r b r u s h  a  f o o t  o r  so  

o v e r  o u r  h e a d s .  O n e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  th e  w h o le  s c a r y  inc id en t  

w as  p ro v in g  th a t  a t  le a s t  a  b i r d  w a tc h e r  w a s  h a r d y  e n o u g h  

to  r u n  d o w n  a  17 -y ca r  o ld  h u n te r .  I t o o k  th e  g u n  a w a y  

f ro m  th e  b o y  a n d  t o o k  h im  t o  his f a t h e r ,  w h o  w a s  ‘s p o r t ­

in g ’ n e a rb y .  T h e  o l d  m a n  m i ld ly  a d m o n i s h e d  th e  b o y  a n d  

le c tu red  m e  s te rn ly  a b o u t  le t t in g  “ u n m a r k e d "  c h i ld re n

w a n d e r  a b o u t  o u r  o w n  p o s t e d  field . _

B ey o n d  th e  fa c t  t h a t  s p o r t s  h u n te r s  a r c ,  as  a  ru le  

/ d i s r e p u ta b le ,  th e  m o i t  o b v i o u s  c o m p la in t  a g a in s t  th e mic r n i s ]
[ t h a t  th ey  a r c  d e s t r u c t i v e  o f  w ild l if e . )S e v e ra l  sp ec ies  — th e  

p a ss e n g e r  p ig e o n ,  h e a th  h e n ,  E s k im o  c u r le w  —  w e re  s im p ly  

h u n te d  in to  e x t in c t io n .  M a n y  m o r e  —  b u f f a l o ,  a n te lo p e ,  

g r izz ly  b e a r ,  w o lf ,  m o u n t a i n  l io n ,  eag le ,  c e r t a in  w a te r f o w l  

—  n o w  b a re ly  s u r v i v e . ________________________

\ Wildlife otficials usually admit that without wardens, 
the sport gunners would probably come close to wiping t 
out all game and a variety of other species.________

T h e  m o s t  i r k s o m e  a s p e c t  o f  a l l  th is  is t h a t ,  u n l ik e  b r id ge  

p lay e r s .  B oy  S c o u t s ,  p o o l  h u s t le r s  o r  a n y  o th e r  s p o r t in g  

g r o u p ,  h u n te r s  a r e  m o r e  o r  less p u b l i c  w a r d s .  I ,  y o u ,  we 

a re  r e q u i r e d  to  s u b s id iz e  h u n t e r s  w ith  o u r  ta x e s  a n d  se t  

a s id e  la rge  c h u n k s  o f  o u r  in c r e a s in g ly  s c a r c e  w ild  l a n d s  a n d  

w ild l ife  fo r  th e i r  u s e .  S o m e w h e r e  in th e  n e i g h b o r h o o d  o f

2 5 ,0 0 0  p u b lic  w i ld l i f e  " c o n s e r v a t i o n "  w o r k e r s ,  s t a t e  a n d  

fe d e ra l ,  c o n s u m e  u p w a i d s  o f  a  h a l f -b i l l io n  d o l l a r s  a  y e a r  

m o s t ly  to  m a k e  it e a s ie r  a n d  q u ic k e r  f o r  g u n n e r s  to  kill 

a n im a ls .  N o  o th e r  s p o r t s  c o m e s  a n y w h e r e  c lo se  to  b e in g  so  

p a m p e r e d  a n d  c o d d le d .

T a k e ,  fo r  e x a m p le ,  th e  N a t i o n a l  W ild l i fe  R e fu g e  sys tem  

o p e r a t e d  by  th e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  th e  I n t e r io r .  S o m e  29 

m il l ion  a c re s  o f  p u b l i c  l a n d  (2 m i l l io n  m o r e  t h a n  a r e  in th e  

N a t io n a l  P a r k  sy s te m )  a r c  se t  a s id e  fo r  w i ld l i f e  r e fu g e s .  

M u c h  o f  th is  la n d  is m a n a g e d  a n d  m a i n t a i n e d  fo r  th e  

p r im a r y  b en e f i t  o f  w a t e r f o w l  g u n n e r s .  H u n te r s  p o in t  o u t  

t h a t  they  b u y  d u c k  s t a m p s  a t i d  a s se r t  th a t  th is  m o n e y  pays  

fo r  th e  re fu g e  s y s te m .  T h e  t r u t h  is th a t  in  1976 th e  a n n u a l  

r e fu g e  b u d g e t  w as  a b o u t  S30  m i l l io n ,  a n d  th e  a n n u a l  in ­

c o m e  f ro m  d u c k  s t a m p s  w a s  S5 m i l l io n .  In  o t h e r  w o rd s ,  

a b o u t  85 p e rc e n t  o f  th e  r e f u g e  m o n e y  c o m e s  f r o m  g e n e ra l  

t a x  r e v e n u e s .  T o d a y  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  is  e v e n  w o r s e .  S o  f a r  
a s  I k n o w ,  t h e r e  a r e  n o  s t a t e  g a m e  a g e n c i e s  t h a t  d o  n o t  
n e e d  a p p r o p r i a t i o n s  w h i c h  i s s u e  f r o m  p e o p l e  w h o  d o  
n o t  h u n t  a t  a l l .

H u n t e r s  a t t e m p t  to  ju s t i f y  th is  o b v io u s  in e q u i ty  b y  e x ­

p la in in g  t h a t  th e  w o rk  o f  s ta tehood  fe d e ra l  w ild l i fe  a g e n c ie s  

b e n e f i t s  a ll w ild l ife .  It  is c la im e d  t h a t  s t a t e  a n d  f e d e r a l  

h u n t i n g  la n d s  a lso  se rve  as a  s a n c t u a r y  fo r  m a n y  n o n g a m e  

b i r d s  a n d  m a m m a l s .  T h e y  d o  s o m e t im e s ,  b u t  it is l a rg e ly  

a c c i d e n ta l .  F o r  e x a m p le ,  M ich ig an  is c o n te m p la t in g  

c r e a t in g  a b o u t  a  h a l f -m i l l io n  acres  o f  ne w  d e e r  h a b i t a t .

T h i s  will in v o lv e  b u l ld o z in g  th e  l a n d ,  tu r n in g  it i n t o  d e e r -  

b r o w s e  s c r u b .  S o m e  o t h e r  species  will f ind  th e  s c r u b  

h o s p i t a b l e ,  b u t  th e  v a r ie ty  o f  w ild l ife  t h a t  c a n  use  t h e  l a n d  

will  d e c l in e .  F r o m  th e  s t a n d p o in t  o f  t h e  n a t u r e  w a t c h e r ,  

t h e s e  a c re s  will b e  a b o u t  as  a t t r a c t iv e  a s  a  h o u s in g  d e v e l o p ­
m e n t  in  p r e c o n s t r u c t io n  s tag es .

A n  o b v io u s  s o lu t io n  to  m a n y  o f  th e s e  in c o n s is t e n c ie s  a n d  

in e q u i t i e s  is to  r e m o v e  th e  f in an c ia l  —  a n d  th u s  p o l i i i c a l -  

s t r a n g le h o l d  th a t  h u n te r s  a n d  m a n y  p ub H c  w ild l i fe  m e n  

b e l iev e  th e y  h a v e  o n  w ild l ife  ag en c ies .  fThc c ru c ia l  n e e d  is

f o r  a l l  th e  o p e r a t in g  fu n d s  fo r  w i ld l i fe  ag e n c ie s  to  b e  a p ­

p r o p r i a t e d  f ro m  g e n e ra l  re v e n u e s .  F re e d  f r o m  th e  b o n d a g e  

o f  h u n t e r s ’ m o n e y ,  s t a te  a n d  fed e ra l  w ild l i f e  a g e n c ie s  

s h o u l d  be  r e q u i r e d  to  in i t ia te  re s e a rc h  p r o g r a m s  w h ic h  

w o u ld  b e n e f i t  a ll f a u n a ,  n o t  ju s t  th o s e  c r e a t u r e s  t h a t  

h u n t e r s  s h o o t .  T h e r e  is n o  rea so n  w h y  s o m e  p u b l ic  r e f u g e s  

c o u ld  n o t  be  left f o r  th e  p le a s u re  o f  p h o t o g r a p h e r s  a n d  

th o s e  w h o  s im p ly  e n jo y  seeing a n d  c o n te m p la t in g  th e  w a y s  
V j f  sncc ies  n o t  d a s s i f i e t l - a s  h u m a t

