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cc:Mail for: Representative Beverly Masek

Subject: HIR 21
From: 103174.3043@ CompuServe.COM (‘John A. Millerr) at CC2MHS1 3/14/97 11:21 PM
To: representative beverly masek at LAA_TRANS
cc: representative al vezey at LAA_TRANS
cc: senator gary wilken at LAA_TRANS
cc: representative scottogan at LAA_TRANS
cc: representative john davies at L A_TRANS
cc: representative jeannete james at JNU_LAA
cc: Representative Gene Therriault at LAA_TRANS

cc: senator bert sharp at LAA_TRANS

I urge your support of HJR 21. There is NO WAY Alaskans are going to accept the
racist demands of the Federal Govt, to reserve what is now the bulk and will
evintually be all of the hunting opportunity for rural residents. The ONLY
acceptable way out of this mess is to change ANILCA so that we are all treated
equally.

Thanks for your efforts on behalf of the vast majority.


mailto:103174.3043@CompuServe.COM

cc:Mail for: Representative Beverly Masek

Subject:  HJIR21
From: 102262.2135@ CompuServe.COM (Mary/Dick Bishop) at CC2MHS1 3/14/97 12:34 AM

To: representative beverly masek at LAA TRANS

Dear Rep. Masek:

I wish to strongly support this proposed legislation. Because of Title VIII in
ANILCA "all other uses must be eliminated before "customary and traditional"”
subsistence use by rural residents can be restricted."” That is a quote from a
1995 Interior Dept, memo to the Federal Subsistence Board. Custon&ry and
traditional uses have been defined in court to mean virtually year-round hunting
— and we all know that customary and traditional techniques include such things
as netting waterfowl.

Harvest practices that once were necessary to avoid starvation are no longer
necessary. I f allowed, they will preclude all other users and uses. We know
(and AFN's "no net loss" policy passed in 1996 agrees) that the federal
priority exists all the time — not just when there is a shortage. We also know

(and again the AFN policy agrees) that customary and traditional subsistence
harvests can be sold for substantial amounts of cash in commercial markets.

ANILCA must be amended. We must learn to share — share the resource, the
technology used in modem resource harvest , and the conservation ethic that

safely allows sustainable harvests.

Thank you for pursuing this legislation. This is my first e-mail ever to
an elected official. I would appreciate a response if you can find the time.

Sincerely, Mary Bishop

Text Item


mailto:102262.2135@CompuServe.COM

Bristol Bay Driftnctters’ Association, Inc.

P.0. Box 21951
Juneau, AK 99802
Phone: (907) 463-1970 mFaX: (907) 586-ttM 19

T “2>; (1

r(ls *K:

50 b ec.tr N/ cJK>f

~ 8 rcLvlp -pE) r N 4RO ¢ L o «<>c <
A~lit o 47 e
che> — 4 7ch n £ n 3ir-(S-S8”

OO0'C tSoG-CZ-tY

ANiderL wra tfor' itdkterity l.



03/13/ 87 15:08 tJ46523«4 JNU INFO B.,nnl

1WH3-97 THU 16:06 r.ui

Alaska State Legislature

Please enter into the record my testimony to the
committee name

committee on / S N o dated /% .2 2 .
bin/sut>|ect

S/3-g 2/

u+M s = —if -M-fffy~.T, fz *

= Pt~ G- E

C4-/LLJI"c.

kkk o kok ___ “Zkl 17 1q

+=6L" jh -J, ~6/"- “sm*rdx-+r C C -"*</lal

A TAURO*, -*—w ATl

S'»greatl: m/s -~ 1v v
Testifier

Representing (Optional) . —
P.p.bal/ 2s*y EB>™ Im$ < £,
Add/6**

Phorw /\Vo.



MA-4-37 5R - 3:41PM  ISTCHKAH LIO A0 02546

Alaska State Legislature

Plsald eaiarlaffl &o toy Bsdsony to
11"T/o < (camnacaa oarco)
cansncasoa _ HfJIC X'\ dtad E-M-IT
3tiVsubje=:

T Myg (te # cetavirig Ra/hosefcl Ht*x A
-Ha ywis-f o odoc{ich( /oM &o\Mre <kA*gwel\ -jo ghfmVA

"Hu. yu(tf25feufie  tfr-xtd. ts si'z-5 o*
Q.Caik:<A  cAciw'H oT “Hm /s N oo
4C 7|«

|~ X Mubgtyb?ccl. - go.m rdfk cM.
ol p-cvxMS 4tcUc<lI J~ bxUim At ukl&
\AUSK fu>Jl -jtlaj' -H<-« £e.cis t CrfkuvS av< U$(yvc?|
SvhsiS'I&YitA. a.ckie. -H/X/ 3WH fteV&rwU ck~&vdkis,
2 TI1 "SMaXj d<p CCCzslgK.  tOtf.3 A tW1l Ha. UntTV?

(Av-kc/ Stefey uirhi sfife  Q">hs4i-Wwk
ivu~n/u><0 by (X Lajta”u

by ~Hxe US (LaWyvsS ; ~fu. Ofefc AAAh W& vu>ftn
dovfftcf~ Ldtfls 'Hu 0S C#y\shiirrifr\* T cU-n" hzclyjsz

AW U T o « -Hut Kas '?H~  diicHui\sCt?
Signed: {LV\\[]C CQOSTP’) _ Phane: __
Tsssrlir

Rcmtscndns (Opaoruti)
Aacmss

Fsx crezzmicsdfrom Kstchiken Ltiislcavi Irfarmaaon Qfflct
Pham: 222-967S Fez: Z25"546



cc:Mail

Subject:

From:

for:

anilca

REPRESENTATIVE SCOTT OGAN

galloway@ mosquitonet.com (Bob galloway) at CC2MHS1 3/13/97 3:50 PM

To: Representative Scott Ogan at LAA_TRANS

Dear Mr. Ogan, thanks
anilca issue, | would
all of my friends and
know, lets put Alaska

alaska.

thanks

again

for helping push in a bill about resolving the
like to say you have my full support as well as
if | can write any one or email please let me

W ildlife managment back where it belongs in
Bob Galloway


mailto:galloway@mosquitonet.com

cc:Mail for: REPRESENTATIVE SCOTT OGAN

Subject: HJR 21
From: 102262.2135@ CompuServe.COM (Mary/Dick Bishop) at CC2MHS1 3/14/97 12:34 AM

To: representative scott ogan at LAA_TRANS

Dear Representative Ogan:

I wish to strongly support this proposed legislation. Because of Title VIII in
ANILCA "all other uses must be eliminated before "customary and traditional"”
subsistence use by rural residents can be restricted." That is a quote from a
1995 Interior Dept, memo to the Federal Subsistence Board. Customary and
traditional uses have been defined in court to mean virtually year-round hunting
— and we all know that customary and traditional techniques include such

methods as netting waterfowl.

Harvest practices that once were necessary to avoid starvation are no longer

necessary. If allwed, they will preclude all other users and uses. We know,
and AFN's "no net loss" policy passed in 1996 agrees that the federal priority
exists all the time — not just when there is a shortage. We also know, and

again the AFN policy agrees, that customary and traditional subsistence harvests
can be sold for substantial amounts of cash in commercial markets.

ANILCA must be amended. We must learn to share—share the resource, the
technology used in modern resource harvest , and the conservation ethic that

safely allows sustainable harvests.

Thank you for pursuing this legislation. This is my second e-mail ever to
an elected official. I would appreciate a response if you can find the time.

Sincerely, Mary Bishop

Text Item


mailto:102262.2135@CompuServe.COM
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cc:Mail for: REPRESENTATIVE SCOTT OGAN

Subject: HJIR 21
From: 102262.2135@CompuS0rve.COM (Mary/Dick Bishop) at CC2MHS1 3/14/97 12:34 AM

To: representative scott ogan at LAA_TRANS

Dear Representative Ogan:

I wish to strongly support this proposed legislation. Because of Title VIII in
ANILCA "all other uses must be eliminated before "customary and traditional"
subsistence use by rural residents can be restricted." That is a quote from a
1995 Interior Dept, memo to the Federal Subsistence Board. Customary and
traditional uses have been defined in court to mean virtually year-round hunting
— and we all know that customary and traditional techniques include such

methods as netting waterfowl.

Harvest practices that once were necessary co avoid starvation are no longer

necessary. If allwed, they will preclude all other users and uses. We know,
and AFN's "no net loss" policy passed in 1996 agrees that the federal priority
exists all the time — not just when there is a shortage. We also know, and

again the AFN policy agrees, that customary and traditional subsistence harvests
can be sold for substantial amounts of cash in commercial markets.

ANILCA must be amended. We must learn to share—share the resource, the
technology used in modern resource harvest , and the conservation ethic that

safely allows sustainable harvests.

Thank you for pursuing this legislation. This is my second e-mail ever to
an elected official. I would appreciate a response if you can find the time.

Sincerely, Mary Bishop

Text Item


mailto:1O2262.2135@CompuS0rve.COM

Representatives Masek and Ogan:

I am writing to ?xpress my support for the resolution you have sponsored to
urge Congress to amend ANILCA and restore Alaskans* right to manage their
own fish and game.

The United States government does not, in my opinion, have the authority to
direct the people of Alaska to amend their state's constitution to suit
appointed bureaucrats who write regulations based on statutes, the
constitutional authority of which are themselves questionable. The U.S.
Constitution requires state constitutions to abide by the U.S. Constitution
and federal statutes "pursuant" to it, but as | understand "pursuant," this
applies only to statutes particularly necessary to give force to the powers
expressly granted in the U.S. Constitution.

There being no explicit federal power to manage fish and game, even on

federal lands, ANILCA clearly does not meet this standard. The Interior
Department's efforts, then, to extort Alaskans into altering their state
constitution is in violation of the U.S. Constitution.

By rights, it should not be necessary to amend ANILCA to relieve this
problem — but "by rights"” means very little in these blighted times.

Thank you for introducing HJR 21, and | want very much to see it adopted by
the Legislature. Maybe then our friends, Senators Stevens and Murkowski,
and Rep. Young, will recognize that a decision has been made, and will use

their vaunted clout to get the job done.

Kevin McGehee

North Pole, Alaska
mcgeheeOmosquitonet.com
http://www.mosquitonet.com/~mcgehee/

Text Item


http://www.mosquitonet.com/~mcgehee/

cc:Mail for: REPRESENTATIVE SCOTT OGAN

Subject:
From:

To:

cc:

HIR 21
PENRITH@ aol.com at CC2MHS1 3/13/97 5:02 PM

Representative Scott Ogan at LAA_TRANS

Representative Beverly Masek at LAA_TRANS

I commend your efforts at passage of HJR 21, and the attendant changes in
ANILCA. Please number me, my wife, and four other adult members of our Alaska

family as
our State
resources
with the

strong supporters of HIJR 21. There are no more noble provisions of
constitution than those which insure equal enjoyment of our natural
for all citizens. The solution to our subsistence problems lies

amendment of ANILCA, not with changes in our constitution which

would divide our people and regress to segregation.

Text Item


mailto:PENRITH@aol.com

Patrick & Arleta O'Connor
PO Box 3687
Palmer, Alaska 99645
March 14, 1997

TO: ALL MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE RESOURCE COMMITTEE

We would like to show our support for HJR21 by Representative
Bev Masek.

The people of Alaska accepted the constitution for the state

when we became a state. The federal government accepted our

constitution as written when we became a state. Years later,
why should the federal government decide that we should change
our constitution to meet their way of thinking?

We used to hunt on lands that were added to Denali Park 1long
before the lands were added to the park. In 1985 the Park Service
said that we no longer had customary and traditional use of

the land. We have been bounced around Ilike a ping pong ball

by the different federal agencies for 12 years. It is a no-win

situation for us wunless we had a lot of money for high power
attorneys.

Our question is; what is the definition of customary and
traditional use of the land?

We trust that you all can agree to the HJIR21 bill.

