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acres, "“whichisamaaller ranker ofacres thanis tauaOygivencnagricultural cottage
or schoolofndnea."(U.S. Home 1913; 5) Wickerxhsmhimselfsaidon to floorof
1»e Home that the Aiwta Agricnlanal College would ncrtft only t total of 80
sections (51,200 acres). Anoftercoagresanenddaed the reserve wodd be abort
180,000 acne, wicfleanther claimed “it woold be even wore HVDdmL'* (Congres-
sional Record, 34 W ray 1915: 4544-4545) Still later the Dept of Interior
nsrtnsSrtl Hat the Sectioe 33 gnat loatled 336,000 acres. (U.S. Dejpt of Interior.
1929:3)
Confor’jo stemmed mostly from the Ihct that virtually none of die lend outer
consideration hfodyet bccasurveyed, so ao one cootd havekaowiexactly howmany
aecthmwerepototiiallyhrchKiedh the reserve. (According to calculations made
yean laterby University of Alaskaadministrators, the total Section 33 jsndrarerved
for Alaska's he*)-jnnt college under tho 1915 meron comprised 420 sections or
26MO0acre*. (Pttty to”*can,8Pebraary 1960, Pree.P/N)en, 60*61,Box 14,FUe204)
The lack of rarveyt not only cansed coofosioo afcoot the size of the Alaska
Agricultural Cofloge’i reservation, it also effectively cancelled the valne of the
reeervatioo itself. The land set aside io 1915 mas dearly predicated oe surveys;
obviooaly, die specific sections reserved for edweation could not be reserved nntil
after they had been drijirasnrt The first line in the 1915 law rated ia part that the
edocartonai landscoaid be reserved only “when the pobVe lands of the Territory of
Alaska are surveyed, mder dhectkn of the Ooremment of the United States...*
Considering the pace atwhich the M etal governmentwas completing the rectangu-
larsurvey of Alaika, the college could have HieraOy wailed andl the next ice age. or
longer, to recede all of its land. In 1915, the General Land Office had hardly even
befon thetaskofmrveytng the Territory. Evenfourdecadeslater.in 1952, onlyabout
QOiSpercentof Ahnka's estkoated ansaof 375 milUaD acres had be«r surveyed. One
politician predicted hi theearly 195Qithatat the going rate of land suneyt, it woold
take between 12,000and 17,000yean to finish theJob, whilea less optimistic report
from the Tbniurial Division of Landsestimated it might takeu loog 4310 yeanl
(U.S. Housg, Statehood Far Alaska, 1957:321; Chipperfleld 1954:4) Notuntil after
statehood ia the 1960s did the U.S. government finally begin to survey sizeable

portions of the poblic domain 1c Alaska. (Docker 1992)
Without surveys, the 1915 congressional school land reservations fat Alaska for

both public schools and the land-fY * college remained empty promises. Outof the
estimated 20 million acres that the 1915 gnot reserved for the public schools of
Alaska, the Territory of Alaska ultimately received only about 106,000acres, or 0.5
percent of the original reservation. (Chipperfleld 1954:2; Stein 1987:7)

The famdgrantcollege's expected Tknana Valley land grantnever materialized
either. In 1958, the university reported that only 19 Section 33s—oat of s poss'ble
total 0 420 Section 33s hi the Tmana Valley—had been surveyed. “Atprxeot rate
of survey," the miverity’s land manager reported in 1958, "‘one migat expect
completion of survey in from 200 to 1,000 years." (Land Manager Report, 20 May
1958, Free. Papers, 1958/59, Box 6, File 88) According to figures from the State
Division of Lands, out of the 1915 reservation, Alaska’s famd-grant institution
ultimately teorlved only 11,211 acres, of which about 2750 acres were the campus
site reserved foreducational purposes, leavingonly 8,961 acres forrevenuepwpoaes.
Thus, the University of Alaskawas granted leu than 33 percentof the 268,800 acre
Tknsne Valley reservation Congres* created for its financial supportin 1915. (Stein

1987:167)

The lack of land was clearly seen in the university’s balance sheet During
the Univenity of Alaska's first three decades, from 1917 to 1946, the total revenue
to its permanent fimd from land sales, rentals, and leases was only $227JO. During
thattime, the university’s landincome neveramounted tomors than $30syeat.Qthtx
yean wereevenworse. Pnom 1926-1928, Alaska's alfegedland-grentcoOegecarrel
only 75 cents fromits land grant Nearlyevery thirdyear, until the late 1940c, w UA
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difllcalt position. The rmivenity tad maneroasdealings with Interior Department
officials aud Bunnell coaid not nfitard to ataDMD than. *TTyon are dMndned to
wrtenkucr Itatlcanoae beforethe Commiiee,” Dtmoodwrote Bremen,%orfflyoa
not « lenst with year aaperior knowledge of the endre rabiect, write me n
memrnndiVawfakhlnMy adoptin wholeorpmtntmy own whhnnt bringing yonr
name into the controversy." (Dhnond to Btmnell, 6 April 1937) If Boonell ever
wrote the memo which Dtanond requested, Uhas not yet come to light.

la 1938, the university selected 1,927cr es nearFairbanks for Usfirstquantity
grant under the 1929 law. (Stein 1967:7) nevertheless, the Interior Department
condnoed to frwartDimoad's and Btnmel Ts efforts to reserve additional land for
ttomivenity.JtaDepartmeatofthe Interiorisstill vigorously oppooed tohaving
set aside for the University df Alaska my mare of the public lands in the
Tbnfcory...” Dtaond wrote a0 Bmmdl fatFebruary 1941. (Dimond to Bunnell, 11
Febnmry 1941)

Amonth later Dimood fartherexplained: ‘TheDepartment’targnmentagainst
the bin seems to be baaed npoa the itmy that plenty of land has already been
reserved far the University ofAlaskaand dumoreis needed. Specificreferencew u
made to the feet that the giant of HXX000acres madeto the Territoryof Alaskafor
the benefit of (he University., .has not yet been selected except for approximately

2000 acres...” (Dknood to Banaeil, 12 March 1941)
By thetime Dimond introducedhit IOmiDlonncrebill forthe fifthmd hut time

in 1943, hehadapparentlyresignedhimselftothe InteriorDepartment's nowavering
opposition. Aa Dimond expected, the Interior Department reapoodod 0ooe again
with a negative recommendation. Acting Secretary Abe Fortas wrote fa July 1943
that Delegate Dfanond's proposed 10 million acre reserve, added to the more than
20 million acres previously reserved in 1915 far common schools and higher
education in Alaska, woold create a gigantic educational reserve of more than 30
million acres which Alaska did not need.

“Such anamoontwould be greatly in excess of the grantsof public landmade
to any of the States.” Forms wrote, ""and, considering the comparatively small
population of the Territory of Alaska, approximately 60,000, an additional reser-
vation o f the amormtpecpoaed for educational purposes, would seem unwarranted
and greatly out ofproportion to the presentor contemplated need of the Territory."*
(Fortas to Peterson, 19 July 1943)

la 1944, E. L. ""Bob™ Bartlett replaced Dimood as Alaska’s Delegate to
Congress. Bartlett told Bunnell he would resubmit Dimood's 10 miUkm acre
reservation proposal, but claimed it would be fotile as the Interior Department
would continue to thwart (to measure. ““I have no doubt that If I introduce a bill
seeking foe same objective asimilar report will be made,” Bartlett wrote, “but I am
perfectly willing to do so inany event if soch is your desire.” (Bartlett to Bunnell,
30 Deoetnber 1944)

Apparently Bartlettdid not reintroduce DimoorTs university land treasure, as
by that time anew force had arisen whichwould drastically alter Alaska'spolitical
landscape and the land question: the Alaska statehood movement.