H u n t e r s  a r c  so f i rm ly  e n t r e n c h e d  in  o u r  w ild l ife  

b u r e a u c r a c y  t h a t  o n ly  a  c o n c e r t e d ,  a g g re s s iv e  c a m p a i g n  will 

f lu sh  th e m .  A  p h i lo s o p h ic a l  b as is  fo r  th is  c a m p a i g n  m i g h t  

b e  th e  re a l iz a t io n  th a t  d e s p i te  a  lot o f  p io u s ,  self- 

c o n g r a t u l a t o r y  p r o p a g a n d a ,  h u n te r s  a r e  g e n e ra l ly  a d e s t r u c ­

t iv e ,  d a n g e r o u s  lo t ,  w h o  h a v e  m a d e  a  m e ss  o f  o u r  w i l d l i f e . "
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ANTI-HUNTERS VS. HUNTERS:
r e g i

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

By Richard Starnes, Editor-at-Large

T h e  lush  aJp inc  v a l ley s  and  rugged  
h igh lan ds  o f  n o r th e a s te rn  British C o ­
lu m b ia  h a v e  w i tn e s se d  the open ing  
sk irm ish es  in  w h a t  th re a ten s  to  bec o m e  
aJl-out w a r  b e tw e e n  b ig - g a m e  hunters  
and a n t i -h u n t in g  ze a lo ts  w h o  have  
s o u g h t  to s to p  th e m  b y  h a ra s sm en t ,  
a b u s e .  in t im id a t io n  a n d — it is
c h a r g e d — p h y s ica l  v io len c e .

H ow  m u c h  v io len ce  has  o cc u r red  to 
d a te  is in d i s p u te ,  bu t th e re  hav e  been 
sev e ra l  a n g ry  c o n f ro n ta t io n s  involv ing  
h u n te r s  an d  a n t i -h u n t in g  ac tiv is ts ,  one  
b e a t in g  h as  a l r e a d y  ta k e n  p lac e ,  and 
fe e l in g  is ru n n in g  so  h ig h  tha t  C anad ian  
p rov in c ia l  au th o r i t ie s  a re  a la rm ed  at the 
p ro sp ec t  o f  m o re  v io len ce  w h en  the 
b ig -g a m e  s e a s o n  o p e n s  th is  fall.

* ' l i ’s o n ly  a q u e s t io n  o f  t im e  before 
so m e  h o th e a d  loses  his c o m p o s u re  and 
so m e o n e  g e ts  h u r t . "  s a id  o n e  hunter 
w h o  w as  v ic t im iz e d  b y  the an t i -h u n t­
ers .

A rray ed  ag a in s t  e a c h  o th e r  in the 
c o n d ic t  arc the h u n te r s ,  ou tf i t te rs ,  and 
g a m e - m a n a g e m e n t  o ff ic ia ls  o f  British 
C o lu m b ia ,  and  a d e d ic a te d ,  well- 
f in anced ,  im p la c a b le  o rg a n iz a t io n  o f  
an t i -h u n te rs  w h o  ca l l  th em se lv e s  
C ice .npeace .

G re e n p e a c e  is no  co l le c t io n  o f  
sa loo n  co n sp i ra to r s  co n te n t  to  c rank

ou t  m im eo g rap h ed  an ti -hun t ing  d ia ­
tr ibes  a n d  p icke t sp or t ing -goods  stores.  
It  is  s l ick ,  p rofess iona l,  w o r ld w ide ,  
an d  g ro w in g  rapidly. Its V ancouver  
c h a p te r  a lone  budgets  nearly  S 5 00 .0 00  
a y e a r  for an ti-hunting  ac tiv it ies .  Its 
too ls  arc  SI ,000-a-day  he l icop te rs ,  e x ­
p en s iv e  sou nd  cam e ra s ,  and  se l f -co n ­
fessed  expert ise  31  m an ipu la t in g  the 
press  and  te levis ion . Its tactics arc 
h a ra s s m e n t ,  con fron ta t ion ,  and  a t ­
tem p ts  physica lly  to  res tra in  hunters .  
Its leade r .  D r. Patr ick  M oo re  o f  V a n ­
co u v e r .  m a d e  it c lea r  in an  interview 
w ith  O u t d o o r  L ife  that ep iso d es  o f  
h a rassm en t  and  in t im idat ion  that look 
p lace  in  the  rich hun ting  g rounds  o f  
British C o lu m bia  in 1979 and  19S0 
w e re  on ly  the open ing  sa lvos  in the 
conflic t .

" W e ’ll be back this y e a r . "  he said. 
" T h e y  c a n ’t stop us. W e  in tend to stop 
t ro ph y  hu n tin g ,  first in Brit ish  C o lu m ­
b ia .  u lt im ate ly  all ov e r  the w o r ld , "

H ow  G reenpeace  seeks  to frustrate 
h un te rs  is perhaps  best told  in the  w ords 
o f  R ichard  A. M ielkc .  a 5 0 -year-o ld  
Pon tiac .  M ich igan ,  fire fichicr w ho last 
year  took a 21-day h un t-o f-a - l i fc tim e  in 
the ru g g ed ,  I 6-m il l ion  acre  Spatsizi 
W ilde rn ess  Park in B n t i sh  C o lu m bia  
He and  his partner.  D arry l H as t ing s .

4 0 .  a c o m p u te r  b ro k e r  from R ocheste r ,  
M ic h ig an ,  enco un te red  the G rccnpcac-  
crs oh  the  first d ay  o f  the h u m .

" T h c v  ba rged  r igh t into o u r  c a m p , "  
M ie lk e  said . " T h e y  stuck sound  c a m ­
eras  r ight in o u r  faces.  T h ey  harangued  
and  a b u sed  us. O ne  o f  them  screamed 
at m e .  ‘ Is there som eth ing  w rong  with 
y o u r  sex life? Is that why y o u 're  up  
here  k il ling  an im a ls ? ’ W hen  w e tried to 
ride o u t  o f  c a m p  they  locked arms 
across  the  trail to  s top  us. O n e  o f  them  
grabbed  the brid le  o f  my horse. That 
was d a n g e ro u s .  T h a i ’s ro u g h  counrry  
up  there .  If  the horse had shico and fall­
en 1 c ou ld  have been  badly  h u r t .”

E ven tua l ly  the hunters  and their 
g u ide  b roke  free and  continued  the 
h u n t ,  bu t on nearly  every  day  o f  the 
hun t the harassm en t con tinu ed .  O n one  
d ay  M ie lke  took his n f l e — un lo ad ed —  
to a d o c k  on tinv Buc Lake to scope a 
w o lf  that had been how lin g  near the 
c a m p .

" O n e  o f  these G ree n p ea ce  guys 
c ro w d e d  up  acainst  m e .  bu m p ed  m e . 
and ye l led .  ’Y o u ’re not g o in g  to shoot 
that an im al while I ’m  h e re ! ’ He 
g rab bed  my nfle .  and then he fell into 
ihe lake " *  .

" T h e y  w ould  taunt you in everv  w ay 
they  c o u l d . "  H astings a d d e d .  " Y o u
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c o u ld n ' t  ev en  go  to  the  jo h n  w ithout 
one  o f  them  s t ick ing  a c a m e ra  in. I t 's  
hard to  k e ep  y o u r  c o o l  u n d e r  those 
c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  ye t  I c o u ld n ’t give them  
the sa t is fac t ion  o f  b o th e r in g  m e . "

A l th o u g h  the G re c n p c a c c r s  sco rn fu l­
ly c h a rac te r iz e  h un te r s  such  as M ie lke  
and H as t in g s  as “ je t - s e t  h e a d h u n te r s , "  
both  a re  m e n  o f  m o d e s t  m eans .

" I  sc r im p ed  and  s a v e d  and  worki.-l 
at o d d  jo b s  for  tw o  y ea rs  to  get  the m o n ­
ey  f o r th a t  h u n t . "  M ie lk e  s a id .  " B y  the 
tim e I ’d pa id  air fanes, o u tf i t te rs ’ fees ,  
and license  and  t ro p h y  fees it cost  me 
a ro u n d  SIO.OOO."

H as t in g s  put the  c o s t  o f  h is  hunt at 
n ea r  S I 2 .5 0 0 .  and  n o te d  it w ou ld  b e  a 
long  t im e ,  i f  e v e r ,  b e fo re  he cou ld  
a f fo rd  a n o th e r  h u n t  o f  th a t  m a g n i­
tude.