Patrick O'Connor Arleta O'Connor
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cc:Mail for: Representative Beverly Masek

Subject: [Fwd: ANILCA]
From: galloway@ mosquitonet.com (Bob galloway) at CC2MHS1 3/13/97 3:52 PM

To: Representative Beverly Masek at LAA_TRANS

Message-1D: <33289239.5A0E@ mosquitonet.com>
Date: Thu, 13 Mar 1997 14:48:10 -0900

From: Bob galloway <gallowayOmosquitonet.com>
X -Mailer: Mozilla 3.0 (Win95; LJ
MIME-Version: 1.0

To: masekOlegis.state.ak.us

Subject: ANILCA

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Ms or Mrs Masek, I am behind you 100% on amending anilca. | know
that every alaskan that | have spoken with about anilca is in agreement
that we need to manage our own fish and wildlife, shoot thats what we pay
biologists for. Our men and women in the fish and game department have
attended the same universitys that other biologist in the federal
government have attended and | believe that they each and every one love
alaska, and its natural resources and will go to any length to protect
it for future generations of alaskans and it is about time that the US
Congress realizes this, and returns management where it belongs, in
alaska for alaska, again Beverly keep up the good work. Bob Galloway


mailto:galloway@mosquitonet.com
mailto:33289239.5A0E@mosquitonet.com

cc:Mail for: Representative Beverly Masek

Subject: HJR 21
From: mcgehee@ mosquitonet.com at CC2MHS1 3/13/97 12:58 PM

To: Representative Scott Ogan at LAA_TRANS

bcc: Representative Beverly Masek at LAA_TRANS

Representatives Masek and Ogan:

I am writing to express my support for the resolution you have sponsored to
urge Congress to amend ANILCA and restore Alaskans' right to manage their
own fish and game.

The United States government does not, in my opinion, have the authority to
direct the people of Alaska to amend their state's constitution to suit
appointed bureaucrats who write regulations based on statutes, the
constitutional authority of which are themselves questionable,

’and federal sCalattesy/fpursuant» to it*gu”as | -Wr~startd®pursuah®J'ms”
applies only to sTa”uE~"pafticularlyviie®'ssai®vtd give force to the powers
expressly granted in the U.S. Constitiitiony

There being no explicit federal power to manage fish and game, even on

federal lands, ANILOV clearly does not meet this standard. Thg'*Tnterior
Depdf£ffi®t:t$;iefforts, then, to extQfct Alaskaflfflinto:altering their .state
constitution is "in"Violation of the"U.S.; Constitution.’

By rights, it should not be necessary to amend ANILCA to relieve this
problem — but "by rights” means very little in these blighted times.

Thank you for introducing HJR 21, and | want very much to see it adopted by
the Legislature. Maybe then our friends, Senators Stevens and Murkowski,
and Rep. Young, will recognize that a decision has been made, and will use
their vaunted clout to get the job done.

Kevin McGehee

North Pole, Alaska
mcgeheeOmosquitonet.com
http://www.mosquitonet.com/~mcgehee/


mailto:mcgehee@mosquitonet.com
http://www.mosqui

cc:Mail for: Representative Beverly Masek

Subject: HJR 21
From: PENRITH®@aol.com at CC2MHS1 3/13/97 5:02 PM
To: Representative Scott Ogan at LAA_TRANS
cc: Representative Beverly Masek at LAA_TRANS

I commend your efforts at passage of HJR 21, and the attendant changes in
ANILCA. Please number me, my wife, and four other adult members of our Alaska
family as strong supporters of HIJR 21. flFhere 'Q XBInO-inorel*bl6>T >2 @Id$tB$IBFI5¥
eUBESEaffe" constitution' than thds&'vdiichCinsute e~ alrCTjoynteht~of our NnSEtiJfal’
tghpurces for all citizens: The solution to our subsistence problems lies
with the amendment of ANILCA, not with changes in our constitution which
would divide our people and regress to segregation.

Text Item


mailto:PENRITH@aol.com

345-6085

Mr. Gregory A Myhre

12931 Stephenson St Dis?ribution Affiliation Reg Voter
Anchorage AK 99515 60 Y

Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject

03/31/97 N HJR 21 Supports

| AM IN SUPPORT OF REPRESENTATIVE MASEK'S RESOLUTION, HIR 21. REQUEST THAT YOU ALL WORK
TOGETHER TO SEE THAT IT IS PASSED SO WE CAN BRING CONTROL BACK TO THE STATE OF ALASKA.



Mr. A M Sharp 562-1415
907 W 57th Ave

Distribution A ffiliation Reg Voter
Anchorage AK 99518 60 U
Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject
04/01/97 N HJR 21 Supports

IAM IN FULL SUPPORT OF HJR 21 BECAUSE THE CONSTITUTION OF ALASKA SAYS THAT THE NATURAL
RESOURCES BELONG TO ALL THE PEOPLE OF ALASKA.

Mr. Michael Evans 000-0000
HCO01 Box 6205
Distribution A ffiliation Reg Voter
Palmer AK 99645 60 Y
Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject
04/01/97 N HJR 21 Supports

I TOTALLY SUPPORT THIS BILL AND ENCOURAGE YOUR SUPPORT ALSO.

Mr. Robert Mielke 745-6622
PO Box 870988
Distribution A ffiliation Reg Voter
Wasilla AK 99687 02 Y
Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject
04/01/97 HJIR 21 Supports

SUPPORT HJR 21 AND | URGE THE STATE LEGISLATURE TO ADOPT THIS RESOLUTION.

Mr. Paul Smith 776-8196
PO Box 7471
Distribution A ffiliation Reg Voter
Nikiski AK 99635 60 Y
Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject
04/01/97 N HJR 21 Supports

IWANT TO ENCOURAGE YOU TO SUPPORT HJR21.



345-0629

Mr. John A Gimarc
2022 Brandilyn St
Distribution A ffiliation Reg Voter
Anchorage AK 99516 60 Y
Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject
04/02/97 N HIR 21 Supports

| STRONGLY SUPPORT HJR 21. IT IS TIME FOR THE ALASKA LEGISLATURE TO TAKE STEPS TO TAKE CONTROL
OF FISH AND GAME MANAGEMENT IN ALASKA.



Mrs. Robherta Shields 225-6334

6525 Roosevelt Dr Distribution Affiliation Reg Voter
Ketchikan AK 99901 42 Y

Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject

04/01/97 N HJR 21 Supports

IAPPRECIATE YOUR TAKING THE STAND INTRYING TO PULL EVERYBODY TOGETHER FOR A SOLUTION ON THIS
SUBSISTENCE ISSUE. | REALLY SUPPORT YOU FOP YOUR EFFORTS. ITHINK YOU ARE DOING A GREAT JOB.

Mr. Eari Mossburg 225-9330

1450 Tongass Distribution Affiliation Reg Voter
Ketchikan AK 99901 42 Life-long Y

Date POM Sent Constituency Bill Number Response Subject

04/01/97 N HJR 21 Supports

REPRESENTATIVE MASEK: I SALUTE YOU FOR YOUR INTRODUCTION OF HJR 21. YOU ARE ONE WHICH
UNDERSTANDS THE OATH OF OFFICE WHICH YOU SWORE TO UPHOLD. YOU MAY HAVE LOST A FEW FRIENDS
BUT YOU WILL GAIN MANY. HJR 21 HAS BEEN YEARS

IN COMING FROM ALASKA'S LEGISLATURE. KEEP UP THE GOOD WORK. YOU ARE ATRUE ALASKAN.



cc:Mail

Subject:
From:
bcc:
cc:
cc:
To:
cc:
cc:
cc:
cc:

cC:

cc:

for: Representative Beverly Masek

ANILCA . Title 8 and HJR 21
103174.3043@CompuServe.COM (‘John A. Miller’) at CC2MHS1 4/7/97 2:03 AM

representative beverly masek at LAA_TRANS
representative al vezey at LAA TRANS

senator bert sharp at LAA_SSHA
representative tom brice at LAA_TRANS

representative john davies at LAA TRANS
representative jeannete james at JNU_LAA

senator gary wilken at LAA_TRANS
senator_murkovvski@murkowski.senate.gov at CC2MHS1
senator_stevens@ stevens.senate.gov at CC2MHS1
donyoung@hr.house.gov at CC2MHS1

it

Ted Stevens is a racist bwully. Straight to h ell with him!

He and Tony Knowles advocate the same approach We re going to retain the
State s

right to manage fish and w ild life , and the way we re going to do it is by
exactly what

the Feds te Il us to doj. W hat difference does it make if we do th eir bidding
they do it

them selves? (The only difference 1 can see is who gets to pay for the

to enforce it.)

Please continue to resist the idea that because the Federal Government may
the power

to shove wus in th is cesspool, we should just jump. M ake them shove, make
d ifficu It for

them as possible, leave some scratch marks on the rim .

Show some backbone. Pass HJR 21.

Thank you.

John A. M il

1260 M arch

Fairbanks,

ler
Dr.
99709

doing

G estapo


mailto:103174.3043@CompuServe.COM
mailto:senator_murkovvski@murkowski.senate.gov
mailto:senator_stevens@stevens.senate.gov
mailto:donyoung@hr.house.gov
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907 493 6338

The Alaska Boating Association
P.O. Box 210430
Anchorage, Alaska 99521

Donald Slierwood- President

April 7, 1997

Representative Jeannette James, Chair
House State Affairs Committee
Alaska State Legislature, House of Representatives

State Capitol, Interdepartmental Mail Stop: 3iOl
Juneau, AK 99801-U82

Dear Representative James:

We ask you and your committee to support I1JR0021 relating to amendment of Title VIII of the
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act, sponsored by Representatives Beverly Masek
and Scott Ogan. This is well written, concise, and clearly states the need for amendments to
Title VIII ofANJLCA. These two young legislators should be commended for this resclution.

The rights and powers ofthe state and people within the state to manage their own resources
have truly beenjeopardized by Federal Agency use of provisions within Title VIII to preempt
state authority over a portion of fish and wildlife managemeent on public land and water in
Alaska. This is both unfair and unnecessary. Now the Federal Government tells us that we must
amend our State Constitution ifwe are to regain control ofmanagment ofour resources Our
Constitution conforms to the United States Constitution and requires no change. Title VIII of
ANILCA is the document that requires change to bring this issue to a quick and just end.

We see this resolution as a means to begin to pave the way for amendment of Title V111 and
encourage it’s adoption as swiftly as possible.

Thank you.

Roy J. Burkhart, Legislative Affairs Officer, Alaska Boating Association

cc: All Members ofthe House State Affairs Committee: Dyson, Ivan, Hodgins, Vezey,
Beikowitz, and Elton
Representative Beverly Masek
Representative Scott Ogan
Don Sherwood, President, Alaska Boating Association

.03



Apr-09-97 0S:43A Representative Berkowitz

907-465-2137

Fran Ulmer
LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

State of A laska

April 3,1997

Mr. Paul Stuart
Frontiersman

1261 Seward Meridian
Wasilia, AK 99754

Dear Mr.

I am writing to request that you immediately correct the April 2 Frontiersman article on
subsistence. | said nothing that would suggest support for HIR 21. The resolution
contains numerous inaccuracies and is worthless without a constitutional amendment to
allow the state to provide for a rural subsistence priority. The resolution is not “just the
ticket” to anything unless a whole package approach (constitutional amendment, state
statutes and definition ofterms in ANILCA) is adopted simultaneously. That will require
the cooperation of the Alaska Legislature and the congressional delegation. 1fHJR 21
opens a dialogue to achieve that cooperation and to put a constitutional amendment
before Alaskans voters, that would be a step forward! However, ifit is only used as a
way of shifting blame or tossing a hot potato to avoid meaningful action on this important

issue, then it is a waste of paper.
t

| have observed but not “accepted” the Legislature’s inaction on the Governor’s
constitutional amendment. We still believe it is absolutely essential that they pass it. No

“solution” is complete without it.

Sincerely,

r’'w K/
fran Ulmer

'‘Lieutenant Governor

P.O Bo* 110018 Junaau, Alaska 90811-0015 Phona (807) 486-3520 Pa* (807) 486-8400

.01



Fran Ulmer

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

State of Alaska

April 3, 1997
Mr. Paul Stuart
. apr - S Im
Frontiersman
1261 Seward Meridian R ®p. -Jeannette Jam es
Wasilia, / 54
Dear Mr.

I am writing to request that you immediately correct the April 2 Frontiersman article on
subsistence. | said nothing that would suggest support for HIR 21. The resolution
contains numerous inaccuracies and is worthless without a constitutional amendment to
allow the state to provide for a rural subsistence priority. The resolution is not “just the
ticket” to anything unless a whole package approach (constitutional amendment, state
statutes and definition ofterms in ANILCA) is adopted simultaneously. That will require
the cooperation ofthe Alaska Legislature and the congressional delegation. 1f HIJR 21
opens a dialogue to achieve that cooperation and to put a constitutional amendment
before Alaskans voters, that would be a sten forward! However, ifitis only used as a
way of shifting blame or tossing a hot pota to avoid meaningful action on this important

issue, then it is a waste of paper.

I have observed but not “accepted” the Legislature’s inaction on the Governor’s
constitutional amendment. We still believe it is absolutely essential that they pass it. No

“solution” is complete without it.

Sincerely,

y W /
Jfran Ulmer
Lieutenant Governor

P.O. Box 110015 Junoou, AlanKQ 99B11.QO0ir Ptiono (907) 405-3520 Fax (907) 465-5400
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WASILLA — A statement by
Lt. Gov. Fran Ulmer last week
indicated possible administra-
tion support for a resolution
now before the state Legislature,
aimed at regaining control of
fish-and-gamq management for
the state.