In 1916, one year after Congress reserved more thanaquarteroftmillloaseres
in the TknanaValley tofinancesland-grantcoBegc in FUrtanfcr, James Wickoiham
submitted the fine bill requesting statehood for Alaska. Wickersham introduced his
statehood IMD, a symbolic gesture with no real hope of passage, on the 49%
anniversary ofthesigning of the Alaska Purchase Treaty. He pattermed his measure
after the statehood act o f Oklahoma, soppr ing foe generous grants of money and
land fcr education would find favor with Democrats, traditional supporters of
state’s rights, who at the time controlled both Congress and the White House.

(Atwood 1979:306)



PfefBlII

500"00 acreetorm taceflaaeoustoacrnal iaproveaiealB sod approxhaaieiy438X100 |
acres tor She support of (to University of Atafca. 6Under Gardner's propoasi, the
uatresafcy’s total acreage woold consist of the 2" toe campus, the 19557 an
Valley Section 33 reaeratloa—erroneously d lalMJ by bagrior to e about
336,060 acres and Ibe 1929 bad gnat of 100,000 aaes.) (UJ. Room 1947:14)

b tre spring of 1948, Delegate Bartlettand the Interior Department compro-
misedop dartreofbe w arltmulbad-great proposal; both agreed lo supportagnat
oftourseafcreatacarA towM iip (Sections2.16.32 red 36) totalingabout40 million
acrec, aad lo reassert die Untviaroty of Alaska’s rights to da eadre 1915 Treaca
VaBeySeaioa33grant, Le.sboat268,000ncres,indite 1929granto f100,000acres.
(U.S. Hooae 1949:2) Barden aad other strong etatrbood supportas admitted that
tteywouU hare preferredto a* tormore bad, tat that political reality at the time
dictated that tow sections per township, plus Secdoa 33 ta the Tirana VaQey, waa
the bee: deal Ahokacouldhope toreceive. AaretiredD eieple Dfanoodtolda Senate
committee to 1950t ““...we hare to take thbor we do notgetanything.” (U S. Senate
1950:75

chg.riheleai, otten still maintained that unless Alaska received more bod, h
could never become economically viable aaastale. Two statehood bill* introduced
ta 1949 again repeated the original Dhnond-Bartlett position: all poblic land not
needed by the federal govemment, ta addition to aboot 20 million acrea for public
achoob (erer>' Secdoa 16 ad 36) andabout 10 million acree for the rapportof the
University of Aiaaka (every Secdoa 33). (H.R.25andH Jt 2300,81*1 Congress, 1st

Session)

Congress moved toward* a revolutionary solution to the Alaska stale land
question ta 1950, when Uweeded traditional in-place grants o fspecific sections, and
endorsed the conceptof quantitygnats of tager blocksof open acreage. Ironically,
the most elogneat case tor changing the manner to which Alaska's land woold be
granted, and to* also granting Alaska additional land, probably c.lgtaated with
statehood's moatvocal oppoocot,WfaSonC. Arnold, chieflobbyistand publicist for
the Abakan canned salmon industry. (Kaake 1972)

At numerous congressional state-heod bearings, Arnold showed charts and
graphs illustrating that at the rate die rectangular survey was being extended to
Alaska, It would BiereDy take thousands of yean to complete the task, (As noted
previously, ~rtmaseain the 1950s were that it might take anywhere from 12,000 to
43,510 yean to surrey all of Abika.) Par instance, Arnold tabulated the history of
bod surveys b the last ten stales admitted into the anion, AramNorth Dakota (1889)
to Arizona (1912). On ifee date of admission, the percentage of surveyed bnd ta the
new states ranged from a minimum of 20 percent ta Idaho, to a maximum of 100
pacenttadrbhnma By CTntnnt, Arnoldnotedflatonly0.672percentofAliskaiuri
beea strveyed by 1950. (U.S. Senate 1950:414) Stace Alaskacould notreceive title
to a specific section of bnd uoccQk hadbeen surveyed, the state would virtually have
to wait forever to receive all of Ib land, and Arnold maintained that therefore
statehood was net a practical option for Alaska.

Instead of ruling out statehood, however, the slow pace of surveys merely
convinced the Senate Committee on Interior md Insular Afbirs, as Bob Bartlett
wrote, to adopta Twld andprecedent shattering way in determining bow bnd should
be transferred to the new state.”” (Nadx 1971* 8) In 1957, the year before Congress
finally voted to admit Alaska into thr, Union, Bob Bartlett readied that during its
deUbendoas hi 1950t the San&ie committee

evolvedanentirelynewprinciple in respectto landgrants. Itsdecision was

that the historic manner o fpassing onto the new stau numberedsections

after the survey should be discarded. Substituted, therefore, was the

provision which has remained in every statehood bill since, namely the

extraordinarily liberaland, 1believefor Alaska, advantageousprinciple

that the state should be allowed to select what land it desiredfrom the

F>om In-Placs To Quunmr
Gum



103.354000 acre proposed ataaehootfeatidement. consisting 0f50Q400aures fbr tbe
UMvenky of Alaakaand501X000acreefor the supportofteachers’ colleges ornormal

scfaoob. (See Table No. 1)

TABLE NO. 1
Typical Calculation of Acreage in proposed Alaska Statehood

Bfflf, 1953-1957

1.100 mJIBoaacna—Oeoeral open grant, do restrictions.

2.800,000 acres—Community Develop-ment Grants—itobe need for
expansion of cooBgnreitics. Half of acreage woold come from the
public damn!™*, half from national forest land.

3.2\550,000 acna—for various specified atate (tactions and (eternal
improverment* autiiwatd as follows:

500.000 acrea-Univonky of Alaska
500.000 acna—leachere’ colleges
5UX000 acres—paobBc baOdings
200,000—schools and asylums
for the dumly aod Mhxi
2(XX000 acrea—penitentiaries
200.000 acrea—mental inrltatkxu
200.000 acrea—charitable, penal nod
reformatory institutions
250.000 aaea pioneer bomea
(US Hooae 1953:17)

m m atioh Or 1913 By tbeearly 19504, ti tecaaed likely thatif and when Alaika achieved ataehood.
R unw« | the University cf Alaakawould receive ks long-delayed increaaetn tbeate offtnland
graoL Invariably, all of tbe atateboodbflla before Congress addressed theneed ogive

the aafarfaky additional land. But impending statehood also raised (ran far rbe

Territory of cancellation of the 1915 public school and adversity land reservation.