B o th  h un ters  rep o r t  tha t  a t tem pts  to 
r e a s o n  w ith  the  an t i -h u n te rs  w ere  
futile .

" W e  w ere a f te r  S to n e  s h e e p ,  princi­
p a l l y , "  H astings sa id .  " B u t  they kept 
a l lud ing  to th em  as ‘b ig h o r n s . ’ I to ld 
one  o f  th e m ,  ‘Y o u ' r e  s u c h  a p h o n y ,  you  
d o n ’t even  k n o w  w h a t  sp e c ie s  y o u ' r e  
ta lk in g  a b o u t . '  ”

B o th  m en  got t r o p h y  sh e e p  as well as 
o th e r  t ro ph y  s p e c im e n s ,  bu t  the  G re e n ­
p eace  activ it is ts  su c c e e d e d  in  b lighting  
w hat w o u ld  o th e rw ise  h av e  been an 
idy l l ic  hunt.

" T h e r e  w e re  sev e ra l  d ay s  w h en  I 
d id n ’t hunt b ecau se  o f  t h e m , "  H astings 
sa id .

C o m p la in t s  to  p ro v in c ia l  wildlife  
au th o r i t ie s  w e re  to  n o  a v a i l .  " E a r l y  in 
the h u n t  a park  r a n g e r  c a m e  into o u r  
c a m p , "  H astings  sa id .  “ W e  asked  h im  
w h y  h e  w o u ld n ' t  p ro te c t  o u r  right to 
carry  o n  a law fu l a c t iv i ty .  I ’d  paid  
a ro u n d  S I . 0 0 0  fo r  l icenses  and tags ,  
and th ese  peop le  w e re  try in g  to  deprive  
m e o f  m y r igh t to  h u n t .  T h e  ran ger  
rep l ied  that there  w as  n o th in g  he cou ld  
d o .  ‘ I t ’s a pub lic  p a r k . ’ he told m e. 
’T h e v  c an  g o  a n y w h e re  they 
p l e a s e . ’ ”

L a te r ,  a f te r  the  an t i -h u n te r  fell 
(G re c n p e a c e r  M o o re  says  he w as 
p ush e d )  into the lak e ,  f o u r  R oya l C a n a ­
d ian  M o u n te d  Police  o ff ice rs  and tw o  
B .C .  Fish and W ild l i fe  D epar tm en t  
o ff ic ia ls  arr ived  at the  M ie lk e -H a s t in g s  
c a m p  by h e l ico p te r .  A g a in  the tw o  
h un te r s  repeated  the i r  p lea  fo r  p ro tec ­
tion . ag a in  the off ic ia ls  sa id  there was 
no th ing  they c o u ld  do .

“ T h e y  told us th ey  w e re  trying to 
figure ou t h ow  to r e s o lv e  the  i s su e ,”  
H as t in g s  told O u t d o o r  L ife " B u t  all 
the .  d id  w as to  tell u s .  'W e  w ant you 
fe l lo w s  to be pa tien t and  keep  the 
p c j - e  ' '* tT here  are in d ic a t io n s ,  ho w - 
e v e r ,  w h ic h  we w ill  c o m e  to  later, that 
B .C .  o tn c ia ls  are p re p a r in g  to abandon

I llu s tra tio n  by D o m e n tc k  D 'A n d re a
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Violence against them 
would give Greenpeace 
“proo f” that all hunters 
are thugs and violence- 

prone killers.

the i r  po licy  o f  n on in te rfe ren ce  w hen  
the I9 8 I  season  o p en s .)

E v e n  a f te r  M ie lke  and  H as t in gs  quit  
the ir  c a m p  to return  h o m e ,  the  G re e n ­
p eace  co n tin gen t  p u rsued  them . A fter 
a ler ting  press  and te lev is ion ,  the  anti- 
h un te rs  c on tinu ed  the i r  tac t ics  o f  
h a ra s sm en t .  T h ey  fo l lo w ed  the  tw o 
hu n te rs  into the a irport  at V an co u v e r ,  
taun t ing  th em , h a rang u ing  a n d  v il ify ­
ing th em , a r d  w av in g  p ro fess iona lly -  
m ad e  anti-hunting  p laca rds  fo r  the  b en ­
efit o f  new s and  te lev is ion  cam e ra s .  
S evera l  w ore  an im al c o s tu m e s ,  inc lu d ­
ing h orns  o r  antlers. T h e  G rcc n p ea ce rs  
d ro v e  the tw o  hunters  to  take  re fuge  in 
the a irport  lo u n g e ,  w h ere  th e  barten der  
d id  w h a t  the R oyal C a n a d ia n  M ounted  
Police  and g a m r  d e p a r tm e n t  officials 
ha d  been  unab le  o r  u nw il l in g  to  do . He 
ch ased  the an t i -hun ters  o u t  o f  the 
p lace .

W hat was possibly an ev en  ug lier  
incident took place during  the I979  
season in Spats izi.  G ary  Z eche l.  an 
eng inee r  w ith the Ford M o to r  C o m p a ­
n y .  w ho lives in the Detroit area, was 
hunting  Ranger C reek  with his wife Jo- 
C aro le .  who is a hunter ,  but w a s n ’t 
hunting  on  this occas ion .  A c co m p an ied  
on ly  by an Indian gu ide , the  Zcchcls  
w ere  traversing one  o f  the w ildest,  
m os t primitive areas in N orth  A m e r i ­
ca .

" W e  were six o r  e igh t hours  by 
horseback  from o u r  base ca m p ,  s taving 
in a sp ike c a m p . "  Zechcl reca l led , 
" w h e n  these G reen p eace  people  
show ed  up. There  w ere seven  m en and  
o n e  w om an .  T here  w as  lots o f  taun t ing ,  
ha rassm en t ,  and in tim idat ion . T h e y  
said they w ould  do  w hatever  they cou ld  
to  stop us. T h ey  sa id  if they  c o u ld n ’t 
persuade  us to  abandon  o u r  hunt (hey 
w o u ld  restrain us physica lly .  W hen w e 
rode  out for a d ay  o f  h un ting ,  they  
locked arms in front o f  us. W hen I tried 
to  go to my w ife ’s aid. o n e  o f  them 
grabbed m y horse 's  reins. Eventually o u r  
guide broke through, and m y  wife and  I 
go t  aw ay from them. They chased us 
several hundred yards up the trail, and 
o u r  g u id e ’s horse fell into a bog. That 
w a s  very dangerous. Even a minor injury 
is serious in that rem ote w ild e rness ."

Like M ielke and H astings ,  Zechc l is 
a n  experienced hun ter  and  ou tdoors-  
m a n ,  c learly  able to take care  o f  h im ­
self. But som e insight into the p sy cho ­
logical impact o f  the  G reenpeace  ta c ­

In  th e  f a l l  o f  1980 , th e  C a r y  Z e c h e l hunting  p a r ty  cam ped  in the S p a ts iz i w ilderness  
in B ritish  C o lu m b ia  a n d  ran  in to  h a ra ssm en t b y  e ig h t G reenpeace  ag ita to rs (le ft). 
W hen  Z e c h e l a n d  h is  w ife  ro d e  ou t o f  the ir  cam p  fo r  a d a y  o f  hun ting  with th e ir  
g u id e , the  G rc c n p e a c e rs  lo c k e d  a rm s a c ro ss  the tra il to  b lo ck  th e ir  w ay an d  
sc re a m e d  a b u se . A  fe m a le  G re e n p c sc e r  g rc b b e d  Z ech e l's  reins to h o ld  him  back . 
T he gu id e  b ro ke  th ro u g h  th e  h u m a n  barrier, a n d  the Zechels pu lled  aw ay  and  r o c :  
a ro u n d  th em . G a ry  Z e c h e l s ta te d  that h is g rea te s t f e a r  w as tha t one o f  the horses  
w o u ld  sp o o k  a n d  in ju re  o r  k il l  so m eo n e . T he  p a in tin g  is based  on a p h o to g ra p h  
su p p lied  b y  th e  G re e n p t c e r  o rgan iza tion ! A t righ t. G reenpeacers in an im a l c o s ­
tu m es  h a ra ss  R ic h a rd  A . M ie lk e  a n d  D a rry l H a s tm g s  in  the V ancouver c irp o rt 
a fte r  th e ir  su cce ss fu l h u n t.
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t ics c an  be w o n  w h e n  Z e c h c l  says ,  
" O n e  o f  those  guys  h a d  an  ice  ax be  
k ep t w av in g  in m y fa c e .  I fe l t  m ore  fear 
th an  I have felt in a lo n g  t i m e . "

Z e c b e l ’s w ife  s e e m s  to  h av e  been  
s in g led  out fo r  p a r t ic u la r  a t ten tion  by  
th e  G rccn p eac e rs .