The resolution, sponsored by
Rep. Beverly Masek, R-Willow,

Apil 2, 1997

. SU b siIsten ce

urges' the federal govepBpient to
rewrite a contentious section of
the 1931 Alaska National Inter-
est Lands Conservation Act
(ANILCA). The rewording
would keep the concept of rural
preference for fish arid game
harvesting in time# of need, but
the state would get to define the
meanings of rural and tradition-
al use. In Masfk's.yijew, this
could both satisfy federal au-
thorities, and bring ANILCA

ncielit art

"A "."fe

firefighters,f

into harmony with those parts
of the state constitution that
guarantee equal rights for all
Alaskans.

Ulmer, in an interview
Wednesday, said she thinks the
resolution would **do more than
that."”

She agreed with Masek that
Congress might jump at lire op-
portunity to resolve 111> 16-year-
old deadlock on subsistence,
and yield back to the stale the

N\

"1

widening federal control of fish-
aml-game management.

And Ulmer also stressed she
doesn't think resolving the sub-
sistence issue can wait, "even
though some politicians are say-
ing court rulings in favor of In-
dian Countiy mighl make the is-
sue moot.""

Ulmer said even if Indian
Country were established in all
226 Alaska villages, it wouldn't
make fish-and-game manage-

resolution

ment problems go away.

"That would still leave mil-
lions of acres of federal land that.,
weren't in Indian Country, jJJI-
mer said. "And it woul&bc
more complicated than ever.
We'd have three authorities In-
stead of just two managing our
fish and game.” She foresaw
adding tribal authorities to the*
federal and state agencies al-
ready clashing over fish-and-
game management.

MatSu Valleyainca 1947 , hf—

vital

Ulmer said Alaska's congres-
sional delegation; consisting of
Republican Senators Frank
Murkowskl and Ted Stevensjt
and Rep. Don Young, has been
saying it doesn't W™t to make a
ipove or the subsistence
guandary until some kind of
consensus is reached in the state.

IThe Itai”anant governor indi-
cated huaek's ressolution'might

See Page AO

Fire consolidation

entangled

By SUE STUART
RFihATttasnm

PALMER — The state fire
consolidation project at Palmer

ministration. According to City
Manager Tom Smith, som e’ ta
and desires of the state can”to

light that would materially
change tin* original intent of the

with Ffderal Avjadon Adminis-
(ration grants, and although
City Attorne~Sck Snodgrass
said a way could probably be
found to sell it, It would be



at deadline nears

all briefs of amicus —
Js of the court — on both
:de of the state and in op-
:on, must be entered no
than 30 days after the
i 7 deadline. He said the

then has 10 days in
h to make any responses,
telho said the Supreme
t then Woujd likely make
ision by the end of June
ner to accept the case,

the court could ask the
Solicitor General for his
s, Botelho said. That
times is done, he said,
in a case where the fed-
;ovemment is not direct-
olved, but nevertheless
gnificant inteiests, as it
in Venetie. There would
jlly be no deadline for
‘lidtor general to submit
views to the high court,
10 said.

Ather or not the solicitor

general becomes involved,
Botelho said if the Supreme
Court accepts the case, it
would not be hear I until the
justices convene for their fall
session, and possibly not until
the spring of next year.

Besides rushing through the
51 million appropriation,
Alaska House Speaker Gail
Phillips, R-Homer, and Senate
President Mike Miller, R-
North Pole, also quickly is-
sued a six-page report, detail-
ing severe impacts they say
might result from claims that
could follow the Venetie rul-
ing of Indian Country status
by all 226 Alaska villages.

The report described poten-
tial erosion of the stale's rev-
enue base, threats to civil
rights of Alaskans — both Na-
tive and non-Native — and
the loss of state authority in
fish and game management.

tinues to spread

Its were never surrendered
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GAME: Resolution on target

Continued from Front Page

be just the ticket to ending the
impasse.

'If the Legislature passes this
(Masek's resolution), then we
could say to our congressional
delegation, 'There, we have
some kind of consensus. Now
the ball's in your court' “Ulmer
said. She said she has accepted
the present Legislature is not go-
ing to agree to put a measure on
the ballot to amend Alaska's
constitution to bring it into har-
mony with the existing Title Vm

of ANILCA. That means another

solution is needed, Ulmer said.
The federal stand on the con-

flict between the two has been

the source of the deadlock.
Masek's resolution cleared the

House Resources Committee
last week, and Resources chair-
man Scott Ogan, R-PaJmes said
he is optimistic it can quickly
move  to final approval.

: Ogari)also said Friday he was
eagfcr to meet with the lieu-
tenant governor about the new
development

The Mat-Su Council
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-Rep. Fred Dyson

-Rep. lvanIvan ; @ .
-Rep.. Mark Hodgins

-Rep. AlVezey" * oo
-Rep. Ethan Berkowitz

-Rep. Rim Elton

I would like to provide you with a written testimony on HJR 21,- Relating.to
amendment of Title V m ofthe Alaska National Intend juonds Conservation Act.

Essentially, This resolution is an attempt to gut the key subsistence provisions ofTitle
VIl of ANILCA. Itasks Congressto amend Title WH in 10 spocmp areas; the key
amendments would allow the state to define the terms “rural™ and “customary and
traditional”, would remove the.federal government from any enforcement role in
subsistence protection, and would reduce the role and authority of thb subsistence
advisory boards. This is the reason NANA Regioil?l'Corpgration opposes HJRA21..
Here are further comments on each of the 10 proposed amendments as specified in
HJR 21, by the amendment number in the resolution: 1

1. Changihg the definition of “public lands”,to exclude state and privaté (ANCSA). -
lands and waters eliminates the option of federal subsistence protection on
millions of acres of land thathave been selected but notyet conveyed to the state

m or ANCSA corporations.. . . rad

The federal government gives ANCSA corporations approval authority over
.activities proposed on selected lands; this amendment.would eliminate that
authority from being extended in the future to subsistence protection.

2.- This amendmentwould prevent the federal government from enforcing the rural

e subsistence priority by assuming management : rr>1 :ud game resources in the

’ event the state continued to not comply with the rural preference specified in'Tide ¢

.mVTH unless authorized, by an act of Congress. This would completely remove

‘the only incentive for the state to address the rural subsistence preference issue. ’

3.” Removing, navigable waters from .the management authority of federal agencies
is directly counter to the decision in the Katie John rulihg, and means again the
federal government could not manage subsistence resources on state lands and.
swaters to.ensure the rural preference. , ° . i-

4.. This would eliminate the jurisdiction of the federal courts to oversee state
compliance with Title VIII. In other words; there would be no oversight of state ’
compliance with ANILCX with authority.to compel compliance..
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LETTER TO STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE ON HJR 21
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10.

This section authorize."! the state to define the terms "rurall and "customary and
traditional”. This obvious intent is to skew the definitions of these key terms to

include urban residents.

This amendment revises the criteriain Title VI for the subsistence preference
from the stronger federal standard of "least adverse impact” on customary and
traditional uses to a weaker standard of providing a "reasonable opportunity" to
carry out subsistence activities. The resultis it would be more difficult to main-
tain and enforce a strong rural subsistence preference.

This section would state that ANICLA neither affirms nor denies tribal
sovereignty. ANILCA is already sovereignty neutral.

This provision gives authority to the state to determine whether subsistence
advisory councils should be established. It is unlikely the state would then
support the creation of advisory boards to advise the state on an issue to which
they are opposed in the first place.

This provision furthermore states that regional subsistence advisory councils are
advisory only, with no ability to require regulatory councils to adhere to their
advice. If eabove provision fails, this provision *cnuers an advisory councils

essentially useless.

This section would disallow the commercial sale of fish and wildlife taken for
subsistence use. Sale, trade and barter of subsistence resources is a customary

traditional subsistence activity.

dearly, these provisions are intended to effectively eliminate any rural subsistence
preferences and to render ineffective all mechanisms established by ANILCA to
enforce the rural subsistence priority. The direct beneficiaries of these changes are
residents of the more urban areas who by and large do not subsist and who do not
need to subsist. This resolution only serves to worsen an already divisive debate
and to foreclose other more sensible solutions, such as a constitutional amendment.

There is a win-win situation for every Alaskan on this issue and it requires coming
up with an “operational definition” of subsistence that evoryonc can live with. Once
and only once an "operational definition” is agreed upon by all groups of Alaskans,
than and only then can an effective dialogue amongst all groups begin. We must go
to the table with the same definition of “subsistence” otherwise talking about it will
be like playing ping pong Q'ust goes back and forth), as it is happening today.

NANA Regional Corporation opposes HIR 21 in its entirety.

Sincerely,

Charlie A. Curtis
President & CEO
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Representative Jeanette James
State Affairs, Chair
Alaska State Legislature

Dear Jeaette;

As you can Imegine, Ido not have time tosend a letter  ex*aymember of your
comittee. However, lIdo support HIR #21.

Ibelieve ltcould be made a stronger by changing the sixthWhereas to read: Whereas,
the Alaska State Legislature has steadfestly resisted pressure from foderal agencies
and our congressional delegation toamend the Constitution of the State of Alaska ...

Ibelieve the strongest possible message should be sent to our Congressional
delegation that the rural subsistence prianty is the most discriminatory action thet they
have and continue t ifflictupon Alaskans.  Itwill be so divisive to the residents of this

state, that Ibelieve the “rjai’ folkswill loose nthe long nn.  1foresee sighficant
economic impacts to these areas when the urban legislators have their fll of this isse.

We shouldnthave that in this state.
Please pass my support along o your committee. Thanks for your work on this isse.

Rick Schikora



ALFRED MCKINLEY, SR.
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEMBER
ALASKA NATIVE BROTHERHOOD GRAND CAMP
P.0. BOX 21713
JUNEAU, ALASKA 99802-1713

APRIL 10, 1997 - 8:00 AM

I'MC

$£}NCHAIRMAN, STATE AFFAIRS. THANK YOU FOR GIVING ME THE
OPPORTUNITY TO TESTIFY BEFORE YOU. MY NAME IS ALFRED
MCKINLEY, SR. 1 AM EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEMBER OF THE ALASKA
NATIVE BROTHERHOOD GRAND CAMP, I AM ALSO A ELECTED DELEGATE
TO A RECOGNIZED TRIBE OF CENTRAL COUNCIL TLINGIT-HAIDA INDIAN
TRIBES OF ALASKA. I AM HERE TO TESTIFY IN OPPOSITION TO HJR

21 BECAUSE IT ANNULS OR ALTERS ANILCA.

ANILCA TITLE VvIIl, SEC. 801 (4)STATES "IN ORDER TO FULFILL
THE POLICIES AND PURPOSES OF THE ALASKA NATIVE CLAIMS
SETTLEMENT ACT AND AS A MATTER OF EQUITY, IT IS NECESSARY FOR
THE CONGRESS TO INVOKE THE CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY OVER
NATIVE AFFAIRS AND ITS CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY UNDER THE
PROPERTY CLAUSE AND THE COMMERCE CLAUSE TO PROTECT AND
PROVIDE THE OPPORTUNITY FOR CONTINUED SUBSISTENCE USES ON THE
PUBLIC LANDS BY NATIVES AND NON-NATIVES RURAL RESIDENTS."



ALFRED MCKINLEY, SR. APRIL 10, 1997
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEMBER PAGE 2

THE ALASKA NATIVE COMMUNITY MAINTAINS THAT THE CURRENT LEVEL
OF FEDERAL SUBSISTENCE PROTECTIONS GRANTED UNDER TITLE VIII
OF ANILCA MUST BE GUARANTEED IN ANY SOLUTION TO RESOLVE THE
ONGOING SUBSISTENCE IMPASSE. THE ALASKA NATIVES WILL NOT
SUPPORT ANY COMPROMISE THAT DIMINISHES THE SUBSISTENCE
PREFERENCE, TITLE VII11S GEOGRAPHICAL JURISDICTION. THE
POWERS AND THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE FEDERAL AGENCIES AND
FEDERAL COURT OVERSIGHT ON THAT MANDATES FEDERAL JUDICIAL
DEFERENCE TO STATE COURTS OR STATE REGULATORY DECISIONS. THE
ALASKA NATIVES COMMUNITY WILL NOT SUPPORT ANY AMENDMENT TO
ANILCA OTHER THAN THAT WHICH GUARANTEES A NATIVE SUBSISTENCE

PREFERENCE.

THE ALASKA NATIVE COMMUNITY ENDORSES AN AMENDMENT TO THE
STATE CONSTITUTION THAT BRINGS THE STATE INTO COMPLIANCE WITH

ANTLCA.