Given that Congress had rejected the concept of in-place grants in favor of quantity
grreits.kaeenaedreasoMbi6toinanylnwrnatoa.incindingDelqgtaieBobBartletl.that

Congress should revoke the 1915 reservations and substitute a larger quantity grant
TheTentorU DepartmentofLandwarnedtnaDecember 1954repratkiatAlaika

was In danger of potentially losing the millions of acres which the United Stoica had

reserved for Alaska odocarton Almost three decades earlier, lire statehood bill then

under consideration (See Thble Mo. 1) woold repeal the 1915 schoolland reservation,

and though k would provide up to one million acres specifically for the support of

higher education (500°000aaes for the University of Alaika and 5Q0JXX) acres tai

teachers’ colleges), itwonfc notprovide specific acreage tosnpport theschool system,
traditionally (to prime justification for granting land to states. The report rococo-

mended thatfeme treses be foood to goarantee that land be granted to support Alaska

schools, Jurtaawr; being done for higher education with internal improvement land

under the proposed statehood Nil.
Trere may ke o dyedtion 1 tre rgped of the schogl resenatin act

grmeadmamneqatotm;armrt twaidhae ran\aimbrﬁ% o

Trearigndl anddepunpcseofireld oflandto saies wesfor
?gimhlcsfms mw&g?aﬁ on.. provicesroestSr

e e )
Infia, tresdn.!iﬁangm Iftm mva]cmmmm
aUIBE1319)
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worudprcjbrthatnoebstinctionbemack byt). * 'j (fiber*-me buttint,
instead the proceedsfirm aU the granted asc.Y ns be n t fakir finthe
commonsupportgftks schoolsandthe Vnivert*/md’hotthtZ‘enitcrial
government bo given tiscretion in tkt tdstt<buion o fproceeds betweon
thorn two educational pnrposes.(Aandahl to Rep. Engle US House.

National Anktm RO 233,Bax113, HIL 6242)
He bll lo pom school ad adversity sections directly to >be Territory failed,

asdidmotorm m introdnood by Bartiea Is 1955 which would kve famed
minions af acres dhecdy lo (he Tarritory of Alaska without vtriiaf tot statehood.
This bill woold hove repealed to 1915 school ad onlvmfcy reser/adon, sod
sbrmUaneonaly granted the Territory (be right to select op to 20 miPkx acres from
the pnbBcdauah, approximately the cmoontof land thatcoold have bren reserved

under the 1915 act
The Interior Departmentafreed with the griritof Bartlett’s Mil, whic'-called for

in-place grants lo be (placed with a quantity fisnL
Agrantofschoolsectionsinplace itagrantoflandswidelydispersed
onageographical basis. Sack a gram gNostilt recipient, within Umiu, a
fidr proportion afj* various classes oflands within its boundaries, the
goodas wellasthe bad. Since the grantee’s holdingsart distributed over
a wide ana, large-scale exchange programs art required, as we have
learnedby experience, to bring the Ifoldings together into manageableand

economicalunto...
A very large proportion ofthe iand in Alaska does not appear to

promise, jbr the reasonably near hours, any substantial economic return.

A grmt gfschoolsections inplace would, therefore, leave the Territory

with a large body o fwidelydispersed holdings, needing managementand

protection m lyitiding little bitke wayofrevenues. (AssistantSecytoRep.

angle, RO 233, U.S. House, National Archives, Box 974, N X 246)

Though tbe Interior Department floored quantity grant? tn principle, the
departmentopposed revoking the 1915 school and universify section reser wdonan
the grounds that thbe Territorywas notyet reatly to menage 20 mflilon acres. Rather,
tx Assistant Secretary of the Interior suggested grating three million acres
t" medlaiel/ to the Teoitar/ m tbe flat installment of a large quantity gnat that
would eventna'ty replace the 1915 reservations. FVitbannore, interior Department
offldab suggested that the revenue from tbe three mfllinn ect*t be divided as

Allows:
20%—public schools
20%—ihrivanty of Alaska
20%—University of .Alaska Teacher Trebling
40%—tflscredoo of the legislature
(Assistant Secy b Rep Engle, 25 May 1956, RG 233, US. Ho'iae, Box

97A.HJIL246)

Charles Burnell's successors as Univen'ty of Alaska president, Terris Moore
(1949-1953/ and Ernest Patty (1953 1960), both recognized tbs necessity for the
university lo gain additional land if it was to be placed ona secure financial footing.
ftesidem Patty noted in 2955 that tbe university had virtually no incomeat all from
its ma |l amountof.ntrvayed Section 33 land in the Tanana Vsiiey, which beclaimed
was predominantly “mouse pasture’* anyway. He estimated tbe UA’s total income
flora tbe Thnana Valley bnd reservation was only about $20 a year. (Patty to Sen.
Anderson, 21 July 1955, UA Pres Pspett, 1955/36, Box 5, Hie 93}

President Rttty made the acquisition of additional grant land and the repeal cf
the restrictions on exUtag university laud—especially tbe prohibition against
selecfag mineral lands, and the len-year leasing limit, which eUminated tbe possi-
bility of any private investments on educational land—primary goals of hb admin-
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opposed aceaaprs to dedkaiB n o knd for specific pmpoaes. Loddjf back an the
issm to 196Atfc«nnmrTT Bartlettgpiatood his reaaqring toQov.WIL ‘'WnA.Egm
ISebed m , 4(fpoM (\NBQ/\D&\% E{'E'n ,m laa,M csec el fidtvan! kesee
thechaotic Inter ifrmryhirkwtogwMrthariiilngTirriAlaaladnttog Tteritn'Yddayt.
the one fear wUcfc M Ahskr' "xxntitndonal framers to create a powered
executive branch. Barttott coattaac

I have aparticularly strongJbehng on this because at many timesduring

consideration oftkt statehood bill, tffrrts won made to tot aside this *

csmonatoflondordratamountoflaudfor the commonschoolsandjbrobter

educationaluses. | always resistedthese ana, atu tunedout, successfully.

My conviction was aad Uh-tkat notwithstaneBng Ike possible needJbr

reck reservations in the early statehood bills, the reasonsfir seek have

long dace evaporated. / suspect that ia those daft then was not the

dedication or davodon to education which has sbice come bao befogmd

it wasJkb that aa assured source gf income must be providedJbr the

schools. That is oat so ia these dap... (1)fdedication is madefor one

institution oroneyurpot*wha argumentcouldl made againstexpand-

ing? None, ofcourse. Thephilosophy hen it doeety akin, as I believe, to

board control ofa state agency with the Governor serving only as a

figurehead, (fit is doneJbr one department qfgovernment, then almost

necessarily it mustbe doneJbralL Once we are there, we have the chaos

ofterritorialdaysaOcrvsrIgein. (Bartlettto Egan, 8 June 1964, UAPres

Papers, 1983/64, Box K \oider 212)

The passage at the Statehood Act In 1958, without my provision for land
specifically dodkased tor the sopport of the University of Alaska, ended for the time
bdnj at least the possibility of petting additional land from the federal lovemmeoL
But even more critical from the point of view of the university was ks losa at the
balance al the Tanana Valley Section 33 reservation-more than a quarter million
acret.H>cstatehoodactcsnoeDed the 1915 reservation o fedocational lands, stopping
any ferthrr lands under the act from being reaervedooce they were surveyed, though
reaffirming the university's rights lo any acreage already surveyed, selected, and

reserved.
University attorney Ed Merdes wrote Secretary of the Interior Red Seaton in

early 1960 to clarify the status of the Section 33 lands. Merdes wrote that one
interpretation of the statehood act, could be that all Section 33a were still in fact

reserved, pending a stcvey. Mr, dec argﬁ%: Ia’g )
Roraressaeie N fit BAQ, |tapm
%ﬁm&%mﬁmestogmm, ak;ec%ba UNEYED a’lgl

trestaeorthe Unversity; AWE .
indudedinor mwbiﬂmtoﬂe@aﬂ@(sc) millionacresgoecified
inSingb) oftre podActands vevoudliketothinkit

IS "Inacditiontd’, wesLgaaon (Sic) it is " induokedin® e 102 million
aores (MrtEstoSetm VrchISad Pm P, 15080 oG Hied)

The Secretary's answer has notbeen found ia the files, however, it is clear from the
historical record that the government maintained the Section 33 land could not be
reserved rtfl rorveyed and selected. Therefore, any lands not surveyed prior to the
statehood act, could in no way be still considered reserved.