" T h e y  ran  ra v in g  a n d  ye ll ing  at 
h e r , "  be  repo r ted .  " I t  w a s  l ike a r iot. 
T h e y  ca m e  w ith in  five o r  ten  fee t o f  
h e r . ”

E xerc is ing  w h a t  c a n  o n ly  b e  d e ­
sc r ib e d  as sa in tly  r e s t r a in t ,  th e  Z echc ls  
and  (heir  g u ide  did th e i r  b e s t  to  ignore  
the  an t i -hun te rs .

" T h i s  d ro v e  th e m  in to  a  f r e n z y , "  
Z e c h c l  said . " T h e y  a c ted  n ea r ly  h y s ­
te r ica l ,  o bv ious ly  lo o k in g  to  cause  
so m e  ac tion  o r  i n c i d e n t . "  N o t  su rp ris ­
in g ly ,  the  G re e n p e a c e  ta c t ic s  finally 
w ore d o w n  J o - C a r o le ’s e m o t io n a l  r e ­
se rves .  " S h e  w a s  te r r if ied  a n d  finally 
b rok e  d ow n  c ry in g  a n d  s c r e a m in g  fot 
th e m  to  leave u s  a lo n e .  T h e y  refused  
and  sb c  ran  into th e  t e n t ,  so b b ing  
'T h e y ’re  c ra z y — I 'm  a f r a id  o f  t h e m . '  
S h e  sp en t  the final d a y s  o f  the  hu n t  in  
h e r  t e n t . "

W h e n  the Z c c h c ls  b r o k e  c a m p  and  
re tu rned  to S m i th e r s ,  h e  filed an  assau lt  
cha rg e  ag a in s t  the  G r e e n p e a c e  an t i­
h u n te r s .  A l tho ug h  te c h n ic a l ly  the  
ch a rg e  is still p e n d in g ,  it h a s  been  
" s t a y e d "  and  p ro v in c ia l  au thor it ies  
m a d e  i t  c lea r  they  h a v e  n o  p lans  to 
p ro sec u te  it.

R a lp h  A ld r ic h ,  c h i e f  c o n se rv a t io n  
o ff ice r  o f  the B rit ish  C o lu m b ia  fish and  
w ild l ife  a g en cy ,  u n d e r to o k  to  e x ­
p la ined  w hy.

" F r o m  an e n fo r c e m e n t  p o in t  o f  v iew  
w e  ca n  o n ly  fo l low  the  l a w , "  h e  said  in 
an  in terv iew . “ T h e re  is n o  law .ag a in s t  
ye ll ing . It 's  j u s t  l ik e  p ick e t in g .  O f  
c o u rse ,  i f  they th rea ten  a s s a u l t  an d  t ake  
som e overt  a c t i o n /  th a t  m a y  b e  
a s s a u l t . "

Is it illegal to  im p e d e  h u n te r s ’ h o r s ­
es?  A ld r ich 's  rep ly  w a s  s o m e th in g  less  
than  defin it ive. " I t  d e p e n d s , "  he  sa id . 
T h e reu p o n  he p assed  th e  b u c k  to  P e te r  
E w a n ,  c row n  co u n se l  (p ro se c u t in g  a t­
to rney) for the  S pa ts iz i  d is t r ic t .  F ro m  
P n n c c  G eo rg e ,  B .C . .  E w a n  ind ica ted  
tha t ,  w hile  still o p e n ,  the  c h a rg e s  la id  
by G a ry  Zechc l agains t  th e  G rc c n p e a c -  
crs w o u ld  likely n e v e r  be  p ro s e c u te d .

" W e  took a look at th e  e v id e n c e  a n d  
the probable  o u tc o m e  o f  a  tr ial an d  p u t  
a ' s t a y '  on the c a s e . "  E w a n  sa id .  B u t  
th en ,  plainly c h o o s in g  h is  w o rd s  c a r e ­
fully. E w m  laid ou t  w h a t  m a y  be pro­
vincial off ic ia ls '  p lan  to  en d  the threat 
to one  o f  British C o l u m b i a ' s  p n m c  
industries.  " I  w ou ld  h a ' c  b e en  m u ch  
h a p p ie r . "  he said. * i f  th e  c h a rg e  had  
been  in t im idat ion  in s tead  o f  a s s a u l t . ”  
B n u s h  C o lu m b ia ,  he sa id ,  h a s  a statute 
m a k m s  it illegal to  " i m p e d e  o r  a ttem pt 
to im p ede  any o e r .c n  f ro m  c a n y i n g  o u t

a law ful a c t iv i ty "  b y  th r e a ts ,  h a ra s s ­
m en t ,  o r  coerc ion .

" W h a t  he says is a c r o c k , "  b lu n d y  
cha rg ed  Ray  C o l l in g w o o d ,  w ho se  firm 
outf it ted  both  the Z e c h e l  and  M iclkc-  
H as t ing  p an ic s .  " T h e y  d i d n ’t p ro s e ­
cu te  because  o f  the e x p e n s e  o f  ge tt ing  
w itnesses  back  up h e re  to  tes tify .  I ’ve 
lost all respect for the g o v e r n m e n t . "

C o l l in gw oo d  rev ea led  w h a t  a p p a r ­
en t ly  is no t k n o w n  b y  p rov inc ia l  
a u tho r i t ie s— real v io len ce  h a s  a lready  
b ro k en  out.

" O n e  o f  these., [G re e n p e a c e ]  gu ys  
tr ied  to s top  one  o f  o u r  p i lo ts  f ro m  ta k ­
ing  o f f  f rom  an a irs tr ip  w e  m a in ta in  in 
th e  p a r k , ”  he told O u t d o o r  L i f e . " H e  
g ra b b e d  a w in g  s tru t  o f  th e  B e a v e r  and 
tr ied  to  fo rce  o u r  p ilo t  to  a b o r t  his  ta k e ­
o ff .  T h e  p lane  go t o f f  a n y w a y  a n d  la ter 
th e  p i lo t  re tu rn ed ,  la n d e d  th e  a irc ra f t ,  
an d  p u n ch ed  the g u y  o u t .  H e  k n o c k ed  
h im  d o w n  and  s la p p e d  h im  a ro u n d  
so m e .  H e ju s t  bu n g  a  li t t le  l ick ing  o n  
h i m . ”

D e sp ite  the d e g ree  o f  re s t r a in t  e x e r ­
c is e d  b y  M ie lk e .  H a s t in g s  a n d  Z e c h c l ,  
p ro v in c ia l  au thor it ies  a re  a c u te ly  aw are  
o f  the po ten t ia l  fo r  v io l e n c e .  L ik e  the  
h u n te rs  th e m se lv e s ,  p ro v in c ia l  off ic ia ls  
s e c  the  tac t ics  o f  G r e e n p e a c e  as  c a lc u ­
la ted  p ro v o ca t io n s  d e s i g n e d  to  sp a rk  
v io len t  re ac t ion .  A ll  a g re e  tha t  w o u ld  
b e  c o u n te rp ro d u c t iv e  a n d . a s  o n e  pu t it .  
" w o u l d  g ive  G re e n p e a c e  ' p r o o f  tha t  
a ll h u n te rs  a re  th ug s  a n d  v io len ce -  
p ro n e  k i l le r s . ' ’ C h ie f  c o n s e r v a t io n  o ff i­
c e r  A ld r ich  p o in ted ly  n o te d  th a t  there  
w ill  b e  c o m b in e d  R o y a l  C a n a d ia n  
M o u n te d  P o lic e  an d  g a m e  d e p a r tm e n t  
pa tro ls  in S pa ts iz i  d u r in g  th e  1981 sea ­
so n .

G r e e n p e a c e ’s M o o re  a i r ly  d is m is se d  
the p ro sp ec t  o f  b e ing  p ro s e c u te d  u n d e r  
the  in t im id a t io n  s ta tue .