MR. CHAIRMAN THIS 1S OUR CONCRETE POSITION ON HJR 21 WHICH WE
STRONGLY OPPOSE. IF THE BILL IS PASSED BY THE STATE
LEGISLATURES, WE WILL STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY AMENDMENT TO

ANILCA AT THE CONGRESSIONAL LEVEL.



ATTACHMENT BACKGROUND
CONCLUSION:

ANTICIPATED QUESTION:
IN 1971, CONGRESS EXTINGUISHED ABORIGINAL FISHING RIGHTS.
43 U.S.C. S 1603(b).

REPLY:

WOULD PROTECT SUBSISTENCE HUNTING AND FISHING, 1971
U.S.C.C.A.N. 2247, 2250. IN 1980, FRUSTRATED WITH THEIR
FAILURE TO DO SO, CONGRESS ENACTED ANILCA. TITLE VIII OF
ANILCA REQUIRED THAT RURAL ALASKA RESIDENCE BE ACCORDED A
PRIORITY FOR SUBSISTENCE HUNTING AND FISHING ON PUBLIC

LANDS. 16 U.S.C. 3113, 3114.

IF THE STATE LEGISLATURE WERE TO AMEND THE STATE
CONSTITUTION OR OTHERWISE COMPLY WITH ANILCA®S RURAL
SUBSISTENCE PRIORITY, THE STATE COULD RESUME MANAGEMENT
OF SUBSISTENCE USES ON PUBLIC LANDS [INCLUDING NAVIGABLE

WATERS.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEMBER
ALASKA NATIVE BROTHERHOOD
GRAND CAMP AND

DELEGATE TLINGIT-HAIDA
P.0. BOX 21713

JUNEAU, ALASKA 99802-1713



STATE OF ALASKA
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Representative Jeannette James, Chair

Room 102, Capitol Building, Juneau Phone 465-3743, FAX 465-2381

Hpril 14, 1997

Please add the attached
information to your packets on

HIR 21.
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Mary L 'dUhcp
1555 GtwyGrvnd/
fc*vrb<Mxky, AK 99709
907-455-6151

April 10, 1997

Dear Rep. James and members of llie House State Affairs Committee:

I am writing in support of HJR21. It is so important that our congressional delegation receive
some sort of message from the Legislature. This resolution is not what Twould prefer, but it is a
way to allow ALASKANS to make the decision on the "nature ofthe priority".

Many people believe that the priority comes into play only rarely -- when there is some sort of
unusual resource shortage, or when there is some sort ofneed. Even our Congressional
delegation did not understand the priority for many years ~ claiming that it only came into effect
in these rare time3 of shortage. Many reporters still think it's only in times of shortage — and

mislead the public.

In reality Judge Holland and the Dept, of Interior have made it clear that this is not at all the case.
AFN, the Outdoor Council, and the Interior Department all pretty much agree on the "nature of
the priority" as it stands right now. The nature ofthat priority has been set by Congress and the

courts.

The Interior Dept says: "All other uses must be eliminated before customary and traditional
subsistence use can be restricted/

AFN, in their "no net loss" policy says: "The subsistence priority applies at all times, not just
when there is a resource shortage, The Boards (of Fisheries and Game) are required to provide
fully for customary and traditional uses before any non-suDsuscnue uses may be allowed."

Please allow Alaskans the option of defining the nature of the priority. We can do this by
redefining the terms "rural” and "customary and traditional”. What Alaskans come up with may
be, or may NOT be, consistent with the state's Constitution. | personally hope it will be
consistent with our Constitution. I'll take the chance in this effort to find compromise. [I'll take
the chance in this effort to regain state management

Meanwhile some ofthe more onerous provisions of the federal law would be gone ifthis
resolution were carried out. For example, "public land" would mean federal publio land, not state
and private lands and waters; subsistence harvests could not be sold in competition with

commercial harvests.
Please give Alaskans a chance to resolve this drcadfiil problem. Thank you for your efforts.

Sincerely,
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Introduction

Subsistence fishing and hunting are important for the
economies and cultures of many families and communities
in Alaska. This report provides an update on subsistence
in Alaska, including participants, harvest levels, and

current legal issues.

What is Subsistence?

State and federal laws define subsistence as the *‘customary
and traditional™ uses of wild resources, for food, clothing,
fuel, transportation, construction, art, crafts, sharing, and
customary trade. Customary and traditional uses of fish
and game arc important to Alaskans from diverse cultural
backgrounds, including Aleut, Athabaskan, Alutiiqg,
Euroamerican, Haida, Inupiat, Tlingit, Tsimshian, and
Yup'ik. Harvesting, sharing, and using fish and wildlife
are integral to the customs and traditions of a variety of
cultural groups.

Subsistence uses also are important for Alaska's economy.
Many Alaskan communities depend upon mixed,
subsistcnce-cash economies, where subsistence production

is a major economic sector. The household economics of
many families are dependent upon food and raw materials
from subsistence activities.

State and federal subsistence statutes recognize the
importance of customary and traditional subsistence uses of
wild resources. Subsistence uses are given a preference
over commercial fishing and recreational fishing and
hunting in state and federal law.

Who Participates in Subsistence Uses?

State and federal laws differ in who qualifies for
subsistence uses. Currently, all state residents qualify for
subsistence fishing and hunting under state law. In 1990,
there were 550,043 people living in Alaska (Fig. 1).

Under federal law, rural residents (about 21% of the
population 1990) qualify for subsistence fishing and
hunting on federal lands in Alaska. Of the 116,653 rural
residents 55,888 were Alaska Natives (48%) and 60,765
were not Alaska Native (52%0), while of the 433,390 urban
residents, 29,810 were Alaska Natives (16%0) and 403,580
were not Alaska Natives (84%b).

Alaska's Population by Area, 1990

Ancnonp* aim
(224.334 - 41%)

Urban Araaa (413.3*0- 7%
Rural Araza (11«,*U 2199

Alatka (0,041« 107

(40,004 - 7%)

Figure 1

Otr»rSolJIX 4In I ( ]lOl4 2%)
KodWM 11O (13.308 =2%)
Othar SoiAhMit (24.410 m6%)
SaiAlMttl-AMuDim (13.710 =7%)

Oth*r IrMnsi (10.343 «2%)
Arctic (20,340 -4%)

W *tUrn(18.447 ma%)
AUiian Maury Sutona (5.322 = 1%)

Katchaan Araa (13.424 - 3%)

Matanuaka-Siaina Art*
(38,415-7%)

Aim
(41,724 - 15%)



CompoaiUon of the Subsistence Harvest
By Rural Alaska Residents, 1990s

Birds

Figure 5

The annual rural harvest of 375 Ibs per person contains
243% of the protein requirements of the rural population
(that is, it can supply about 107 grams of protein per
person per day; about 44 grams is the mean daily
requirement). The subsistence harvest contains 35% of the
caloric requirements of the rural population (that is,
it contains about 840 Kcal daily, assuming a 2,400

Kcal/day mean daily requirement). The urban wild food
harvests contain 15% of the protein requirements and 2%
of the caloric requirements of the urban population.

The Monetary Value of Subsistence Harvests

Subsistence fishing and hunting are important to the local
economies of many areas in Alaska. Attaching a dollar
value to subsistence uses is difficult, as subsistence
products generally do not circulate in markets. However, if
families did not have subsistence foods, substitutes would
have to be imported and purchased, which would require
larger cash incomes. If one assumes a replacement
expense of S3-S5 per pound, the simple 'replacement
costs of the wild food harvests in rural Alaska may be
estimated at S131.1-5218.6 million dollars annually (Fig.

6).

The monetary value of subsistence harvests is substantial
when compared with cash incomes of families in many
rural areas. For instance, the per capita cash value of
subsistence foods in the rural interior ($3,063 per person)
comParc5 a P°r capita income of only $6,205 for
Native families —the cost of replacing subsistence foods
wodd ** 49% of incomes in that case. Similarly,
subsistence replacement costs represent 59% of Native
jointly income in the western region, 31% of Native family
incomc in the arctic region, and 22% of Native family
income for all rural Alaska. The replacement value of wild
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Introduction

Subsistence fishing and hunting are important for the
economies and cultures of many families and communities
in Alaska. This report provides an update on subsistence
in Alaska, including participants, harvest levels, and
current legal issues.

What is Subsistence?

State and federal laws define subsistence as the *‘customary
and traditional™ uses of wild resources, for food, clothing,
fuel, transportation, construction, art, crafts, sharing, and
customary trade. Customary and traditional uses of fish
and game arc important to Alaskans from diverse cultural
backgrounds, including Aleut, Athabaskan, Alutiig,
Euroamerican, Haida, Inupiat, Tlingit, Tsimshian, and
Yup'ik. Harvesting, sharing, and using fish and wildlife
are integral to the customs and traditions of a variety of

cultural groups.

Subsistence uses also are important for Alaska's economy.
Many Alaskan communities depend upon mixed,
subsistence-cash economies, where subsistence production

is @ major economic sector. The household economics of
many families are dependent upon food and raw materials
from subsistence activities.

State and federal subsistence statutes recognize the
importance of customary and traditional subsistence uses of
wild resources. Subsistence uses are given a preference
over commercial fishing and recreational fishing and
hunting in state and federal law.

Who Participates in Subsistence Uses?

State and federal laws differ in who qualifies for
subsistence uses. Currently, all state residents qualify for
subsistence fishing and hunting under state law. In 1990,
there were 550,043 people living in Alaska (Fig. 1).

Under federal law, rural residents (about 21% of the
population 1990) qualify for subsistence fishing and
hunting on federal lands in Alaska. Of the 116,653 rural
residents 55,888 were Alaska Natives (48%) and 60,765
were not Alaska Native (52%0), while of the 433,390 urban
residents, 29,810 were Alaska Natives (16%) and 403,580
were not Alaska Natives (84%b).

Alaska's Population by Area, 1990
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Participation In Subalatanca:
Parcent of Houaaholdi
By Rural Araa

Figure 2

A substantial proportion of rural households harvest and
use wild foods (Fig. 2). For surveyed communities in
different rural regions, from 92%-100% of sampled
households used fish, 75%-98% used wildlife, 75%0-98%
harvested fish, and 48%-70% harvested wildlife. Because
subsistence foods are widely shared, most residents in rural
communities make use of subsistence foods during the
course of the year to some extent A substantial number of
urban residents engage in hunting and fishing also, as
shown by the number of licenses sold in 1991: Anchorage-
Matanuska-Susitna Area (32,428; 12 percent of all
residents), Fairbanks Area (11,059; 14 percent), Kenai
Peninsula Area (8,282; 20 percent), Ketchikan (2,648; 19
percent) and Juneau (3,683; 14 percent).

WId Raaourct Harvaata
By Rural Alaaka Araaa, 1980a
(Total Pounda par Yaar)
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certral

Figure 3
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Figure 4
Wild Food Harvests in Alaska

Subsistence fishing and hunting provides a major part of
the food supply of rural Alaska (Fig. 3). Our best estimate
is that about 43.7 million Ibs (usable weight) of wild foods
are harvested annually by residents of rural areas of the
state, and 9.8 million Ibs by urban residents.

On a per person basis, the annual wild food harvest is
about 375 Ibs per person per year for rural areas (about a
pound a day per person ), and 22 lbs per person for urban
areas (Fig. 4). Harvests vary substantially by area, with the
greatest average regional harvests (about 500-800 Ibs per
person) in communities off the state’s road system.

The composition of the wild food harvest by rural residents
is about 59% fish, 20%

land mammals, 14%
marine mammals, 2%
shellfish, 2% birds, and
2% plants (Fig. 5). The

harvest by urban residents
is 68% fish, 30% land
mammals, 1% birds, and
1% shellfish and plants.

12.K9.W9

The Nutritional Value of
Subsistence Harvests

The  subsistence  food
harvest provides a major
part of the nutritional
requirements of Alaska's
population.



Composition of the Subsistence Harvest
By Rural Alaska Residents, 1990s
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The annuai rural harvest of 375 Ibs per person contains
243% of the protein requirements of the rural population
(that is, it can supply about 107 grams of protein per
person per day; about 44 grams is the mean daily
requirement). The subsistence harvest contains 35% of the
caloric requirements of the rural population (that is,
it contains about 840 Kcal daily, assuming a 2,400

Kcal/day mean daily requirement). The urban wild food
harvests contain 15% of the protein requirements and 2%
of the caloric requirements of the urban population.

The Monetary Value of Subsistence Harvests

Subsistence fishing and hunting are important to the local
economies of many areas in Alaska. Attaching a dollar
value to subsistence uses is difficult, as subsistence
products generally do not circulate in markets. However, if
families did not have subsistence foods, substitutes would
have to be imported and purchased, which would require
larger cash incomes. If one assumes a replacement
expense of 53-55 per pound, the simple *‘replacement
costs" of the wild food harvests in rural Alaska may be
estimated at 5131.1-5218.6 million dollars annuallv (Fig.