The UA did make an effort to keep it rights to same af the cfisputed Section 33
lad. Daring tbe week before President Eisenhower signed the statehood act oo
January 3,1959, UA hod manager Donald Eyinck filed 64,000 acres of indemnify
setoc&mschosenta lleaofsurveyed Section 33 landintbe IraniV alley which hid
beendenied tothe university. Eytackfiled theapplications, as attorney Merdeswrote,
"tobeep alive any possible rights the University might hnve to these tods,” despite
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secare by July 7 ,1M3” one mflips acres "“fromthose I n k granted the MSB by the
ream ~jvtrmeK. sixmo igpM cn iron ecrona m i—orw pciccr* of IM
entiretody Jdh rihipaw hiE B . ITS. Amongothers, thelistcfspansuiofthe
UA’i iind rmritnrion bil taclnrtrd Atoms Aistov governor lay S. namnond jt
rinxf, iw e jpctnr warm iiyior, meeooreiiirono ( flpnmi, M otaer
membersfrom Anchorage, Nome, McZtatoy Park, Cordova, McGnth,Sewmd, and
Poim Barrow.

AcummiBeosnbMilniBscaled down the iogktadvo intent tangragriio one million
ran. TUeromrvmianoftard," the snbmitule bill stated, **tonll be fir (be parpaee
of replacing gramsof certain Sections 33 ta the Tanana VVaOey previously allowed
nady federal tawand now superseded'* by the statehood act (CorominBeSnbittitnio

far RB. 176)
After a heated debate, the committee sobsdmse turned the House on March 24,

1999 by a vote of 26-10, with fata absences. One legislative observer noted that
opponentsof the bill wereeither **and-tmivereiiy** (no one from SoottmarmwB Alaska
supported the measure) or were *"anti-dedicated fond votes as they corwidered the
granting of land another farm of earmarking funds..."" (Butler lo Patty, 24 March
1999, Pres Papers, 195V39, Boot 6, Pile 93) la the state senate, the one million acre
appropriation ptned unanimously 20-0, after Senators changed the terminology in
the bill from **granting lands'* to **reserving lands far the supportof.'* (Alston Senate
Journal, 1st Legislature, IM Session, 1959:859-860)

Itcame as a shock to President Patty and (he Band of Regems when Governor
William A. Egan vetoed (heone millioaacre billon May4,1959. Egan gave numerous
justifications far his rejection of (he legislature’s bill, and his veto message detailed

his st rong philosophical objections lo it. His veto read fa part:
GO SSTTTUTEFCRHOUEHILLNQ 16 a

0|II| toreene lancsor the ot of e Uhiversity of;
el Hieelt Inm Irm*astertwma&miw

aogasadnatin nSOSH#jlr? mayacdthat!would
al g rlhiymary doss "o ele ge0d

Wofphlclanbmoldcfcm idundionto
m"eedm 2 Qe s -‘F.‘i“'m

ZT

ﬂg%anbsomm/\ajdmwqummm

Governor E*oi correctly staled that traditionally federal lands were specifically
earmarked for mtarmal improvements such as peniiwitiariea, mental institutions, esc..
Butas this report has demonstrated, the vammajority of federal land grants lo states
were far the supportof education. Egan then gave the legislature his version of why

the land prowsmns in the Alaska statehood were unique.
Comittee heeoidloy Seretor OVEoney of

V\xcmrg vﬁe‘amohmﬂada’qumgamsmto the Lnian
StatLl. l‘lhatré“/\;anaiz dlrsteajoftlmeama‘md;ml/r\‘tém im
pnmafgaris,togatk)

%\Aojdg)to ot rrajlatlir(]e%%“ratoﬂm
bytre orsascroumsianouightirom
ti mareqne
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Governor Egan may have lom tight of the Jba that with the combi/ af
statehoodto Ahdta, tkt Untversityo fAlaska lostitj rightto acquire ebuoM

a miBkm acrttofAkubn lan-
The University'snfctoto A ii land, as has been stated by Dr. Emeu Patty,

prut/km aftkt University. | x?beet ‘walkedout’inthe biltwhichgrjntad
more than a hundredmiMon acres <ffland to the new state. Weagrtr with
Dr. Peatyia tkt beUefthotthe tkecry behinddepriving tkt University ifthis
land was that CongressJkk tkt state would provide adequately Jor the
University through tpedcl knd grants.

Tkeassumption wasprovedcorrectwhen the legislature actedto ensure Ikct
alandana equivalent to that tost to the University bypottage o feutehood
wasrestored... Wedo notbelievethat Gtmmor Egan'sveto oftHtbillhas
orwillever have the supporto fthe Alaskanpublic Wefeel tbe veto reflects
alackgfapprtdatkm jbrthe importanceafprovuEng an independentsource
qf revenue Jor our University—an e rr growing asset not subject to the
whims affuture legislatures. (News-Muter, 7 May 1959)

Pattywrote Egan InFebruary 1960lo renew the campaign for tbe universify™* Irdtl
bill. *The Resents and | felt that this was the most ‘vward lacking BIO for tbe
University that had ever readied the I eghlatnre.” Patty wrote, “and we were all
nrpriacd when yoo vetoed 1L This veto c u e shortly after you returned from the
nospifil and I blamed myself for not making a special erip to Juneao to explain the

background of the ban.” (Patty to Egan. 8 Feb 1960)
Inhis ste-pcfte letter, President Patty highlighted for the governor tea reasons why

the saa——

1. The history and theory behind the Morrill Act setting up a Land-Grsnt
University in each state Is based on tbe theory that each Land-Great
University woold be given a hod grant for the partial support of the
Univerniy...

2. The Statehood Act Ibr Alaska took away from the University tbe major
portion of its original Land Gram

3. The Uhiversity now bas only aminimal gramofland; much of this is of
no hmnediatevalue sndcompared, areawise, to the otherstates.itis ooe
of the smallest sad (sic) unpromising grants of say state university.

4. Most universities now have a sobaidhry Income from lands or other
property. Thisisgenerally used fbr research snd fborprojects thatcannot
be readily financed from legislative appropriations. The income from
lands should be invested in an endowment ftmd and only tbe income
from this find should be disbursed. The idea tbe University might
possibly secure an income beyond its reasonable need is a miscoocep-
tion beyoud the realm of possibility.

5. There may come a time in the history of tbe state when some great
financial crisis will develop. 1ftbe university bad, by that dme, devel-
opedan importantendowmeet, then the income from this might be very
helpful in tiding the university through tbe difficult period.

6. Toavoidduplication, thelandgranted tothe university would behmdled
by the stale Division of lands and there would be limitations an tbe
amount of land which the university could acquire in any ooe year.

7. The land-grant idea is workable aud has 100 years ofhistory behind it.

8. A broad financial base is important

9. (A) Strong stale university is vital to growth of state...