" T h e  a t to rn ey  g en e ra l  ( o f  B rit ish  
C o lu m b ia )  h i red  a  m a n  la s t  s u m m e r  
e sp ec ia l ly  to  re sea rch  the  q u e s t i o n , "  he  
sa id .  " H e  c o n c lu d e d  th e re  w a s  no  law  
th i t  c o u ld  s top  us. O u r  a c t iv i t ie s  a rc  as 
legal as the h u n te r s ’ . A ll  w e ' r e  d o in g  is 
o c c u p y in g  n o n c o n s u m p t iv c  sp ace ,  
c o m p e t in g  fo r  re so u rce s  w i th  the h u n t ­
e rs .  T h e y  c a n ’t say  w e ' r e  in te rfe r ing  
w ith  the i r  r igh ts .  T h o s e  (g a m e )  an im a ls  
d o n ’t b e lo n g  to  a n y o n e  u n ti l  t h e y ’re 
a c tua l ly  taken  into p o s s e s s i o n . "

It is c le a r  tha t  P a tr ick  M o o r e  is the 
a rch i tec t ,  princ ipal v o ic e ,  a n d  p re s id ­
ing gen iu s  o f  G r e e n p e a c e .  He c o n ­
ce ive d  and  c rea ted  th e  o rg a n iz a t io n  
w hile  a g rad u a te  s tu d en t  a t  th e  U n iv e r ­
s ity  o f  Brit ish  C o lu m b ia  (h e  is no w  a 
d o c to r  o f  eco log y )  five y ea rs  ago. His 
title is C an a d ia n  d irec to r  o f  G re en p eac e  
In te rna t io na l ,  but p la in ly  h is  sw av  
e x te n d s  to  the w o rld w id e  b ra n c h e s  o f  
the o rgan iza t io n .  He is on e  o f  12 sa la ­
r ied .  fu l l- t im e em o lo v c cs  o f  C anad ian  
G re e n p e a c e ,  and he i t  pa id  S I . 20 0  ■ 
m o n th .  T here  are offices in V an co u v e r .

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

can be done.”

V ictoria ,  T o ro n to ,  and M ontrea l ,  as 
.well as b ranches  in the United S ta tes ,  
th e  United K ingdom , the N etherlands,

F rance .  N ew  Z ealand , and A ustralia .  A 
G reenp eace  " s e c re ta r ia t "  in W a sh in g ­
to n  coordinates (he activit ies o f  the 
in ternational branches , and it has an 
annua l budget o f  S I 20,000.

" O u r  fo r te .”  M oore said in an in ter­
v ie w ,  " i s  organizing expeditions into 
rem ote  areas in order to confron t in a 
nonvio len t m anner  acts that w e  co ns id ­
e r  env ironm enta lly  d e tn m cn ta l .  O u r  
funding is entirely  private— d onations  
from  individuals that are geneia lly  less 
th an  S50. W e  have no foundation o r  
go vern m en t  grants.  O u r  m ethods  are 
to o  controversia l to attract m o n ey  from  
conserva tive  quarters.*’

G reen p eace ’s first confron ta t ion  
to o k  place w hen  M oore and others 
chartered  an 85-foot vessel and  sailed 
to  the  Aleutian  island o f  A m ch itk a  in an 
a ttem pt to  halt the testing o f  nuc lea r  

bom bs. “ W e lost that batt le  bu t w e 
w o n  the w a r ,”  he said. " T h e y ’ve 
s topped testing now  and  A m ch i tk a  is a 
wildlife p r e s e rv e ."

Later G reenpeace  made exped it ions  
to  the South Seas in an attem pt to s top  
nuclear testing by  France u h c y  fa i led) ,  
and  they have conducted  o ffen s ives  
against w halers and seal hun te rs .

" B u t  we cu t  our teeth  o n  nuclear  
te s t in g ."  ‘M oore  said. " F r o m  it we 
learned how to deal with the m ed ia  and 
h ow  to unders tand international p o li­
tics. W e’re fortunate in hav ing  people  
w h o  understand the m edia— th a t 's  h ow  
you  com m unica te  with peop le  in the  
m o d e m  world , know ing w ha t  sort o f  
im ages appeal to  the m e d ia . "

Although C anadian  authorit ies  are 
t ippv-toeing around  the G re en p e ace  
cam pa ign  o f  intimidation in Spa ts iz i ,  
the governm ent ended sim ilar tactics 
lhai were attempted against c o m m e r ­
cial hunters o f  harp  seafs in N e w fo u n d ­
land.

“ They enacted  what they called  
'sea! protection re g u la t io n s ' , "  M oo re  
sa id ,  " j u s t  to k'cep us out. I t ’s ironic ,  
and very u n d em o cra t ic .”

M oore  insists that ending all hun ting  
u  no: his coal “ Hunting can  be part of 
a hanno n iou s  relationship w ith  n a ­
t u r e . "  he said. “ Indian b ow h u n te rs  
lived in a b a lan c eJ  state with nature for



10.000  y e a n .  B u t  w h a t  w e ' r e  say ing  is 
that the re la t ion sh ip  b e tw e e n  m a n  and  
a n im a ls  has c h a n g e d  d ra m a t ic a l ly .  
T hese  h u n te n  arc a n  e x te n s io n  o f  the  
Detroit u rb an - in d u s t r ia l  e c o sy s te m .  
T hey  have no  p la c e  in  S p a ts iz i .  In a 
park set aside for  p ro te c t in g  these  a n i ­
mals .  w e  m u s t  s to p  th in k in g  o f  th e m  as  
a natura l  re sou rce  a n d  th ink  o f  th em  as  
a na tiona l treasure.**

M o o r e 's  d i s c la im e r  n o tw i th s ta n d ­
ing. G re e n p e a c e 's  p r o g r a m  w o u ld  e f ­
fectively  end  h u n t in g  It w o u ld  to ta l ly  
rule ou t  all t r o p h y  h u n t in g ,  e v e n  u n d e r  
the r ig id ly  c o n t r o l l e d  co n d i t io n s  p r e ­
vail ing  in S p a ts iz i .  It w o u ld  o ro h ib i t  
hunting  by all o u ts id e r s ,  insis '-ing tha t  
on ly  fo o d  h u n te r s  " t h a t  a re  p a r t  o f  th e  
(local) e n v i r o n m e n t  b e  p e rm it ted  to  
h u n t . "  It w o u ld ,  in  s h o r t ,  p e rm it  o n ly  
subs is tence  h u n t in g ,  a n d  then  o n ly  i f  
the cessa tion  o f  h u n t in g  w o u ld  " d r a ­
m at ica l ly  a f f e c t”  th e  l i fc -s iv lc  o f  the  
hun te r ,  and  o n ly  if  su b s is t e n c e  hun tin g  
rem a in ed  in " b a l a n c e "  w i th  th e  e n v i ­
ronm ent .

M oo re  repea ted ly  ins is ted  tha t  the 
hunters  w ho w e re  a s sa i le d  b y  th e  
G rccnp eace rs  w e re  u n th in k in g  t rop hy  
freaks w h o  h ab i tu a l ly  left the  m ea t o f  
their  an im als  to  spo i l  a f t e r  re m o v in g  
horns ,  a n t le rs ,  an d  c a p e s .  A l l  three 
hunters  h ea te d ly  d e n ie d  the  c h a rg e ,  
noting that (h ey  h a d  p a in s tak in g ly  
packed  all u sa b le  m e a t  b a c k  to  c a m p ,  
cither fo r  sh ip m en t h o m e  o r  fo r  use  by 
the o u tf i t te r 's  c r e w .  T h e  ou tf i t te rs  c o n ­

firmed this. In fact .  Brit ish  C o lu m bia  
law  req u ire s  (hat the m eat o f  gam e an i­
m a ls  be  rem o v e d  and used  lor food, 
and  in its exhaust ive  investigation  o f  
the in c id en ts ,  Ihe prov incia l  gam e 
d e p a r tm e n t  found no v io la tions o f  the 
law by the hunters .

F o r  the re< o rd .  M oore  den ies  any o f  
the G re e n p e a c e  ac tiv is ts  at Spatsizi 
c o m m it te d  assau lt  by g rab b in g  an y ­
o n e ' s  a rm .  He den ies  that M ic lk c 's  rifle 
w as  p u sh e d ,  but he insists that either 
M ie lk e  o r  h is  co m p a n io n  shoved  one  o f  
the G rc c n p e a c e r s  into the  icy waters o f

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

B u g  L a k e .  H* co n c ed es  that they  tried 
to  b lo c k  p ro g re ss  o f  the  h u n te r s '  h o r s ­
e s ,  bu t  d e n ie s  an y  m e m b e r  o f  his group  
se ize d  th e m  by the b r id les .  " T h e y  ran 
th e i r  h o rs e s  at u s , ”  h e  insisted.