6).

The monetary value of subsistence harvests is substantial
when compared with cash incomes of families in many
rural areas. For instance, the per capita cash value of
subsistence foods in the rural interior (53,063 per person)
compares with a per capita income of only 56,205 for
Native families —the cost of replacing subsistence foods
would be 49% of mean incomes in that case. Similarly,
subsistence replacement costs represent 59% of Native
family income in the western region, 31% of Native family
income in the arctic region, and 22% of Native family
income for all rural Alaska. The replacement value of wild

Estimated Replacement Value
Of Wild Resource Harvests
In Rural Alaska Areas
(Millions of Dollars)
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Par Capita Value of Subsistence Harvests
(Replacement Cost @ 15/1b)
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foods represents about 10% of the average rural non-Native
income (Fig. 7). Clearly, many families would have
difficulty paying cash for foods to replace the subsistence
harvest

Real Employment

Subsistence harvesting, processing, and non-market
distribution employ large numbers of rural residents
annually. While wage paying jobs are commonly few and
insecure in rural areas, work in fishing, hunting, and
processing wild foods employs people consistently from
one year to the next. For instance, in Ft-.Yukon along the
Yukon River in 1987, 82% of households hunted, and 65%
fished. The subsistence take was about 680 Ibs per person.
These activities employed more people than the single
largest wage employer in Ft. Yukon (local government),
which employed persons from 40% of the community’s
households that year.

Subsistence activities arc organized locally and draw upon
local knowledge and skills. Subsistence is an area of life
where extended families can support themselves in
meaningful, productive work.

Legal Framework for Subsistence Management

Subsistence management has undergone considerable
change since 1989, when state law fell out of compliance
with federal requirements. In 1994, subsistence hunting
and fishing was being managed under two separate legal
frameworks. The Alaska Boards of Fisheries and Game

*34.n»

150
Arctic Waatarn Total
Rural
Alaika

developed subsistence regulations for state and private
lands and navigable waters, for which all state residents
qualified. A Federal Subsistence Board developed
subsistence regulations for federal public lands and waters,
for which rural residents qualified. In addition, the federal
National Marine Fisheries Service and Fish and Wildlife
Service regulated marine mammal hunting under the
Marine Mammal Protection Act, for which Alaska Natives
qualified.

State and federal governments agree that split federal-state
management of fish and wildlife is undesirable. However,
the way to regain unified state subsistence management
authority is uncertain at this time. It is expected that the
federal subsistence management program may continue to
grow over the next few years, and that jurisdictions and
authorities  will  ultimately be clarified through
administrative and judicial activity.

Summary

Subsistence continues to be an important part of the diverse
cultures and regional economics in Alaska. Subsistence
fishing and hunting produce a substantial portion of the
state's food supply, particularly in rural areas. Subsistence
provides a measure of economic stability in areas with
mixed,  subsistence-cash  economic  systems. And
subsistence expresses customary and traditional values and
ways of living that are important to Alaska's diverse
cultural groups.

Prepared by RobertJ. Wolfe and Robert G. Bosworth
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NANA Regional Corporation

ROB3<0/ Koruout, MIM B2/ €0A27301/ BM(80742 2K

INUPIAT April 9,1997

ILITQUSIAT

leombloers | leechmy State Affairs_Cqmmitt%nMgmbers;

MUm iW w W W«*5'P- 4caneF ,ames' Chl,r
-Rep. Fred Dyson

-Rep. lvan IVan

Remtfatidn -Rep. Mark Hodgins
-Rep. AlVezey '

Koonrdad LigLai ~Rep- Ethan Bcrkowitz
*Rep. Kim Elton

I would, like to provide you with a written testimony on HJR 21 - Relating to
KnoueitofFemiy ~ amendment of Tide VIII of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act.

Essentially, this resolution is an attempt to gut the key subsistence provisions of Tide

Rigaicthr Ghars
vm of ANILCA. Itasks Congress to amend Tide VHf in 10 specific areas; the key
Regurlityofill* amendments would allow the state to define the terms “rural” and “customary and
traditional”, would remove the federal government from any enforcement role in
Ryt Nure subsistence protection, and would reduce the role and authority of the subsistence
advisory boards. This is tbe reason NANA Regional Corporation Opposes HJR 21.
HurterSuooes
Here are further comments on each of the 10 proposed amendments as specified in
DolicSdlls HJR 21, by the amendment number in the resolution:
FanilyRiis 1. Changing the definition of “public lands” to exclude state and private (ANCSA)
lands ana waters eliminates the option of federal subsistence protection on
Sak] millions of acres of land that have been selected but not yet conveyed to the state
«-or ANCSA corporations. | b
The federal government gives ANCSA corporations approval authority over
Hurrility activities proposed on selected lands; this amendment would eliminate that
authority from being extended in the future to subsistence protection.
AGdCYIe m

2. This amendment would prevent the federal government from enforcing the rural
Hint\\ark subsistence priority by assuming management of fish and game resources in the
event the state continued to not comply with the rural preference specified in Title
V' m unless authorized by an act of Congress. This would completely remove

llumor
the only incentive for the state to address the rural rubsistence preference issue.

ety 3. Removing navigable waters from the management authority of federal agencies
is directly counter to the decision in the K2tie John ruling, and means again the
federal government could not manage subsistence resources on state lands and
waters to en. are the rural preference.’

4. This would eliminate the jurisdiction of the federal courts to oversee state
compliance with Title VOL In other words, there would be no oversight of state
compliance with ANILCA with authority to compel compliance.e .e¢
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5. This section authorizes the state to define the terms “rural” and "customary and
traditional”. This obvious intent is to skew the definitions of these key terms to

include urban residents.

6. This amendment revises the criteria in Title V111 for the subsistence preference
from the stronger federal standard of “least adverse impact" on customary and
traditional uses to a weaker standard of providing a "reasonable opportunity” to
carry out subsistence activities. The resultis it would be more difficult to main-
tain and enforce a strong rural subsistence preference.

7. This section would state that ANICLA neither affirms nor denies tribal
sovereignty. ANILCA is already sovereignty neutral.

8. This provision gives authority to the state to determine whether subsistence
advisory councils should be established. Itis unlikely the state would then
support the creation of advisory boards to advise the state on an issue to which
they are opposed in the first place.

9. This provision furthermore states that regional subsistence advisory councils are
advisory only, with no ability to require regulatory councils to adhere to their
advice. Ifthe above provision fails, this provision renders an advisory councils

essentially useless.

10. This section would disallow the commercial sale of fish and wildlife taken for
subsistence use. Sale, trade and barter of subsistence resources is a customary

traditional subsistence activity.

Clearly, these provisions are intended to effectively eliminate any rural subsistence
preferences and to render ineffective all mechanisms established by ANILCA to
enforce the rural subsistence priority. The direct beneficiaries of these chang"-: .*:r
residents of the more urban areas who by and large do not subsist and who do nor
need to subsist. This resolution only serves to worsen an already divisive debate
and to foreclose other more sensible solutions, such as a constitutional amendment.

1 here is a win-win situation for every Alaskan on this issue and it requires coming
up with an "operational definition” of subsistence that everyone can live with. Once
and only once an “operational definition" is agreed upon by all groups of Alaskans,
than and only then can an effective dialogue amongst all groups begin. We must go
to the table with die same definition of "subsistence" otherwise talking about it will
be like playing ping pong (just goes back and forth), as it is happening today.

NANA Regional Corporation opposes HJR 21 in its entirety.

President & CEO

P.2
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CHEVAK TRADITIONAL COUNCIL
P.0. BOX 140
CHEVAK, ALASKA 99563
(907) 858*7428
(907) 858*7812 FAX

Chevak Traditional Council's Opposition to House Joint Resolution No. 21

The Kashunamiut are a federally recognized tribe who is represented by their tribal
government, the Chevak Traditional Council whose primary goal is to protects the health, safety
and welfare and the inherent traditional and cultural rights of the Kashunamiut and for their best
Interests. Let this affidavit acknowledge thatwe are in Opposition to the House Joint Resolution
No. 21 as itinfringes upon our inherent rights and will exploit our ancestral lands which are
located on the Yukon Kuskokwim Delta National Wildlife Refuge and has been protected by
Alaska National Interest Land Conservation Act- Title VIII (ANILCA, Title VIII, hereinafter,

Subsistence Use and Management as it is written.

ANILCA Title VIII, should not be amended because the Resolution HJR21 contradicts the whole
purpose of the Policy and Purpose of the Title VIII. These amendments are directly contradicting
the Rural Cap Subsistence Roundtable, held in Anchorage February 1097. The State of Alaska
may be ofcompliance of ANILCA TITLE VIII, concerning Subsistence. The State of Alaska
tends to lean towards "sports, commercial and otherspecial interest groups"” that are not aware

of the importance of subsistence Issues and use forthe rural communities.

The following are section responsesto 'FURTHER RESOLVED"ofthe proposed resolution:

(1) "Public Land'is already defined in the Federal Register. Volume 57 No. 20. and ANILCA,
Title VIII.
(2) Congress is already authorized to take over management If the State is not in

compliance.

(4) "Section 807" provides for protection of subsistence users and repeal would undermine

authority of the Federal Judicial System .

(5) The terms Customary and Traditional Use, Subsistence Use, and rural are defined and
established in the Federal Registrar of the Department of Agrigculture, and Interior, under Sec. 4
Definition of Subpart A-General Provision. They listed as such in the Final, Subsistence
Management for Federal Public Lands in Alaska which attests to the W ebster's definition of: The
definition of the aforementioned terms are already defined and what this resolution proposes to

do is authorize the State of Alaska to rewrite the W ebster's Dictionary to soothe Masek's and

Ogan’'sHJR21.

(6) Under ANILCA Title VIIlI, Sec. 804, the subsistence preference is addressed. HJR21

contradicts the purpose and policy of Title VIII.

v7) Tribal Sovereignty and Indian Country issues have been awarded to the Tribes across
Alaska butis presently in the Appeal process, no amendments should even be considered as

Court cases are and may be pending.

(8) The Stale of Alaska should not have an option* Ifsubsistence managmenlis handed to
the State of Alaska, than Itwould be their obligation to establish regional advisory councils,

meaning they should be mandated to establish such councils rather than choose to.
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(9) The Sections (8) and (9) proposed amendments are addressed in Sec. 805 (a) (2) and
(3) (D) (IV).
(10) The sale of Fish and W ildlife taken forsubsistence uses, supplementsIincomes for

expenses incurred for hunting necessities, i.e. ammunition, gasoline and oil, and othergears to

do more subsistence hunting and fishing.

There are provisions In the ANILCA Title VIIlI, Section 16 USC 3119 that the State can enter into

an Cooperative Agreement rather than rewriting the whole purpose and policy of the Act.

ANILCA, 6 Title VIII should not be Amended the resolution would undermine the purpose of
ANILCA and the groundwork that has been established for Subsistence Management.

The items that are addressed In HJR 21 are already defined and addressed by the Dept, of
Agriculture and Department of Interior, published in Federal Register Vol. 57, No. 20, January

1992, Proposed Rules.

THE KASHUNAMIUT, THE CHEVAK TRADITIONAL COUNCIL, THE CHEVAK TRIBAL
COURTS AND THEIR DEPARTMENTS URGES DO NOT PASS THIS RESOLUTION 11

Daled this 20th day of March, 1997.