10. A subsidiary endowment income will help to the difference
between a moderately good university and an outstanding university.
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Wood Boaa Be poMWitiya( acdnitiag Tiew a‘a "dérokliehy appealing,
became, for rireBretrimbfcshfeBry, themrivsraityAaaly sorted Bearaaaiaeabfe
iacaaefromitsbadlmIdfegifel?61 wtaa it began seUng oil bam oaks Keoai
Peahmb had, lo In Ant43 yam, the mrivsrrify's rmiiJortrn Joccm from bnd
wm only $16756j03. Botwldi Ihs M t ofal boring it PY 60*1, the UAemed
$604,470to om yew alone, oroteat 31 riao whatithodearnedsince 19i7. Noall
wasever attack on ooivuAy bnd, kowtw,oidibma(W theamomt nettod from
0A leading moodily dnrJond. (UA FHv b ib Food Simmoat. 1917-1971, Prea
Papers, 1971/72, Boo “Kgber Bd..."", Hb, Land-Jaly-Dec)

la April 1964, when Congress wot grappling wkb relief efforts tor the Good
Mdoy Earthquake, Aoridtoi Woodwind Sb . Bortleo if it would be “piBiuuptii-
ooe™* B requret BBtnfloi the statehood oct and give the letvm Ity three tpflbon
acrea. T his could providebaeefar much-needed mateinnri supporto ffee university
now central FERIBIOHMIH a 88 reaources and BHOBHY MHSKIE as regioral®

(Wood B Bartlett, 29 April 1964) Bartlett’s

Mary Lea Cooodl daahed Wood's hopes. “Since any

omniboa or other legiriatioe will relate Bricdy to the diaoBer,'* she wrote, “Lwould

doubtverymu :vhedirelegislation ofthekindyou mentionwouldbeentertained.”
(Council lo Wood, 24 April 1964, Prea Papers, 1963*4, Box 14, Pile 212)

Continuing ftiicoaaiona with both stare and federal official*. President Wood
tried a new approach B acquire the three niillioa acrea he believed the onivereity
requiredfarfinancial security. WWoodproposed loSenaaor Bartlett thwtho university
begiven land fromeither “within tbe Arctic Wildlife Range, fromNaval (Petroleum
Reserve) No. 4, when and if Be Reserve is eHmInased or dimhiished ia sbe, from
the existing public domain, or from lands already acquired or B be acquired by the
stair *“Before takingup Wood'ssuggestion with Secretaryofinterior StewartUdell,
Bartlett coafeoed with Roeooe Bed, dbecnr of the state Division of Lands. “l am
reminded thB Governor Egan once vetoed a bill involving die university lends,”
Bartlett wrote, “bot my memory on the subject is somewhB hazy...” (Bartlett B

Bed. 14 May 1964)
Lands Director Bell informed Bartlett that the stale would continue to oppose

giving the university new lands from the public domain, simply because it would
merely takeawayland fromthe StateofAbrika. Already tbe DiriskmofLands faced
adifficultchallenge finding bnd thatwould in fret produce any revenue. **Any new
authorizations far university land selection from open public domain would appear
unacceptable,*Bed wrote Bartlett, “because such would in effect, reduceotherstale
land suitable for selection. (The acreage of land having apparent value seems far
below the state's entitlement of 103j000j000 acres.” Bell then reiterated Egan's

long-standinf objections. He wrote Senator Bart{(lzttt, A
/ dnsun | ann
qPETa ‘a%%j c“gg%rdm méaesg%lﬂje

0 whichcouldresutinasituianwhentre university es\valuelle
ancsproclang noe reaLe trenwauldbe resdeow e ater Sete
ft{ﬁ% achoffuncs. (BelltoBartiett, ZVey

However, there was one idea for giving the University of Alaaka land B which Bell

and Governor Egro reapoodcd enthusiastically: taking it fromapre-existing federal

reserve, such as the nine million acre Arctic Wildlife Range (now known as the

Arctic National Wildlife Rcfage or ANWR) created in 1960.

Bell complained that though the Arctic Wildlife Range was supposed B be
/subject to multiple use management,” such a hope wat unrealistic. The U i. Hah
and Wildlife Service, be charged, “is of necessity more or lass beholden to
conservationists, some of whom are radical and wticulafe single-use wilderness

proponents (sic).” However, he speculated, “Perhaps revocation of the withdrawal
could beaccomplishedifitwerelo permits university selection forconservationand
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Legislative R ese

Land-Grant Institut'Ons

Prepared for Representative Jim E lkins

By Cherie Nienhuis, Legislative Analyst

You asked fbra list of land-grant institutions. You also asked about the acres of land apportioned
to states to establish those institutions.

As you may know, the Morrill Acts of 1862 and 1890 established land grant institutions throughout
the country. The 1862 Morrill Act provided grants in the form of federal lands to each state for the
establishment of public institutions to teach agriculture, military tactics, and the mechanic arts as
well as classical studies. The schools established upon enactment of the Morrill Act of 1862

became known as the land-grant" institutions.

The 1890 Morrill Act (also known as the second Morrill Act) established additional land-grant
institutions in the racially segregated *>uth, where schools were previously denied land-grant
status because of discriminatory admission practices. This Act allowed such institutions to
receive federal funds on the basis of being equnabJ distributed among white and black schools.
Sixteen institutions were created under the second Morrill Act.L In 1994, 29 Native American
tribal colleges were added to the system through the Equity in Educational Land-Grant Status Act
0f 1994.2 The institutions added through the second Morrill Act and those added through the Act
0f 1994 were appropriated federal funding rather than federal land as part of their acceptance into
the land-grant system. We provide a complete list of lard-grant institutions, including the 1994
tribal colleges, as compiled by the National Association of State Universities and Land Grant

Colleges (NASULGC), as Attachment A,

According to the provisions of the Morrill Act of 1882, each state was eligible to receive 30,000
acres of federal land for each congressional delegate from that state. As envisioned, the land

htthA@f?Oﬁéaﬂ [():grl)% d@%@%s Feneral Accounting Office, October 20,1906. available on the Internet at

1Although the original legislation lists 29 tribal colleges receiving land-grant status, current federal grant
documentation lists 32°such tribal colleges.

007-46*3901 Iask&e aegasl tyra Stats Cspitol

907-465-3006 (toe) eqgislative IC
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would be add to provide an endowment for one or moa land-grant institutions. Since every state
at the time had at least two senators and one representative, the minimum land grant per state
would be 90,000 acree. This method of dtotribution favored heavily populated states—generally
the eastern states—where the number of congressional delegates was highest.

The U.S. Department of the Interior, General Land Office, published an information bulletin In
1939 that details the amount of land apportioned to each state pursuant to the Morrill Art and
other acts of Congress. We present the Information contained In School Lands: Land Grants to
States and Territories for Educational and Other Purposes in Table 1, attach3d. Please note that
Table 1 only reports the land granted pursuant to the 1862 Act. We Include a copy of the General
Land Office's Information bulletin as Attachment 8.

Officials with the University of Alaska also provided a table detailing the unlver tlty and state land
grants from the federal government, which we include as Attachment C. According to Marl
Montgomery, Director, of the Office of Land Management, the table includes not only land grants
pursuant to the Morrill Act, but land grants appropriated per various other acts of Congress as
well. For example, California's total of 196,060 acree consists of 150,000 acres of land granted
through the Morrill Act and 46,080 acres of land grantuJ through Ch. 145, 10 Stat 244 (March
1853). Both of these land appropriations can be found In the information bulletin at Attachment A.

We are also attaching a copy of The University ot Aiaska: A Land Grant College Without the
Land, by Terrence M Cole, Ph.D., University ot Fairbanks. Dr. Cole’s publication gives a good
overview and history of the Morrill Act and of the attempts to obtain additional land for the
Unlvorslty of Alaska; we include this publication as Attachment D.