" O u r  in ten t ion  is to  be  there  again  
th is  y e a r .  W e  in tend to shu t d ow n  tro­
phy  h u n t in g  in S pa ts iz i  to  sh o w  that  it 
can  be  d o n e .  T h ey  say w e  are in iefer ing

w ith  them . W e d en y  that. W e 're  c o m ­
peting, as is o u r  r igh t,  and they c a n ' t  
stop u s . "

Perhaps m ore  ph ilosophica l than 
many hunters w o u ld  be, R ichard 
Mielke warns future hunters o f  Spatsizi 
that the G reenpeace  anti-hunters " a r c  
trying 10 p rovoke you inio taking a 
poke at them . And tha t 's  the last thing 
anyone shou ld  d o .  I t ' s  exac t ly  w hat 
they w a n t . "

U nfortunately , how ever,  it isn 't  the 
last thing th a t 's  likely to h a p p e n —  
unless B n tish  C o lu m b ia  takes a page 
from N e w fo u n d la n d 's  book and  c o n ­
trives a w ay  to  keep  the G reen p eace  
people aw ay  from  the huniers.  There  
are some indications B .C . o ff ic ia ldom .

• perhaps bela ted ly ,  is now  w orking hard 
! to  find a w ay to end  the harassm ent o f  
' hunters.  In reply to a le t tc ro f  com pla in t  

f rom  M ie lke ,  B .C .  M inister  o f  E nv i­
ronm ent S tephen  Rogers w rote:

" I  wish to ex ten d  my personal apo l­
ogies  for the harassm en t you suffered 
(and) I also want to congratu la te  you 
and yo u r  hunting  partner for the 
restraint yo u  both  show ed u n d e r  trying 
c ircum stances. The hunters in Spatsizi 
by their good behav io r ,  as opposed  to 
the conduct o f  G reenp eace ,  gained in 
general public stature while G reen ­
peace  suffered .

" W e  arc  w ork ing  with the Parks 
Branch to  sec w hat can  be done  to p re ­
vent si tuations such as you  U 
experienced  from  recurTing.’’



Humane Group To Seize 
Animal Leghold Traps

By STEVE GRANT •
Friends of Animals Inc. said Friday 

It la w ine to trip up trappers by setting 
off their leghorn traps whan tbe Mason 
opens next week.

Tbe organization said it will ask Its 
4,500 member's in Connecticut to look 
for the traps, touch them off with a 
stick and remove them, because It be­
lieves the traps are Inhumane.
. “Wa can't as an organization advise 
people to remove legally set leghold 
trace. It wouldn't be * smart thing to' 
do. What we're asking them to d<rtM re­
move Illegally set traps. Our rucu fc* 
roost of them are illegal," said Priscilla 
Fend, the organization'* Connecticut 
director.
. • Game Laws require all leghold trap* 
to brve the owner'* name on them and 
they must be placed underwater or In 
an animal’s barrow.

A spokesman for trapper* questioned 
the new campaign, which will begin 
next Saturday, when the season open*. ■ 

"They're setting up a vigilante group. 
Vigilantes in any situation are not good 
They don’t know enough and they tend 
to break the law themselves," said Rob­
ert Crook of Madison, a member and 
former president of the Connecticut 
Trappers Association, which has about 
800 member*.

"I wouldn’t object to anybody coming 
out and checking my tiaps, as long as 
they had the permissron 01 tha landown­
er, and as long as they didn't steal them, 
set them off or take animals out But I 
really don’t think that's their responsi­
bility," Crook added. '

He said the state Department of En­
vironmental Protection Is responsible

BE

for seeing that trapping Is conducted 
legally and that be understood the 
group wa* told by DEP not to remove 
Illegal traps but ln*Uad to report them 
lo a game warden.

Ma. Feral cald « trapper’s name le­
gally can be placed anywhere on a trap, 
so members would have to trip them to 
check. She said members would not be 
advised to reset legal traps.

"DEP can read the riot act to me If it 
wtshea. But co way will we aid the trap- 

Our object I* to get rid of tbe Ieg- 
Id trap," tbe said. • \  .-
Tbe organization h it argued that the 

trap, which has two steel Jaw* that 
dam shut when an animal touches-tf 
piece of bait, la barbaric because *oro« 
animal* die slowly or are left crippled, 
Ma. Feral said domestic animals also 
have teen caught In the traps. There 
are other traps available that arc more 
humane, the said.
. Crook estimated that there art 8,000 
trappers In Connecticut, with tbe aver­
age trapper placing 50 or 100 trap* in 
the wild. * • '

The mast commonly trapped nnimal 
In the state Is the muskrat, which can 
yield a p elf that win fetch up to (8. 
Raccoon, fox, mink, opposum, weasel, 
skunk and beaver also can be trapped 
legally, though the season for some of 
those animals does not begin Sntll later.

Friends of Animals, which Is baaed In 
New York, baa waged other campaigns 
against hunters. Some members went 
Into the Connecticut woods recently to 
plav recorded wolf howls to alert ani­
mals of danger when the deer hunting 
season opened.
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Alice Herrington Raises the Hackles o f  Sportsmen in Her W a r on Hunting
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AJIcc H e r r in g to n

Of K. f. M IM  SO N  
aril Suit WriUr

W heth e r  Alice Ifeirln | ; to i)  la r ig h t  o r  
w ron g ,  t h e  li an y th in g  b u t  a bore. As 
f o u n d e r  a n d  p r e s i d e n t  o f  F r l c n d i  o f  
A n i m a l s  (F O A ) ,  H e r r i n g t o n  a r o u s e s  
i t r o n g  feelings a m o n g  s |> o r t im cn  and  o th- 
ere In h e r  c ru s a d e  ag a ins t  h u n t in g .

H err ing ton ,  w h o  lives w ith  e ig h t  ca ts  In 
U t i l e  S i lv e r ,N .J . ,  found ed  FOA In 1057 to 
try  lo r e d u c e  the n u m b e r s  o f  s t ra y  d o g i  
a n d  cats .  A nd thn t is still th e  m a jo r  
p u rp o s e  of Ihe o rgan iza t ion ,  she  snld.

Rut the g rou p 's  ch ie f  c la im  to fame Is 
H e rr in g ton 's  verba] b o u ts  w i th  h u n te r s  
an d  trappers .

"To  call th is a sp o r t  is Ju s t  p u re  non* 
sen se ,"  she  said a b o u t  h u n t in g .  " I t ' s  a rcaJ 
cru e l ty .  It  c a n ' t  be Jus tif ied ."

IN H E R R IN G T O N 'S  v iew , Utc on ly  peo* 
p ie  w orse  th an  h u n te r s  are  t r app ers .

" D e e r  h u n te r s  are  no t  r.corly os bod aa 
t r a p p e rs ,"  sire said . "I c an 't  Im agine  h o w  
h u n te r s ,  w h o  p ride  Ihc inselvea  o n  fine 
shoo ting ,  .ally them se lv es  w i th  trnppera, 
w ho  p rac t ice  s ad ism .  D e e r  h u n te r s  arc 
d u e  a li tt le c red i t  for a t  leas t  the  ip e e d  o f  
th e i r  k il l ."  ■

D espile  th e  f i rew orks  th a t  FOA Ign ite i  
w i th  its "full p ro g ram  of h u n t in g  and 
t rap p ing  d is ru p t io n ,"  H e rr ing to n  w a n ts  to 
co nv in ce  th e  p u b lic  th a t  there  " a rc  two 
c ru e l t ie s .1’

FOA, in c lu d in g  zoos.
"Z oos  m u s t  be phased  o u t ,"  sa id ’ an 

FO A  p ub lica t io n .
H e rr in g to n 's  co n ce rn  for a n lm s l i  was 

h e lg h lc n c d  w h en  sne  re tu rned  to  the U n ­
ited S ta le s  in  1054. W orking a j  a War 
D e p a r tm e n t  s ta tis tic ian , she  had seen  re l ­
atively  few  an im als  ru n n in g  loose In E u ­
ro pc.
■ In Use U nited  S ta tes ,  site said, " I  was 
s h o c k e d  lo  f ind  s t ra y  a n l m a l i  e v e r y ­
w h e re ."  ■

H E R R IN G T O N ,*a graduate  of the  Unl- 
m r . of Wisconsin In Madison, p u l  h e r
» Lr ' i  alotistlcnl ta len ts  to w ork ca lcu la ting  the

~  rate  o / . inereasc  of dogs ahd eots. S h e  snld 
s h t f ' r c u l i z c d  t h a t  c u l l i n g  th e  pro l if ic

R esides  th e  k il ling o f  " f ree  sn lm ols ,  
w h ic h  are called w ild life ,"  she  exp la ined ,  
she 's  c o n ce rn e d  a b o u t  m an 's  t r e a tm e n t  o f  
all d o m e s t ic a te d  a n im a ls—Includ ing  pels 
an d  livestock , •

" I t 's  an  A m erican  sy n d ro m e  to love k i t ­
ten s  a n d  p u p p ie s  b u t  th en  th row  o u t  d o g s  
a n d  cats ,"  sh e  said, a d d in g  th a t  m ill ions  of 
d o g s  are  killed "In A m er ic an  m un ic ip a l  
dog  p o u n d s ,  b u t  they  w ere loved as p u p ­
p ies ."