TOTPL



BRISTOL BAY NATIVE ASSOCIATION
P. 0. BOX 310

DILLINGHAM, ALASKA 99576
(907) 842-5257

RESOLUTION FY 97-42

by
THE FULL BOARD OF DIRECTORS

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING HOUSE .TQINT RESOLUTION NO. 2\

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS,;

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS;

WHEREAS;

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

the Bristol Bay Native Association is a tribal organization serving 31 Alaska
Native communities, each of which is beaviiy dependent upon subsistence use of
Fish and Game; and

the laws of the State of Alaska provide no meaningful priority or protection for
subsistence use of Fish and Game because they equate recreational; and

if the current policies and laws of the State of Alaska regarding subsistence use of
Fish and Game are extended to apply statewide, then Alaska Native culture,
traditions, and indeed village life itself will eventually be destroyed because of
continuing urban population growih and resultant pressure on Fish and Game
resources; and

cutbacks on government spending on welfare and other services in rural Alaska
arc making subsistence even more essential; and

the only meaningful legal protection for subsistence and the continued vitality of
Native subsistence-based culture is Title VIII of the Alaska Native Interest Lands

Conservation Aci (ANILCA); and

House Joint resolution 21 has been introduced in the Alaska State Legislature and
asks Congress to amend Title VIII of ANILCA in a manner which will effectively
destroy the protection it gives to subsistence; and

some ofthe changes requested by HJR 21 would have no practical effect as they
reflect a fundamental misunderstanding of the law-, for example:

- State and private land are already excluded from the definition of public land in
ANILCA; and

- ANILCA already neither confirms nor denies the existence of tribal sovereignty
and Indian Country in Alaska; and

HJR 21 contains many other inaccuracies of law and fact; and

HJR 21 is cleverly worded to distort the truth and appears intended to work a
subterfuge upon the people of Alaska; and



13BNA Full Board
Resolution 97-42
March 17-19. 1997

WHEREAS: among the falsehoods in HIR 21 are:

- its title implies it is asking for a mere amendment to Title VIII whereas it
actually would gut the protections for subsistence uses in Title VM;

- the views expressed in ilJR 21 are not a “plurality” of opinion in Alaska, but a
minority, polls have continually shown a majority preference for a constitutional
amendment to restore a rural subsistence priority to state law;

- Title Viii of ANILCA docs not “unnecessarily" encroach upon state authority
but is a reasonable and necessary exercise of Congressional authority to meet the
trust obligations of the United State government toward Native Americans;

- Title VIII of ANILCA does not contradict the 10th Amendment to the U. S>
Constitution; both state and federal courts have consistently upheld the
constitutionality of Title VIII against 10th Amendment and other constitutional

challenge;

NOW. THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Bristol Bay Native
Association, on behalfof itselfand the following Alaskan Native communities:

Aleknagik, Chignik Bay, Chignik Lagoon. Chignik Lake , Clarks Point, Dillingham, Egegik,
Ekuk, Ekwok, Igiugig, lliamna, lvanof Bay, Kanatak, King Salmon, Kokhanok, Koliganek,
Levelock, Manakotak, Naknek, New Stuyahok, Newhalen, Nondalton, Pedro Bay, Pcrryvillc,
Pilot Point, Port Heiden, Portage Creek, South Naknek, Togiak, Twin Hills, and Ugashik;

that they ardently oppose HJR No. 21 and urge its defeat in the Alaska State Legislature and its
rejection by Congress.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that copies of this resolution be sent to the Alaska Congressional
Delegation, Governor Tony Knowles; the honorable Bruce Babbitt, Secretary oflntcrior; Senator
Ben Nighthorse Campbell; Senator Daniel Inouye; the House and Senate leadership in the Alaska
State Legislature; State Senator Lyman Hoffman; and Representatives lvan Ivan and Carl Moses

Signed:
President

CERTIFICATION:
1, the undersigned Secretary of the Bristol Bay Native Association, hereby certify that the

foregoing resolution was passed by majority vote of the Board of Directors of the Bristol Bay
Native Association at a duly called and noticed meeting this J9 Day of March . 1997, and that

aquorum was present.

Signed: Ni- Ly —

TOTAL P.03



Kipnuk Traditional Council

Box 67* K nuk I ska 99614
(907) 696—551 ( 7) 696-5240

Axil 11.1007

Honorable Jeanette Janes, Chairperson
State Affairs Committee

Alaska State Lei%lslaue
State Capitol (
Juneaul, Alaska 99801— VIAFAX & MAIL :-907-465-23*1
Re: HIRZ
Dear Representative Jares:

The Ki uk Tradrtacral Council would like to submit thiss testimony in ggposition o HIR
21 because Itinfringes on the nights of Alaska Nattives 1o be provided a Inteireacise
tosxnslsteme hntandﬁsh In traiucml and auttural way thet the Natives are accustomed
. Tide VIII of ANILCA provides protectios thet are to make aure tet our
s&b&stemewayofhbvullmtbedmmmhed mafm e are nagreement with
Senator Stevens remarks nhfs latest address to |slalueona%ml 2, 1907,

where he said ttet a CUEtItUtI(IBl amendment of tre state ﬁatomplles with Titke VIl of
ANILCA sone solution thethe sygoorts.

The subsistence Isse has bean a prablem for the state because the Natives exercise &
The &bsstemewa%lﬂesmtaarstrﬁﬂdal nat, to tre Natiwes, kb a birtrgit tet has
been passed down gereration to gereratin We rrustprotectnln ispresent fom. We
will only support a State managed ﬁshanda?ﬁactEDI thaet our sussistence way
of Iilewall not be diminished or negatively In Ilspr@entform

We understand ttet eqality swhat the State must support In enforcing the State
Gorstrtution, but since the eercise of sussistence ksunique and ksneeded forthe economic and
ocial vel IHoeing of the Natives InAlada, we must bo protected inour to susistence hut
and fidh for the resouroes tretwe depend on from the land and ssa. Intratt regard we feel et
the Natives m Rural Alaska must have the abffity t co-manage the fidhand flane Inagreement
with the Federal Government. Natural ResouroesmmgnﬁgeﬁesmtehaSHHrsea&m We
would cll t your attention thet the Federal Subsistence Board has done a good job of
cosidering the subsistence use aress, austons, and traditias in treir formulation rngaU(Is
thet affects our reﬁwroesandﬁatmtelﬂ\assausﬁajﬁel\atl\&mrugmt

A arstituical amendment of the state Constatution with proper input from the people
of Alaska thet complies with Trtde VIl oF ANILCA might be a resolution thatwe would support as
a comunity. Furthermore, the Native Community leecers, with support from trelr respectine
Rural Alasle\/lllaggassmbled on February 15-17,1997, and created a strong proclaration of
which we are enclosing a ooy, tetshould be corsidered before HIR No. 21 isallosed t come
out ofyour comirttee.  Again we are ly opposed to HIR No. 21, because swill not berefit
dl Alaskans, norwill ikprotect the Native A askarssi:mstemewayofllfe.

Thank-you faraonsicering our testamany, on beralfofthe Native Villlage of Kipruk.

Sincerely.

CC: Representative Ivan Ivan
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ORGANIZED VILLAGE OF KWETHLUK
KWETHLUK IRA COUNCIL
P.O. BOX 129
KWETHLUK, ALASKA 99621-0129
PHONE NO. (907) 757-6714
FAX NO. (907) 757-6328

NO. OF PAGES 5

DATE: /InoAJ ApfiL /<< n 2

T0%acnnans Jhcaxj)_— PE(ENE NUMBERfl?r/o(LrT)BtI Sikfy 5Qs-%'7r¥rr2]f+'
LOCATION Atosgg rJun€«u FAX 'ffeS-pS*'
FROM: John Nicori Jr. / Natural Resources Specialist

COMMENTS ™, &0 by The KwC-thluK Jvnf- fwoup

If (You have any questions regarding information on this fax, or if the fax
did not come in clear|¥, please feel free to call me at the numbers above.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerly;

John Nicori, Jv

N , list
Kwethluk IRA Council
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KOTZEBUE IRA

P.O. Box 296
Kotzebue. Alaska 9975.
(907) 442-3467

April 14.1997 Post-it* Fax Noto 7671  Daly , #ol w
E)R if. TVE-tX From -T- . -

Honorable Jeanette James '

Chair, House State Affairs Committee K tftar.k*.

Alaska Legislature “Ylee O W 'm o -jrvit;.

. '“*Cuimr-nsi
Dear Representative James:

The Kotzebue IRA Council opposes HIR 21.

In formulating ANILCA, Congress clearly felt itself to have a responsibility for protecting
the livelihoods of people in rural Alaska. The authorities spelled out in Title Vm were the

deliberate means to meet that responsibility.

If Congress had not been concerned to begin about how the Slate might approach a rural
subsistence priority, federal supervision of the State’s program would not have been
incorporated into Title VIII. For the same reasons, Congress rightfully saw fit to retain
authority over defining the various terms critical protection tof rural
subsistcnce-tcrms such as “rural” and “traditional and customary." Considering vvhat
Congress views as its obligations, it makes sense for the federal government to continue

supervising subsistence management.

Most of the land in our region is federal land, and all of our villages rely heavily on local
food harvests. To areas like ours, the federal system, though not perfect, has definite
advantages over the State’s. First, the federal advisory system allows us, as rural
subsistence users, a more substantive role In management decisions than does the State’s.
Secondly, the federal government has a stable history of recognizing the existence of tribes,
so (though ANILCA fails to mention them) it is more realistic for inbes and villages to look
forward to developing long term, mature relationships with federal agencies than with those

of the State.

Rather than assuring nt the outset that the Stale will respect and protect the livelihoods of
those in rural Alaska, HIR 21 attempts to destroy all assurances afforded rural people
under federal law. This is an odd way to try convincing Congress that the State can behave
responsibly on this issue. And it certainly is not a way to generate a consensus In Alaska.

We oppose all of the proposed amcndmcndmcents to ANILCA contained in HIR 21, The
resolution is not a credible message to send to Congress. We recommend that the State
Affaiis committee not pass it. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

3
Charlie R. Gregg, Chairman

Tribal government serving the Inupiaq people o f Kiklktagruk
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<frmEldth, lleecAini/. . :
" thMm that trupiag \Vus: , m
Representative Jeanette James
RuptilhHitn Alaska State Capitol, Room-N

e Juneau, -AK 99801-1182 .

. KedUitdingkS .
Dear Representative James, m
LankrQVLI
miertFMMIrs | am writing in opposition to HIR 2 1 - relating to amendment of Title VIH of the s
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act.  ee .
Afr\Witts . . .
R NANA Regional' Corporation represents the interests of the people of the northwest-
RpniMiyolLh arctic as well as over fifteen hundred'shareholders living in Andnorage,Fairbanks
"and other parts of.our great state. We feel.strongly that the protections offered
RittclhrNiturt . .under ANILCA are necessary for the people we represent and our culture. '
Hritrtkay Ve urge you to hold HIJR 11 Inyour committee to. die. We account for.taking only, =
5%. or less of the total fish and game taken within Alaska. W&.are no threat to..
- Domticlls ,-anyone inthis great state. . . S N .
FaniyMa Sincerely," . N R VA
I’Sharirg " 4 <%' '
Qgaviion * Charlie A. Curtis m °o- o v
President & CEO " . : . [ |
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C.F'FRED'WYLLER , - Phone: (907)789 %449

P.O. Box 33677 Fax: (907)790 2016

Juneau, Alaska, 99803-3677 Date: April 14, 1997
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To.  House State Affairs Committee, Representative Hudson, Senator Duncan

Fax Pages, including this page: /_

This memo is in reference .o HIJR 21 which calls on Congress to amend ANIICA in order to
eliminate the discriminatory sections of the Act. | am fully in favor of this resolution.

The argument here presently centers around the management of the State's Fish and Game
resources. However the fundamental issue is Congress's requirement (through ANILCA)' to
force the State to engage in discriminatory practices in the management of its affairs;
combined with the threat to take such management away unless the citizens of the State
engages in such practices. Considering the amount of work, legislation, lawsuits, and
traumatic disputes that have taken place in this country ovpr fhp nast forty years to eliminate
and prevent discrimination, such provisions in ANILCA fly directly in the face of all reason
and judgment. It becomes especially distasteful when itis directed only towards Alaska, and

not the other 49 states.

It is rather obvious that many people in Congress must still think of Alaska as their territorial
icebox whose residents are not given to behaving like responsible citizens. Since much of
Alaska is federal land, allowing this attitude and practice to continue could lead to more
abuses of this type in the future. Itis pmdent that the State take a stand on this issue now,

before the practice can get started.

With regard to the management of fish and game, | am not opposed to giving people who
hunt and fish for their own consumption some priority access to those resources in their area.
However, this is much better regulated by local fish and game control, not a federal

bureaucracy.

Please pass this resolution and send it on to Congress.
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The Alaska Boating Association

P.O. Box 210430
Anchorage, Alaska 99521

Donald Sherwood- President

April 18,1997

Representative Jeannette James, Chair
House State Affairs Committee
State Capitol, Interdepartmental Mail Stop: 3101

Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative James:

Our organization has been closely following HJJR0021, relating to amendment of Title VITI of
the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA), sponsored by Rep. Beverly

Masek.

We are disturbed that your committee has held this Resolution up within committee instead of
allowing it to go forward. It is extremely important that our Congressional Delegation in
Washington, D.C. receive this excellent document to send the message that we do not
appreciate the Federal “blackmail” that is being imposed upon our great states Constitution.

We want to sec an end come to the long drawn out debate on Subsistence, as much as anyone else
does. However, it is ludicrous that the Federal Government suggests that we change our State
Constitution to conform to the ANILCA document. Our Constitution conforms to the
Constitution ofthe United States and should not have to be changed. The logical and fair way to
settle this issue is to amend ANILCA to conform to our State Constitution.