I hope you find this information to be useful. Please do not hesitate to contact us It you have
questions or need additional information.

led'slatve Resarch Rport (RA B March9,2006—Page2
land-QrantiNSThd\S
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Attachment A

Land-arant Tribal Colleges,"
hitp' J\www. nasulge.org/About Nasulgc/members
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ALABAMA . )
Alabama A&M University
Aitoum University
Lunkeg'/e University

ALASKA
University of Alaska System

AMERICAN SAMOA .
American Samos Community
College

ARIZONA )
University of Arizona

ARKANSAS .
University of Arkansas, FayeUeville
University rf Arkansas at Pine Bluff

CALIFORNIA
University of California

COLORADO o
Colorado State University

CONNECTICUT,
Connecticut Agricultural
Experiment Station
University of Connecticut

DELAW ARE . )
Delaware State University

University of Delaware

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
University of the District of
Columbia
FLORIDA

Florida A&M University
University of Florida

GEORGIA o
Fort Valley State University
University of Georgia

GUAM
University of Guam

HAW AIL .
University of Hawai

http://www.nasulgc.org/About_Nasulgc/members_landjgrant.htm

NASULGC MEMBER LAND-GRANT INSTITUTIONS

MONTANA .
Montana State Untversitv

NEBRASKA
University of Nebraska

NEVADA
University of Nevada, Reno

NEW HAMPSHIRE .
University of New Hampshire

NEW JERSEY o
Rutgers, The State University of
New Jersey

NEW MEXICO o
New Mexico State University

NEW YORK
Cornell University

NORTH CAROLINA

North Carolina A&T State University
North Carolina State University

NORTH DAKOTA

North Dakota State University

OHIO o
The Ohio State University

OKLAHOMA )
Langston University
Oklahoma State University

OREGON o
Oregon State University

PENNSYLVANIA o
The Pennsylvania State University

PUERTO RICO )
University of Puerto Rico Mayaguez

RHODE ISLAND

University of Rhode Island

SOUTH CAR_OLI_NA
Clemson University
South Carolina State University

Page 10f3
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NASULGC: Members Tribal Page 1

. NASULGG

1Y aW NASt/LGC

LAND-ORANT TRIBALCOLLEGES

ARIZONA NEW MEXICO

DtOttCOMtqe Crownpoht Institute ongchnoIogy

Institute of Am erican Indian Arts
D- IFORNIA
QUnlversny

Southwestern Indk i Polytechnic Institute

NORTH D/.XOTA
Cankdeska Clkana (Little Hood) CommunHv

KANSAS . . . .
Haskell Tndian Nation University Colloge

Fort Barthok. CommunHv Collegs
Sitting BullCollege

galili—MﬂPCNcommumty CO”EgIa Turtle Mountain CommunHv College

United Tribes Technical College

MINNESOTA

Fond Du Lac Tribaland Community College H DAKO

Leech Lake TribalColleaa g akL380} EO”@ e
VtfiHe Earth Tribaland Com munity Collage 1 an

3into Qleska UnlversHy
Slilsseton Wahpoton Community College

Clcktet Commyy Clleo

Fo rtBeI nap Commumtyiﬁollege Northwest Indian College

Fort Pac Commumty College

W ISCONSIN

Htle Big Horn C

§al|3h O?éegaf Fege College ofthe Menominee Nation

t0ne 0 ege Lac Courte Qrsilles Ojibwa Com munity
College

F! ?ag g?tglan gr(r)\”rr? i ity College

01996 NASUIGC. 1307 Nw York Avanua. NW.
Suite 400 ]Washington, D C 20005-4722

TalaphoTa: 202-4706040 Fax 202-479-4046

3/4/2005

http://www .nasulgc.org/About_Nasulgc/members_tribal.htm
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SCHOOL LANDS
Acres for Education

Dedication ofportions of the Nation’s public lands for the advance-
ment of education was among the first principles adopted by the
founders ofpur Federal Government.

Recognizing the importance of permanent endowment and develop-
ment ofa mblic-school system in the new Republic, thin fundamental
policy was written by the Continental Congress into its ordinance of

July 13, e

of education shall forever be encouraged.”

Actually, this principle had been formulated 2 years before in the
ordinance of May 20, 1785. In that ordinance, which provided for
the establishment of the rectangular system of surveys on the public
domain, it was stipulated that “There shall be reserved the lot No.
16 of every township for the maintenance of public schools within
said township.”

Incidentally, under the rectangular survey system, there are 36
sections, each 1 mile square, in every regm .r township.

Ohio was the first State to receive a grant of the 640 acres contained
in a 1square mile school section, under the provisions of the 1785 act,
and the dedication of one section for the support of public schools
was specially provided for in the organization of each hew State and
Territory until the establishment of the Territory of Oregon in 1848.
In that year demand for increased facilities for educational advance-
ment resulted in the dedication of two sections in each township for
school purposes, such an aIIotment being made upon the admission of
the State of Or — r :
zona,
was expanded

sections of school land in each township.
In the course of time it was found that some of the tracts of public

domain, intended for dedication as school grants, were embraced in
old private land grants originating under governments preceding the
United States in sovereignty, such as that of Great Britain, France,
and Spain, and that some irregular and fractional townships contained
no section numbered 16 or 36. 1t was also found that some of these
sections had been appropriated by settlement before the survey of the

land could be made.
As a result of this situation, Congress, in 1826 and again in 1859,

J.tv policy
selection of other lands in ueu of school sections embraced within
Indian, military, or other reservations.

127663°—30



2 LAND GRANTS POB EDUCATIONAL AND OTEDW PURPOSES

Although the school land grants in general were limited to non-
mineral lands, they were, however, extended by Congress to include
mineral school sections by the act of January 25,1927.

To the grants for common-achool purposes uriginally planned by
the Continental Congress were added grants for seminaries cf learning,
universities, agricultural colleges, and normal schools, as the neecl
for advancement in education progressed with the development of the
United States. In mostcasessuch grantsweremade in specificamounts
to be satisfied by selections from the unappropriated, norunhmral
public lands of the United States within the state, and in i, few co *s
the granted lands were described in special acts of Congress.

On July 2, 1862, Congress provided for the granting of lands to
the St&tee for the support of colleges teaching agriculture and the
mechanic arte. In connection with the establishment of the 'land
grant college” system, States in which ‘-here were no public lands of
the United States or which did not contain a sufficient amount of
public land to satisfy the grant, were issued land scrip to be sold by
the State and located by the purchasers on public lands in other

States.
Other Grants to States

Besides the grants for public-school purposes, portions of the public
domain were assigned to the States for the benefit of internal improve-
ments and for various State inatitutbna. such as miners’ hospitals,
deaf, dumb, blind, and insane asylums, charitable and penal insiitu
tiona, public builaings, etc. In more recent years grants have been
made to severs! of the States for public parks.

The grant for internal improvements, 500,000 acres to each State,
was made by act of September 4, 1841, the swampland grant to the
States was made by the act of September 28, 1350, and tne grant for
the benefit of agricultural colleger, a quantity equal to 30,000 acres for
each Senator and Representative in Congress to which the States were
respectively entitled, was made by the act of July 2, 1862.

Certain States, admitted at later dates, have received in Ueu thereof
oth'/r grants of definite amounts of lands icr specified purposes, such as
panitentirjies, miners’ hospitals, insane asylums, schools of mines,
military institutions, agricultural and mechanical colleges, and for the
payment of bonds issued by certain counties, as in the case 0? Arizona

and fsew Mexico.
Grants to States in aid of railroad construction are not included in

thiy com pilation.
The amounts of school sections and other Federal grant lands allo-
cated to the States under the various statutes enacted since the formu-

lation of the policy by the Continental C igressin 1785 are shown in
the following tabulations.