In  1070, H e rr in g to n  organ ized  low -cost 
apuylng p ro g ram s for 20,000 nnlm nls .  Dy 
10U0, the  n u m b e r  had r isen  to 00,000.

L ast  S e p te m b e r  In N ep tu n e ,  
o p e n e d  a low-cost spay ing  clinic. . 
b e  "a  m o de l  o f  Its k in d  w ith  ropm  for 00
a n im a ls  and tw o v e t c r i n a r ^ C "  A c r o s s ^ lrthrflte wflJ , he  on] lon(,.ra n g ^ , oIu.

tlon. \
This  rea l iza t ion  led to  the  fbu nd in g  of 

FOA, w h ic h  w o rk ed  w ith  volun teers  until 
l D O T ^ ^ w ^ h e  g ro u p  has 12 full-time ein-

H e r r i n g t o n  w a s  a s k e d  w h e t h e r  s h e

Use na tion ,  h e r  g ro u p  p a y s ^ i r  part  
c o s t  o f  sp ay in g  In cooijefn tlon w j l l f  750 
p a r t ic ip a t ing  ve te r ina r ians .  S

O N E  OF th e  prime,-forgets o f  H e rr in g to n  
an d  th e  FOA is th e  food business .

"C rue l ly  to an im a ls  Is p h c t i c c d  o n  
la rger  scale by Ihe food In d u s t ry  th a n  bv 
an y  o th e r  s ing le  sec to r  of] h u m a n  oc l lv j  
ly ,"  an FOA pu b l ica t io n  a ise r ls .

A nd  H e rr in g to n  odds:  \
" I f  p eo p le  w a n t  to s u p p o r t  «n In d u s l r J  

th a t  is d e s t ro y in g  th e  land, then  th ey  coi 
c o n t in u e  lo ea t  these  c rea tu res .  R u U f  n o  j 
th ey  can  eat v ege tab les ."

O th e r  Ins t i tu t ions  also are cri t ic ized  u

w as
w o u ld  a d v ise  FOA m e m b e rs  to take  traps  
th a t  w ere  legally  set, /

"Yesl Wliy no l?  C ertain ly ,"  slie said. 
Dut w o u ld n ' t  L.e " s o lu t io n "  be iteaJ- 

IngT /
"Y ou  c o u ld  say th a t  J f s  s tea l ing  If you 

like," sh e  replied , "b f ll  the  R ob in  Hood 
ap p ro a c h  to life-is slUl a very n ice  way ta
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i S3.5 million Congressional appropri- 
ition, a S2 million com m itm ent from 
he s ta te  o f  M ontana ,  and a $300,000 
hallengc grant from the National Fish 

md Wildlife Foundation .
T he  acquisit ion was part o f  a  coop- 

•ralive elTort that aims at providing 
ufficient forage while minimizing land* 
iwncr conflicts, and according lo RM E F  
•xeculive d irec tor  Hob M unson, the 
•forth Yellowstone project is 70 percent 
omplelc .  Also, lands acquired in the 
•rojcct will provide new recreation  and 
icccss opportun it ies  under  Ihe stcw- 
■rdship o f  Ihe U .S .  Forest Service.

iO.OOO o f  Ihe new  region m aps to  those 
who applied in 1989. Any nonresident 
n lcrestcd  in ohtnininc a 1990 deer up-

Hunters React With Restraint
In the face o f  increasing anti-hunting 

activity around the cou n try— includ­
ing incidences where lawful hunts  were 
disrupted by so-called "an im al r igh ts"  
p ro tes te rs— NRA has received reports  
that the involved hunters have handled 
them selves with admirable restraint and 
patience. In many cases Ihe anti-hunt­
ing zealots were breaking the law, yet 
they got exactly  what they w ere hoping 
for— publicity in local media. M ean­
while, the behavior and good cit izen­
ship o f  the  affected hunters  has mostly 
been ignored by the press.

Iowa Studies 
Ringneck Decline
A research  project is underw ay in 

northern  Iowa to look into declining 
pheasant num bers  in areas  w here row- 
crop agriculture p redom inates .  T h e  de­
partment o f  natural resouccs s tudy  will 
monitor pheasan t survival during winter 
and spring, nesting success ,  and chick 
survival ov e r  Ihe sum mer.

T hree  a reas  have been targeted for Ihe 
project.  T w o  o f  them, one  in Kossuth

NRA congratulates American hu n t­
ers  for the way they have handled this 
violation o f  their traditional spor t ,  and 
reminds that such confron ta t ions will 
likely continue, particularly on public 
land and opening days and even more 
so during special, permit-type hunts. 
With that in mind, N RA  m akes  the 
following suggestions to spor tsm en  w ho 
find them selves in these situations:

1. R em em ber that your behavior ,  
e i ther right or wrong, will rep resen t all 
18.3 million hunters .

2. Do not a ttem pt to  convert  anti

Virus Hits Some 
Arizona Javelinas
Hunters heading to  Arizona for the 

upcoming javelina seasons should 
be aw are o f  an apparen t d isease  o u t ­
break among Ihe deser t  pigs in a small 
area  south and w est o f  T u cso n .  A c­
cording to Ray Lee, big gam e sup er­
visor for the game and fish depar tm en t ,  
preliminary examinations o f  collected 
animals point to  an affliction o f  the 
param yxo virus family, related to  c a ­
nine d is tem per in dogs and  m um ps or 
measles in humans.

Lee warns that sick o r  dead  animals

hunters or discuss reason or logic, which 
will be a w aste  o f  time.

3. K eep  cool, ignore derogatory  com- 
n icnts,  and try to d is tance yourself.

^ ■ 4 .  Find out if your state is one o f  the 
37 tha t has a hunter harassm ent law.

3. If  you are unable to get aw ay  from 
the pro tes tors ,  find a way to con tac t  
law enforcement authorities.

6. R em em ber that law enforcem ent 
officers must protect constitutional rights 
and enforce the laws equally for both 
h un te rs  und anti-hunters.

7. R em em ber that your comm itment 
to hunting is stronger than their o p p o ­
sition. T here  is always another day  and 
place during the season.

should be left alone and especially should 
not be handled by persons with open  
cuts  o r  sore*: on their hands. Jave l inas  
in poor  condition or those that a p p e a r  
dazed or unable to  walk properly  should 
be avoided. Hunters should note ,  h o w ­
ever.  that the meat o f  javelina infected  
with the virus can be safely co n su m e d  
only if it is cooked thoroughly.

Restoring Lynx To New York
\  cooperative effort be tw een N ew  1880s. Since then, lynx sightings in Ihe
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T h e  H o n o r a b l e  S t e v e  F r a n k  
A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  
P.O. B o x  V  
J u n e a u ,  A K  9 9 8 1 1

D e a r  S e n a t o r  Frank:

P l e a s e  b e  i n f o r m e d  t h a t  t h e  A l a s k a  F e d e r a t i o n  of N a t i v e s  
is o n  r e c o r d  as  s u p p o r t i n g  S e n a t e  B i l l  469 a s  i n t r o d u c e d .