Please don’t let it be said that your committee, through unviuuu&M» to move this Resolution,
made it impossible for we Alaskans to be heard by our Federal Congressional Delegation. That
would be an injustice to all Alaskans that our organization would be extemely upset about. Let
us “get on with subsistence”, but only through practical and just procedures. Move this
Resolution out of committee, NOW, and let us go forward to manage our problems without
Federal intervention and coercion.

T *
Ju " Alaska Boating Association

cc: Members ofHouse State Affairs Committee: Representatives; Dyson, Ivan, Hodgins, Vezey
Berkowitz, and Elton
Speaker ofthe House: Gail Phillips
President, Alaska Boating Association: Don Sherwood



QPR-18-97 FRI 03i2B PM BURKHART tROY —JMINE 907 495 £338

April 18,1997

Representative Jeannette James, Chair

House State Affairs Committee

Alaska State Legislature, House of Representatives
State Capitol, Interdepartmental Mail Stop: 3101
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative James:

We were disturbed to learn today that your committee has not acted upon HJR0021, relating to
amendment of Title VIH of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act
(ANILCA), sponsored by Representatives Beverly Masek and Scott Ogan,

The real issue at stake here is not subsistence itself, the issue is wnether the Constitution ofthe
State of Alaska should be amended. We feel, strongly, that the State Constitution should not be
amended to comply with ANILCA. This issue should be settled in the Federal Courts, Ifthe
Supreme Court rules that the Federal Government cannot pass a law that is in contridiction to our
State Consitution, then the Federal Government should be required to pay damages to the
Alaskan natives for promising them something that they did not have the authority to do. On the
other hand, ifthe court rules that the Federal Government had the authority to pass a law in
violation of our State Constitution, then the Federal Government should pay damages to the State
of Alaska, since we were not given the same rights as the other 49 states were given when they
became a state.

The only logical and fair way to settle this issue is to amend ANILCA to conform to our State
Constitution, However, ifit is determined that our State Constitution must be amended to
conform to the Federal Law pertaining to ANILCA, then the amendment should contain language
that states that any Federal Law that exists now or that is passed in the fbture, that is in
contridiction to the State Consitution, supercedes the State Constitution. Otherwise, we will
continually be amending our State Constitution to make it comply with whatever Federal Law
they want to impose upon us, whenever they want to impose it. As ridiculous as that may sound,
we would suggest that you give it serious thought! I Please move HJR0021 out ofyour
committee and let it go forward as a message to our Congressional Delegation that the people of
Alaska want to settle the long-overdue issue on subsistence, yet we want to do it without some
sort of Federal “blackmail” imposition to our great states Constitution.

r (]
R _ Wow, Ak 99688-0204 - Fax: (907)495-6338
cc: Members ofHouse State Affairs Committee: Representatives; Dyson, lvan, Hodgins, Vezey

Berkowitz, and Elton
Speaker ofthe House: Gail Phillips
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GRAND CAMP
ALASKA NATIVE SISTERHOOD

Founded 1923
Tax ID 92-0013400

Alaska State Legislature
Representative Jeanette James
State Capitol, Room 102
Juneau, Ak. 99801

RE: House Joint Resolution No. 21

Dear Honorablo Jenncttc James;

My name is Maureen E. Obert, my Tlingit name is Sea Clien. | am Chookanidee yeiti
from the Brown Bear Fort. | am currently serving my second year ss a Grand Camp
Officer ofthe Alaska Native Sisterhood, as the Grand Secretary. And we are in opposition
ofHouse Resolution Number 21 because it would delete us as Alaska Natives.

The Alaska Native Sisterhood and the Alaska Native Brotherhood is a grand organization
which has boon organized since 1912 for the Alaska Native Brotherhood and 1923 for the
Alaska Native Sistorhood. This has been a great learning experience for me. | have
learned a great number ofthings being in the heart ofthis grand organization. The very
first thing that | have learned is that our Native people come first and all of our rights must
be spoken for and Title VIII, ofthe Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act
(ANILCA) protects our rights as rural residents. Any changes in this act would delete us
as peoplo, destroy our Customary and Traditional usage ofour land and wild renewable
resources. It seemsto us that yes everyone has the right to gather their food; without being
made a criminal ofhow they gather food. Restrictions have been placed on us to where wc

need a permitjust to go down to the beach.

Well enough ofthis | would say, Alaska residents can go to any giocery storo or wholesale
distributor to feed their family, meat sse'sMhles, etc. The only restrictions that
tlioy may face is to have purchase a Costco card this 1consider to be a permit without
limitations on what you can purchase to survive.

Considering that we are all the same, living as one people wo still face road blocks where
ever we go, meaning if you have applied for the State of Alaska Pormanent Fund and you
find that you have a question and need to call the office you will most likely have to listen
to a voice recording stating that your call Is important to us please remain on the lino and.
we will answer your call the way that it has been received, this message is in two
languages one in English and one in Spanish. Why is it not in Tiingit or other Native
language which is lacking in Alaska.

Sincerely in Sisterhood;
Maureen E. Obert, ANS Grand Secretary for

Kimberly Strong, ANS Grand President
cc: ANB/ANS Officers, Executive Committee
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DOUGLAS N. LARSEN
58 BULL PINE PLACL °

KETCHIKAN, AK 99901
(907) 247-3562

April 9, 1997

Representative Jeannette James
House ofRepresentatives

State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative James:

I am writing to express my support for HIR 21, and to encourage you and other House
members to consider supporting this bill which seeks to responsibly resolve an untenable
fish and wildlife management issue that continues to have far-reaching implications for
Alaskans and Alaska’s fish and wildlife resources. My suooort for HJR 21 comes as a
result of resource use and management observations wmcri i nave made over the past
several years. | would like to share some ofthese observations with you in this letter.

As a life-long Alaskan, | was bora and grew up in Juneau. During the 18 years that I lived
in Juneau, | had what seemed to me to be unlimited opportunities to fish and hunt with my
family and friends. Deer meat, fish, and crabs were a big part of my family’s diet during
those years, and | can’t recall ever feeling unnecessarily restricted in our opportunities to
harvest and utilize these resources. Following 4 years of college, | returned to Alaska in
1980 and relocated to a remote field site on the east side of Prince of Wales Island.
During the year and-a-halfthat | lived at this site, 1Lhad ample opportunity to harvest deer,
fish, crabs, shrimp, and clams for my personal use. In the early to mid-1980s, | moved to
Sitka where | again enjoyed ample opportunity to harvest fish and wildlife. Interestingly,
throughout these years of living in an “urban” area (Juneau) and in “rural” areas (POW
Island and Sitka), | was neither identified as a rural nor as a non-rural user. | was simply
an Alaskan who, like other Alaskans, had an opportunity to share a part of the state’s
harvestable surplus offish and wildlife.

In 1985 | moved to Kotzebue where, as in many parts of our great state, | found fish and
wildlife populations to be healthy and abundant, Under state management, | watched as
the Western Arctic caribou herd grew from an estimated 230,000 in 1985 to over 400,000
in 1990. With year round bag limits of 5 caribou per Jo.,, ..hh amoose and a sheep
each season, | did not feel the slightest bit restricted in my opportunity to provide game
meat for my family during the 5 years we spent in Kotzebue. Neither did | sec others in
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Northwest Alaska experiencing any lack of opportunity or success in providing game
meats for their families.

In 1990 my family and | relocated to Ketchikan where we continue to enjoy fishing and
hunting opportunities. With a 5-month deer season and 4-deer bag limit, obtaining
sufficient meat for my family has not been a problem, .he added opportunity to
harvest a moose, 2 mountain goats, and 2 black bears from the area, it has been relatively
easy to keep an adequate supply of meat in the freezer.

During all but a couple ofray 40 years as an Alaskan, tbe state has been managing the bulk
of our fish and wildlife resources. Based on my experiences in both “rural” and “non-
rural” areas, | have to conclude that state management has worked, and has worked well.
Recently, however, with the intrusion of the federal government into wildlife management
and allocation in Alaska, | have seen things that trouble me deeply and which have raised
my level of concern for the ultimate well-being of the state’s fish and wildlife populations.

As a case in point, | would like to share with you a situation that has arisen in Game
Management Unit 2 (Prince of Wales and adjacent islands). Two years ago, over the
opposition of both state and federal wildlife biologists, the federal Southeast Regional
Subsistence Advisory Council elected to open a rural hunt for doe deer in the unit because
a couple of council members reported seeing numerous does along the island’s extensive
road system. When confronted with biologists’ concerns, the council indicated that
federal staff would be closely monitoring the doe hunt and that the council could always
revisit the issue if it appeared to be a problem in the future. Not surprisingly, no federal
monitoring of the doe hunt was ever initiated. In fact, the only harvest data that was

obtained came from hunters responding to the state’s ?.r *; ' " questionnaire.

Two years after the doe hunt was implemented, several hunters reported seeing fewer deer
in Unit 2 than they had in past years. Although the cause for this wide-spread perception
is presently unclear, biologists will be surveying several parts of the unit this April in an
effort to obtain a clearer understanding of the status of the unit’s deer population. In the
meantime, the federal council decided to address hunter perceptions by proposing to
eliminate non-rural, buck-only hunters from hunting in Unit 2. At the same time, despite
their assurance 2 years ago that they could review the doe hunt if potential population
problems arose, the council elected to retain the rural doe hunt because they claimed it
was a customary and traditional use of the resource and people needed the opportunity to

harvest does.

Like many other Ketchikan residents, | am willing to forego hunting deer in Unit 2 if there
is a biological concern for the deer resource that can only be corrected by eliminating my
opportunity to hunt there However, ifthere is indeed a biological concern for the Unit 2
deer population, as the council’s actions indicate they believe, then the responsible,
science-based action would have been to first eliminate the existing rural doe hunt. This
doe hunt, incidentally, has not only been opposed by biologists, but has also been opposed
by the Sumner Strait Advisory Committee (rural residents of north LOW Island), by the
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Klawock Cooperative Association, by 65 Craig and Klawock residents who signed and
submitted a petition, and by numerous residents of Unit 2 who have submitted individual
letters of opposition. Indeed, in talking recently with a federal subsistence staff member in
Anchorage, | learned that his office has not received a single letter supporting the doe

hunt.

There are a couple of management implications that this Unit 2 situation illustrates for me.
First, unlike the state’s Fish and Game Advisory Committees, which submit proposals and
suggested actions to the state Board of Game for consideration, the federal Advisory
Councils appear to have repeatedly served as poli® Villi little oversight or
interference from the federal Subsistence Board. Furthermore, unlike the state system,
where public input is considered an integral part of the decision-making process, we
observed in this instance what appears to be total disregard by the Southeast Council for
the opposition to the doe hunt expressed by numerous rural residents. And finally, in
making their decision, the Southeast Council totally ignored responsible, well-established
and proven wildlife management considerations when they retained a doe hunt but
eliminated the harvesting of bucks. This, more than anything else, is what causes me
concern. If the federal system is going to allow biologically irresponsible
recommendations to be implemented because of ANILCA’s wording and interpretation, it
is apparent that changes to the act need to be considered immediately. Herein lies my
support for HJIR 21. Unfortunately, because of federal oversight clauses in the act, | do
not believe at this point that an amendment to our state constitution will solve our

dilemma.

During recent teleconferences, | have heard rural Alaska,. express concerns about losing
the rural preference they are guaranteed under ANILCA. Although | see many
inconsistencies with the rural preference allowance, | am willing to support it if that is
what it takes to get the federal system out of Alaska and allows the state to resume its
responsible, science-based management. Again, my concern is first and foremost for the
long-term integrity of our fish and wildlife resources, ]

1 strongly encourage you to support HJR 21 or similar legislation that would make
appropriate and necessary changes to ANILCA, and thereby facilitate the return of fish
and game management to the state.

Sincerely, A

Dodg Larsen

cc.  State Affairs Com. members
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Tanana Valley Sportsmen’s Association

RKIRATKO
Falrbank*. Alawki 9Vi7 Phoo»- (907) 474-0437
flprir 15, 1997 Fax (907) 474-0437

Jennette James, Chairwomen

House State A ffairs Committee

The Tanana Val.ley Sportsmen's A ssociation has been involved in the

subsistence issu e since its inception. The TVSA was the first

organization to successfully challenge the state's subsistence law.

There is no way that we can m odify the State Constitution or State
statutes that w ill prevent Federal takeover of the management of our
fish and game under the terms of ANILCA - despite the false rhetoric of

persons supporting T itle 8 of ANILCA.

The constitutionality of State and Federal subsistence law has been
challenged in both State and Federal, courts. M illions of dollars have
been spent on the p o litics of subsistence w hile fish and w ild life
(especially w ildlife) suffer frcm lack of management.

We urge the legislature to pass HJR21 and to do everything possible to

amend ANILCA to restore our States rights to manage our fish and game

and a ll their beneficial uses.