Alabama

ilaaka Territory.
ArisSONa........c......
Arbuuu.............
Ciiliiomia----------
Colorado-----------
CoDxecticnt
Delaware-----------
Florida

Hindi.
Indiana
lowa ...

Maasaohuaettft
MInhipn
Minnesota
Mirrinrinpi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska

Total Grants by States

Aem
2,2000m ~
2J, 447, 458. 95
10, 549, J72. 71
9, 872, 088. 37
8,510,4M. 91
4.488,808.00
180, coa 00
80,(V«a 00
21,081, 1t91 77
270,03 00
8, 680, 555. 21
8, 680, 32L 11
4 800, 258. 49
8, 082, 987. 52
8, 014, 418. 29
852, 50& 65
11, 035, 488. 88
210, 0001 00
210, 000. 00
860, 000. 00
8, 787, 098. 27
8, 874, 088. 28
5,021, 078. 71
5, 578, 978. 99
5, 871, 057. 70
8, 453, 711. 00

Qtata or Territory ami purpose ot grant

Uil Ui

Seminary oClearning.

Common schools, wo.

land*).

18 (or Indemnity

Acts Apr. 20,1813 (8 Stat. 486), and Mar. 2,

Nevada..
New Hampshire
Now Jersey

New Mexico...............

Oklahoma.

Oregon.....c.ccccvevveene
Pennsylvania----------
Rhode Island.............

South Carolina

South Dakota............

Tenm
Texas.

Utah ...

Vermont
Virginia.
W ashington..
Wurt Vuginia.

Wisconsin...........e..e.
Wyoming........ccceeuenne

Total...............

Oranting eots

1810 ft Stat. 488).

Salt Springs and oontlguone landa.

Seatu? Qctanunsnt.

Ictarasl impjovwnants Initialling ririr C\J

shoals.
Swampland

swamp vdem fty ..o
JPIICWBOriP.

TuakKagaeMorm al and Industrial Institute.-
Industrial School for Qlrls
Seamy Hosp|tal tor Colored Insane

Vocational :.?d other eduoatkmal purpoees

Total.

alaare naarroBT

Common schools, sacs. 18 and 38, reserved

(mMtimatad).

Agricultural College and School of Minae,
oartaln .'ecs. 38, meat-red (estimated).

Agricultural College and Soboolof Mines___

Agricultural College and SchoolcfMines....

Total.

ARIZONA

University
University
Public buﬂdmgs
Penitentiallee.

Insane asylums.........ccccceeeeeen
Peat dumb, and blind asylum.
I (Inara’ hospital........cceuueee

by actofMar.

Act Feb. 18, 1881 (21 Stet. 328)
Act June 20,1010 (34 Stat. 667,872)...
Act Juns 30, 1010 (38 Stat. 887,673)...
Act June 20,1010 (38 Stat. 687, 673)...
Aot June 301 1010 (38 Stat. frlV, 673)....
Act June 30,1010 (38 Stat. 867, 673)....
Act Juns 30,1*10 (36 Stat. 897, 873)....

Act Mar. 2,1810 ft Stat. 480)

Acts May 2
1841 (6 Stat
Act Sept. 28, 1880 (0 Stat. 610)
Act;Mar. 2, 1888 (10 Stat. 884), as extended
1,1887 (11 Stat. 301).

Act Feb. 18, 1800 (80 Stat. |
Act Feb. 18, 1800 (30 Stat. f
Act Dso. 18, 1021 (42 Stat. 1
Act Fob. 21, 1081 (48 Stat. 1201).

Act Mar. 4,1018 (38 Stat. 1214).
Act Mar. 4,1016 (38 Stat. 1214).

Act Mar. 4,1016 (38 Stat. 1214)..
Act Jaa. 21,1020 (48 Stat. 1001).

“ Stat. 200), and Sept. 4

Am

3, 728, 647. 00
150, 00a 00
210, 00a 00

12, 78* 916120
9*0, 00ft 00
270, 00a 00

3, 198 551.50

..... 2498006

8,095,71X1
4,375,514 88
780, C00. 00
120, 0GG 00
180, 000. 00
3, 485, 872. 95
300, ooa 00
180, 000. 00
7,404 490. 54
150, ooa 00
300, 000. 00
3, 044, 471. 00
150, 000. 00
0, 2225 048. 99
4,189, 209. 00

203,815,730.30

ﬁ'r'éﬁfed

48.080.00
311,837.00
28.010.00

1068

410,068.87
30.C20.08

24.000. QO
28.000.00
181.41
1,628.10

21280,300.88

3), 000,300.00
338,000.00
3,340.96

100,000.00

21,447,468.96

2030308

100,000.00
I02000.C0
000.00
,000.00
£0,000.00



LAUD GRANTS FOB EDUCATIONAL AND OTHER

Steta or Twrttoryaad purpose of giant

uaoii-oontinusd

Normalarbcola..
m mate., M Im  §iiJ B i
eiwl TT.ihAntnal polioses..-.

Mflitury Institutes...
Payment of bends teaoad tOM arioor*, Pima,

'/avaoal and Cooanino Coant?**.
Common sobrob, aaca. 3, 33, 18, and 88 (or
Indemnity Unas).
[ T - Yo i 5V
Miners' fioapltel.
Park rnd othar pi
Untm tty...

IUXXUI
Samirory <university........

PubUc buildings.........ccceee.

Common sobsola, sec. 16 (orIndN snity lauds)
Salt springs an<locnUguous lands
Internalim provements................
SWaAM Pttt

~NAgricultural collet# scrip.

CUJTOENU

Internal improvements...........cccccoeeiiienene
SWaAMP ittt

UNFNraity ..o
Public builldings
Common schools, seas. 16 snd 88 (or Indem-

calkiw

Total.
oolosado

amenta.......

Public
Peniuctiarta*
Oommou sobools,
damnlty lands).
Salt springs and ocntigxvju* lands.
State agricultural ooUoge...............
State agricultural college...............

1C and 38 (or Ui-

Blologtogl station..
School ines.
Total..

QONVKCTIAUT

N Agricultural oolleaa scrip.

ontew eii

N Agricultural college scrip.

PURPOSES

Amount

Granting acta pentad

(MM)
Im. oon@
isoTooo W
Act Jane 30,1010  Stat. 817,6/h— 100,000.00
Act June 30,1610 IStat. 887,873)— 1,000,000.00
Aot Jana 30, 1010 (38 Stat. 882, 672) A 00A168.00
ActJan. 0, 1038 (41 Stat. 1844)... 180.08
Act Fab. 30,10M (40 Stat. 1363). i A)og.oo
AotApr. 7,1010 (46 Stat. 143)... 1,Anaoo
3.B7&71

Aot May 31, 1004 (a Stat. 786)..

Aat Mar. 3.iW (4 Stat 3U), and aot June
as, i8*e tat. an. .
Adts Mar. V01881 (4 Stat. #v3). Juno 13,18*3
(4 Stat. ekt). and Jons 38,1U8 (8 Stat. 81).
AotJuneE; 8Stat. At..eeeeeeeeeeeenenn
Aot Juno 38,18C6 (8 Stat..
AowmBept..4, 184 tat i
St@tt ﬁﬂ(i? atiamended,
1

Aot Sept. &5, 183 &5, 18
ﬁ?ﬁ oompromlse aotApr. 30,1808 (W Stat.

Aot July 3, 1843 (13 Stat. 808).

Aot Sept. 4,184! (8 Stat.
Aot 38, 1880 (O Stat. |
.3. 1883 10Stut. i
Aot Mar. 8, * |OBtet.
AetMar. A 10 Stat.