Y o u  a r e  c o r r e c t  y o u r  a s s e s s m e n t  t h a t  " h u n t e r  h a r a s s m e n t "  
p r e s e n t s  a  p o t e n t i a l  t h r e a t  t o  s u b s i s t e n c e  l i f e s t y l e s  in  
Al a s k a .  S B 4 6 9  w i l l  s e r v e  t o  p r o t e c t  l a w f u l  h u n t i n g  r i g h t s  a n d  
t h e  s p e c i a l  d e g r e e  o f  d e p e n d e n c e  A l a s k a  r e s i d e n t s  h a v e  o n  
h u n t i n g  a n d  f i s h i n g  r e s o u r c e s .

S i n c e r e l y ,

J u l i e  E. K i t k a  
P r e s i d e n t

Integrity • Pride in Heritage • Progress
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M a r c h  13, 1990 

S e n a t o r  S t e v e  F r a n k

Ed C r a s s e r ,  D i r e c t o r  L e g i s l a t i v e  A f f a i r s  

S3 469 H u n t e r  H a r a s s m e n t

T h a  A l a s k a  O u t d o o r  C o u n c i l  has c o n t i n u a l l y  s u p p o r t e d  the 
p a s s a g e  of l e g i s l a t i o n  w h i c h  w i l l  p r o t e c t  i n d i v i d u a l s  e n g a g e d  
in l a w f u l  h a r v e s t i n g  of f i s h  and w i l d l i f e  f r o m  u n d u e  
h a r a s s m e n t  b y  c h o s e  p e r s o n s  who b e l i e v e  su c h  p r a c t i c e s  s h o u l d  
be  b a n n e d .

T h e r e  are i n c r e a s i n g  i n c i d e n t s  of u n p r o v o k e d  a t t a c k s  by 
i n d i v i d u a l s  o p p o s e d  to the h a r v e s t  of w i l d l i f e  n a t i o n w i d e .  
T h e s e  t y p e s  of a c t i v i t i e s  w e r e  not in e v i d e n c e  h e r e  in A l a s k a  
u n t i l  r e c e n t l y ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  p a s t  e f f o r t s  to p r o t e c t  an 
i n d i v i d u a l ' s  l e g a l  h a r v e s t  a c t i v i t i e s  w e r e  d e n i e d  by C o v e r n o r  
S h e f f i e l d ,  w h o  v e t o e d  two d i f f e r e n t  p i e c e s  of l e g i s l a t i o n  
w h i c h  w o u l d  h a v e  a c c o m p l i s h e d  this v i t a l  goal.

T h i s  p a s t  year, N a t i v e  p e o p l e s  in r e m o t e  a r e a s  of A l a s k a  
w e r e  h a r a s s e d  d u r i n g  t h e i r  a t t e m p t s  to h a r v e s t  m a r i n e  m a m m a l s  
w h i c h  t h e y  d e p e n d  u p o n  for a l i v e l i h o o d .  T h e s e  types of 
a c t i v i t i e s  w i l l  no d o u b t  i n c r e a s e  as i n d i v i d u a l s  o p p o s e d  to 
the h a r v e s t  of w i l d l i f e  become, b o l d e r  in t heir a t t e m p t s  to 
p h y s i c a l l y  h a r a s s  or  p r e v e n t  l e gal h a r v e s t s  f r o m  ta k i n g  place.

T h e  p r o b l e m s  p o s e d  b y  the i n c r e a s i n g l y  b l a t a n t  a t t e m p t s  of 
a n t i - h u n t e r s  f o r  l a w f u l  o u t d o o r s m e n  will c o n t i n u e  to g r o w  if 
we do n o t h i n g .  We  f e e l  3B 469 is a s t e p  in the r i g h t  
d i r e c t i o n  to p r o t e c t  the r i g h t s  of p e r s o n s  l e g a l l y  e n g a g e d  in 
'wildlife h a r v e s t s .  In o u r  o p i n i o n  it w i l l  go a lo n g  w a y  
t o w a r d  s o l v i n g  a n y  f u t u r e  p o t e n t i a l  c o n f l i c t s  b e t w e e n  u s e r  
g r o u p s  and w i l l  h e l p  p r o t e c t  A m e r i c a ' s  o u t d o o r  h e r i t a g e .

Af f i l i a ted wi th Nat ional  Ri f le Assoc iat ion
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1989 Subsistence
M i g r a to r y  B ird s  in W e s t e r n  A la sk a

The topic of migratory birds was the focus of the next speaker. Jack 
U. Williams, Sr. of Vtekorvuk, Chuck Hunt interpreted for him. As 
Mr. Williams was growing up. there were very many ducks and geese. 
He never heard of waterfowl sport hunting at ihat time, nor were there 
shotguns. They used bows and arrows when hunting waterfowl.

The Waterfowl Conservation Commission, chaired by Mr. Williams, 
originated in 1984. The main purpose of the WCC is to work with the 
USFWS and others to help people in the villages o f  the Y-K Delta deal 
wiih the issue of waterfowl population declines.

A n im a l  R ig h t s  G r o u p s  T h r e a t e n  S u b s i s t e n c e  L ifes ty les

The panel on "Threats to Our Wav of Life - The Animal Rights 
Agenda-’ was next. Larry Merculieff, Commissioner of the Alaska 
Department of Commerce and Economic Development, and Davp 
Monture of Indigenous Survival International in Canada were the 
speakers.

Mr. Merculieff showed a video depicting animal rights protectionists 
harassing Natives on the Pribilof Islands, because o f  their use of fur 
seals for subsistence. His focus was on strategies and tactics used by 
the animal rights groups, their effect on aboriginal people, and what 
can be done about it. "What happened in the Pribilofs are exactly the 
same things that will be focused on throughout Alaska, throughout the 
entire Northern Hemisphere, and throughout the whole world,” due to 
the activities of the animal rights groups.

Dave Monture described Indigenous Survival International as an 
organization bom in 1984 as a direct result of the Dene people in 
Canada's NorthwestTerritories becoming very concerned about a new 
wave of a "colonial attitude from the South.-' -- people organizing with 
tremendous resources in a manner which would prove to be a great 
threat to Dene plans for self-determination and land claim settlements 
in the Northwest Territories.

"W e're not dealing with people with the same sense of ethics or 
fairness, but we're dealing with people with a new zeal, a new religion 
for urban Western man." Monture said. ISI-Canada has joined with the 
British Museum to produce "The Living Arctic," a highly successful 
major exhibition in London. England designed to educate the public on 
aboriginal lifestyles.

In  C o n c lu s io n

The afternoon session commenced with workshops on "Marine 
Mammals." "Title VIII of ANILCA." and the "Animal Rights 
Movement." The facilitators of these sessions reported back to the 
general assembly following the workshops.

The Animal Rights Movement workshop participants first viewed a 
film on strategies and the lack of ethics in the animal rights community, 
specifically in the Native seal campaign. It was concluded that animal 
rights groups pose a life-threatening situation to our people, not only 
in their methods of fire-bombs, but in actual cases of teenagers 
commuting suicide in communities where seal subsistence is being cut 
off. thereby drastically altering traditional lifestyles.

The Marine Mammals workshop addressed the five species of seals 
in Alaska, sea oner, walrus, beluga whale, and polar bear. The 
participants learned that there are 900.000 fur seals today, and the 
population may have leveled off. The Fish Ct Wildlife program on 
walrus includes a management plan for walrus, monitoring populations, 
monitoring harvest, and habitat protection.

The Alaska Sea Otter Commission was formed in 1988. The 
Commission is very concerned about a proposed rule by the Fish & 
Wildlife Service to restrict cottage industry practices involving sea 
otter by Alaska Natives. The Commission has recently initiated a 
M emorandum of  Agreement with FWS which, along with a 
Management Plan, would address problems FWS is trying to answer 
in its proposed rule.

Dave Monture o f  ISI-Canada I left) led a workshop on tltc threats that anim at rights groups 
are posmp to subsistence lifestyles. RttrAL CAP attorney a  ic Smith t below) csplaininy Ito w 
villages can write tlieir own pslt and name i emulations.
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T h * E s k i m o  N a l r u s  Couuciission is s u p p o r t i n g  S e n a t e  B i l l  *69

if-v a d o p t i o n  b y  t h e  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e .

;7e b e l i e v e  t h a t  a d o p t i n g  t h i s  S e n a t e  Bill w o u l d  rot

i n f r i n g e  o n  t h o s e  p e o p l e  that h a v e  a l e g i t i m a t e  r i g h t  t o  h u nt,

t r a p  a n d  f i s h .

S i n c e r e l y ,

F.SKTMO WALtVUS C O M M I S S I O N
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J o n a h  Tokeinnejr ’ /
A c t i n g  C h a i r m a n /
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