It's getting late cue not too la te to return to the constitutional
policy of managing our fish and w ildlife resources for abundance and to
satisfy the beneficial uses o f our renew able fish and w ild life
resources. please support HJR 21 and whatever it takes to amend or

repeal ANILCA.

Sincerel

O liver "Bud" Burris, Chairman

Legislative A ffairs Committee

20 d £2 :£T £1/fr0 i6. siyyna aaniio woad
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HOUSE STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 04/iSWM
ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE 1

IT WAS WITH GREAT DISAPPOINTMENT THAT | HEARD MY LOCAL F£P«SKSASSTYIiTiVI OVI-I-
BETHEL RADIO STATION PROCLAIMING HOW HE INTENDS TO TIE U? HJR 21 $i VOIfe. <OMMIT
IT CAN'T BE VOTED UPON BY THE LEGISLATURE. THIS POSL._. l...... I.EXLECTBS OWN K i
BUT IT DOES NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT THE VIEWS OF THOSE HEtR Em SS‘O TS.

| URGE ALL OF YOU, INCLUDING MR, IVAN, TO SUPPORT THIS RESOLUTION. UIVS APDRLN
SUBSISTENCE ISSUE BY AMENDING FEDERAL LAW, NOT BY CHANGINC—% THESYATEOONSTIT

| APPLAUD THE SPONSORS’ COURAGE FOR ATTEMPTING TO STAND UP FOR MCM'fy’ AS A
AND TO STOP DRIVING THE WEDGE FURTHER BETWEEN ALASKANS.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATIONy

P.0. BOX 293,
ANIAK, AK. 99557



DOUGLAS N. LARSEN
58 BULL PrNE PLACE

KETCHIKAN, AK 99901
(907) 247-3562

April 9, 1997

Representative Jeannette James
House of Representatives

State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative James:

I am writing to express my support for HJR 21, and to encourage you and other House
members to consider supporting this bill which seeks to responsibly resolve an untenable
fish and wildlife management issue that continues to have far-reaching implications for
Alaskans and Alaska’s fish and wildlife resources. My support for HIR 21 comes as a
result of resource use and management observations which | have made over the past
several years. | would like to share some ofthese observations with you in this letter.

As a life-long Alaskan, | was born and grew up in Juneau. During the 18 years that | lived
in Juneau, | had what seemed to me to be unlimited opportunities to fish and hunt with my
family and friends. Deer meat, fish, and crabs were a big part of my family’s diet during
those years, and 1 can’t recall ever feeling unnecessarily restricted in our opportunities to
harvest and utilize these resources. Following 4 years of college, | returned to Alaska in
1980 and relocated to a remote field site on the east side of Prince of Wales Island,
During the year and-a-halfthat I lived at this site, | had ample opportunity to harvest deer,
fish, crabr "hrimp, and clams for my personal use. In the early to mid-1980s, | moved to
Sitka where i again enjoyed ample opportunity to harvest fish and wildlife. Interestingly,
throughout these years of living in an “urban” area (Juneau) and in “rural” areas (POW
Island and Sitka), | was neither identified as a rural nor as a non-rural user. 1 was simply
an Alaskan who, like other Alaskans, had an opportunity to share a part of the state’s
harvestable surplus of fish and wildlife.

In 1985 | moved to Kotzebue where, as in many parts of our great state, | found fish and
wildlife populations to be healthy and abundant. Under state management, | watched as
the Western Arctic caribou herd grew from an estimated 230,000 in 1985 to over 400,000
in 1990. With year round bag limits of 5 caribou per day, along with a moose and a sheep
each season, | did not feel the slightest bit restricted in my opportunity to provide game
meat for my family during the 5 years we spent in Kotzebue. Neither did 1see others in



Northwest Alaska experiencing any lack of opportunity or success in providing game
meats for their families.

In 1990 my family and | relocated to Ketchikan where we continue to enjoy fishing and
hunting opportunities. With a 5-month deer season and 4-deer bag limit, obtaining
sufficient meat for my family has not been a problem. With the added opportunity to
harvest a moose, 2 mountain goats, and 2 black bears from the area, it has been relatively
easy to keep an adequate supply of meat in the freezer.

During all but a couple of my 40 years as an Alaskan, the state has been managing the bulk
of our fish and wildlife resources. Based on my experiences in both “rural” and “non-
rural” areas, 1 have to conclude that state management has worked, and has worked well.
Recently, however, with the intrusion of the federal government into wildlife management
and allocation in Alaska, | have seen things that trouble me deeply and which have raised
my level of concern for the ultimate well-being of the state’s fish and wildlife populations.

As a case in point, | would like to share with you a situation that has arisen in Game
Management Unit 2 (Prince of Wales and adjacent islands). Two years ago, over the
opposition of both state and federal wildlife biologists, the federal Southeast Regional
Subsistence Advisory Council elected to open a rural hunt for doe deer in the unit because
a couple of council members reported seeing numerous does along die island’s extensive
road system. When confronted with biologists’ concerns, the council indicated that
federal staff would be closely monitoring the doe hunt and that the council could always
revisit the issue if it appeared to be a problem in the future. Not surprisingly, no federal
monitoring of the doe hunt was ever initiated. In fact, the only harvest data that was
obtained came from hunters responding to the state’s annual hunter questionnaire.

Two years after the doe hunt was implemented, several hunters reported seeing fewer deer
in Unit 2 than they had in past years. Although the cause for this wide-spread perception
is presently unclear, biologists will be surveying several parts of the unit this April in an
effort to obtain a clearer understanding of the status of the unit’s deer population. In the
meantime, the federal council decided to address hunter perceptions by proposing to
eliminate non-rural, buck-only hunters fron. hunting in Unit 2. At the same time, despite
their assurance 2 years ago that they could review the doe hunt if potential population
problems arose, the council elected to retain the rural doe hunt because they claimed it
was a customary and traditional use of the resource and people needed the opportunity to

harvest does.

Like many other Ketchikan residents, 1 am willing to forego hunting deer in Unit 2 if there
is a biological concern for the deer resource that can only be corrected by eliminating my
opportunity to hunt there, However, if there is indeed a biological concern for the Unit 2
deer population, as the council’s actions indicate they believe, then the responsible,
science-based action would have been to first eliminate the existing rural doe hunt. This
doe hunt, incidentally, has not only been opposed by biologists, but lias also been opposed
by the Sumner Strait Advisory Committee (rural residents of north POW Island), by the



Klawock Cooperative Association, by 65 Craig and Klawock residents who signed and
submitted a petition, and by numerous residents of Unit 2 who have submitted individual
letters of opposition. Indeed, in talking recently with a federal subsistence staff member in
Anchorage, | learned that his office has not received a single letter supporting the doe

hunt.

There are a couple of management implications that this Unit 2 situation illustrates for me.
First, unlike the state’s Fish and Game Advisory Committees, which submit proposals and
suggested actions to the state Board of Game for consideration, the federal Advisory
Councils appear to have repeatedly served as policy bodies with little oversight or
interference from the federal Subsistence Board. Furthermore, unlike the state system,
where public input is considered an integral part of the decision-making process, we
observed in this instance what appears to be total disregard by the Southeast Council for
the opposition to the doe hunt expressed by numerous rural residents. And finally, in
making their decision, the Southeast Council totally ignored responsible, well-established
and proven wildlife management considerations when they retained a doe hunt but
eliminated the harvesting of bucks. This, more than anything else, is what causes me
concern. If the federal system is going to allow biologically irresponsible
recommendations to be implemented because of ANILCA’s wording and interpretation, it
is apparent that changes to the act need to be considered immediately. Herein lies my
support for HIR 21. Unfortunately, because of federal oversight clauses in the act, | do
not believe at this point that an amendment to our state constitution will solve our

dilemma.

During recent teleconferences, | have heard rural Alaskans express concerns about losing
the rural preference they are guaranteed under ANILCA. Although | see many
inconsistencies with the rural preference allowance, | am willing to support it if that is
what it takes to get the federal system out of Alaska and allows the state to resume its
responsible, science-based management. Again, my concern is first and foremost for the
long-term integrity of our fish and wildlife resources.

I strongly encourage you to support HJR 21 or similar legislation that would make
appropriate and necessary changes to ANILCA, and thereby facilitate the return of fish

and game management to the state.

cc: State Affairs Com. members



M ary L. B Ctfaop
1555 Q a~yQ rinxi’
T aX A'barkt,”, AK. 99709
907-455-6151

April 10, 1997

Dear Rep. Janies and members of the House State Affairs Committee:

I am writing in support of HJIR21. It is so important that our Congressional delegation receive
some sort of message from the Legislature. This resolution is not what | would prefer, but it isa
way to allow ALASKANS to make the decision on the "nature of the priority".

Many people believe that the priority comes into play only rarely -- when there is some sort of
unusual resource shortage, or when there is some sort of need. Even our Congressional
delegation did not understand the priority for many years -- claiming that it only came into effect
in these rare times of shortage. Many reporters "#ill think it’s only in times of shortage -- and

mislead the public.

In reality Judge Holland and the Dept, of Interior have made it clear that this is not at all the case.
AFN, the Outdoor Council, and the Interior Department all pretty much agree on the "nature of
the priority" as it stands right now The nature of that priority has been set by Congress and the

courts.

The Interior Dept says: All other uses must be eliminated before customary and traditional
subsistence use can be restricted).'

AFN, in their "no net loss" policy says: "The subsistence priority applies at all times, not just
when there is a resource shortage. The Boards (of Fisheries and Game) are required to provide
fully for customary and traditional uses before any non-subsitsence uses may be allowed."

Please allow Alaskans the option of defining the nature of the priority. We can do this by
redefining the terms "rural™ and "customary and traditional”. What Alaskans come up with may
be, or may NOT be, consistent with the state's Constitution. | personally hope it will be
consistent with our Constitution. I'll take the chance in this effort to find compromise. [I'll lake

the chance in this effort to regain state management.

Meanwhile some ofthe more onerous provisions ofthe federal law would be gone if this
resolution were carried out. For example, "public land" would mean federal public land, not state
and private lands and waters: subsistence harvests could not be sold in competition with

commercial harvests.

Please give Alaskans a chance to resolve this dreadful problem. Thank you for your efforts.
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HJR 21 M R JOHN
HJR 21 M S KAY
HJR-2-1 MS~r RO BERT-
LOCATION:MATSU
HJR 21 M R. ROD
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04/15/97 LEGISLATIVE TELECONFERENCE NETWORK SYSTEM LTN1150

09:51:28 PARTICIPANT LIST (TESTIFIERS ONLY) BY -:JNU

TCN:70630 SCHEDULED FOR:04/15/97 08:00 TO 10:00 FOR:-ALL
PUBLIC HEARING HOUSE STATE AFFAIRS

LOCATION:ANCHORAGE

HJR 21 CARL JACK TESTIFY

LOCATION:DILLINGHAM

HJR 21 RUSSELL NELSON BBNA TESTIFY

LOCATION:KENAI LIO

HJR 21 MR. CLARK W HITNEY SELF TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR. JOE HARDY SELF TESTIFY

HJR 21 M R RANDY SHUMATE SELF-SC I TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR. GARY HULL SELF TESTIFY

LOCATION:KOTZEBUE

HJR 21 MR CHARLIE CURTIS NANA TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR JOHN ERLICH KOTZ IRA TESTIFY

LOCATION:KETCHIKAN

HJR 21 MR. BEN HASTING S TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR. JOHNNY RICE TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR. DON W ESTLUND TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR. DICK COOSE TESTIFY

HJR 21 MR. JOHN PECKHAM TESTIFY

HJR 21 M S. KAY ANDREW TESTIFY

HJR-21 - —MSt— RO BERT- SHTELBS TESTIFY

LOCATION:MATSJ

HJR 21 MR. ROD ARNO TESTIFY

LOCATION:NOME

HJR 21 APRIL FERGUSON KAWERAK TESTIFY

HJR 21 EILEEN NOKBERT KAW ERAK TESTIFY

LORETTA BULLARD KAW ERAK TESTIFY



ft

A

fi

f» TR )cK

I 1?2 )T T

t

\j

CLEVhLTriAJ#

W /LL/E

al ter

EE ft

N ft ftftH

i A

VRKuUT/tT

| ff






PHONE MFSSACE

PHONE
i jFAX f [MOBILE rTFAGEM

=AVERY

DATE

' /)

EXT.

) .vriryrs

A >

.phoned

RETURNED
YORCALL
PLEASE?.?
CAI*BACK
WILL CALL
AGAIN

WAS IN

WANTSTO
SEEYOU,



GRAND CAMP
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Before and A fter 19292
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Juneau, Alaska
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Division of Subsistence
March 1, 1996