Aot Mar. t 1878 (18 Stat. 474)..

Aot Mar. 3 1007 (34 Stet. 1348).
Aot Juna 36,1010 (88 Stat,817).
Aot Juna 7, 1034 (49 Stet. 4/V)._
Aot May 3, 1083 (47 Stet r4l)..

Act July 2, 1862 (12 Stat. 808).

Act July 3, 1883 (13 Stet. 806).

10,843,073.71

46.080.00
14800.00
088,778.00

7,886,486.87

180.000.00*1
3,873,008.9/

800,000.1)0
X'190,808.81
48,080.00

A 400.00
8,584,308.00

-M 17?
ASIA 484.01

4A 080J.
32.000.00
82.000.00
8,888,618.00

46,080.00
180.00
1,800.00
180.00
300 00

{ #9feeL

ISAQD- 001

90,000.00

i Grants to California for park purposes were made also by acts of June 20,1036 (40 Stet. 3036 snd 2027)

nc selections approved—area undetermined.

/-

LAND QL

State or Territory i

;X0
Seminaries Otlearning

gngfiSBBE’?_

Pnonaaboola,wo. i
Swampland Indemnity

Agricultural mllige ear

anoi
Agricultural m llug* aor

University............
P°*7«rity, M oeoow...
Agricultural mlloge

Publlel
ef*as*«ylum.
Bduoadonal, charitable
Naqrau ubokile
sciintiflo °0h00j Yereiie
Common aoboola. aaoa.
nlty lands).
Leva Hot Springs.........
Pobfcopark.....0...........
Cnhrwfiy....cooeuun
Protuafwament tor"
Pish oultun ...

n.ijw

Samicary oflearning...
Common schools, sec. 16
Sait springs and oantigt
Beatofgovernment.....
Internal Improvements,

Swamp
Swampland tndam nity.

Agrioultnral ooliege sari

Seminary of learning...

Seatofgovernment.......

Common schools, sec.
land*).

Salt jrings and oontlgi

Internal improvements

Swampland indem nity.

Total.

low

Internal improvements.

University.._

Public building™*..........

com n sonools, sec
fanai).

Salt springs and oontlgi

gvv\vlgmpland indemnity



%ooi§§
100800
100800
800800
810800

10800
800800
1.40800
187871
0,67171

M, (.50.00
1000000
U, 77100

40,080.00
00,000.00
00,400.17

$0,000.00
17a.001.»7

10000000
110,00181
40,08100
0,400.00
IHMOO

140,000.00
0,’ac 10

410, 43*.01

401000.00
9100100
a 080.00

000.00
n. 00000

484, 41100

41 080.00
18100
1,10100
180.00
10000

434,801 00

91 000.00

and 3037);

f Afriooltoral oollega sarip

QS0a0IA

riQricolfairal
IDAHO

Univanity ...
Univanity, Moscow.........

Pnbllo
Insane asylum .

doo |acsl ﬁ(harluble [ RS
gganjﬁoto oMBIZZIZIIZIIIIZIIIIIZI

Common sabools, nai. 10 and 40 (or indem-
nity land*).

Lava Hot Springs

PublicJ L i,

CNIrarntro s

Perpetual easement for flab and

Flan ooJtara.........c.ccocuveeiiinnnnnn.

Total..

0X0(00

Seminvy oflsarntng.........cccceoiiiiiiiiieenns
C< mmon schools, sao. 10 (or Indem nity lends)
Sait sprints and oantiguxu lands.................
Boat of government—.... . .

Interne! improvement*, |nC1Ud|ng ot.Js—

SWAMP .ottt .
Swampland iNdem Nity .........cceeveveeee veiiennnnns

~Agnoultnrel collage scrip.

IKDIAJFA

Seminary oflearning..........

Seat ofgovan -nant.........ccceeee evveeeiiiiine .
Common schools, mo. 10 (ct Indemnity

lamb).
Salt sodngi and oontlgaoos lands.................

Internal improvements (canal* and road*)...

SWamMpP....oooooiiiiiiiiiees
Swampland Indemnity.

Total.
I0TA

Internal improvement®... .......cccceeviiieiiinnn.
University.....cocceeeenn... .
Pobllo bollding™ ...
Common schools, seo. 10 (or Indemnity
Uadi).
Saltipring* and contiguous lands.................
Swamp .
Swampland Indemnity

Aot July 3,1063 (13 Stat. 401).

Aot P»b. 111881 (H BUt. 830).
Aot July 11880 (at Stat. 2}9)
Aot July 11860 [natat.al
AotJuly 11080} Istair
Aot July 0,1080] IStat.

Aot Jo: y11890 IStat.:

Aot July 1 1880 ( JStat. SO).
AotJuly A 1890 C.ls.U.t.a.u
Aot July 11880 25 Stat.
Aot July 11880 (38 Stat. S *

AotApr. 11 ISIS | Stat. 438)
AotApr. 111818 i Stat. 420
AotAnr. 111818 Stat. m .....ccoeeeeennnnns
AotMar. 11819 ' BtM. 538)__
Aot Sept. 4,1841 St t48), with tbs aot of
Mar. 1 1837 (4 —
(O OF O18).iieereernn..
t-.r 084), and Mar. I,

iM7 n i
Ac* Jury 17808

Aot* M ar. 30, 1804 (3 Stat. 377), and Apr. 19,
1810 (S Bt*t. 362 ).

Aot Apr. 19,1010 (8 Btat. 389).......cccuvvvrvneeenn

Aot Apr. 19,1010 (8 Stat. 388).....cccevuieiiienns

Aot Anr. 19,1810 (8 Stat. 389)...........ccceeeenne

Aot Mar. 3,1037 (4 Stat. 334, 380), aa supple-
mented by other aota.

Aot S«i 33, 1840ff§SUt 419)..iiiiiiiiiiie

Aota Var. 3,1804 tat. 084) and Mar. 3,
1857 vli SU1L. 351

Aot Sept. 8 1441 54 Btut. 448
Aot Mar. 8 1844 (8 Stat. 7SC
AotMar. 8 1844 (4 SUt /MI.
Aot Mar. 8 1844 (5SUt. 788).

Aot Mar. 8,1844 (5SUt. 789 - ...cccevvverernnn. .

Aot Sapt. 38, 1440 (9 SUt. Oil).cceeeeeeiennnee

Acta Mar. 3 1844 UO SUt. 011), and Mar. 8,
1847 (11 SUt. 361).

08008001

40.00000
m, 00a.00
90.000.00
40,000.00
0,000.00
40.000.00
140.000.00
ion
100,000,
3,938,90800

8,088,408 31

3, 408 06
400 00834

1,447,048 80
3,800.07

4,689,831.11

48,08809

X 660.00
668,67800

38,040.00
1,916,80146

1,304,318 78
4,880.30

4,806,348 40

40800800
4808800
8,300.00
1,008078.43
48,080.00
874,377.06
331.978 98



mm
[Agricultural oollege SCrip.......coeeevvivevierriiinnnn. | Aot July 3,1863 (138Ut. 808)_

teamTLAND
liclcultural colion scrip—

MAMACST7B1
[Agricultural oollen SCrip....cccceeveeeeeeeieieiiiiiiinee | Aot July 3,1803 (138Ut. 808)

mchigan
univanity........ccccoeeeeeens
Pnbllo bulidines
n schools, sec. Iff (or Indem nity lands) |
Baltsprings and oontisgnona lands.
Tnttm al Improvements

Swamp o AotSapt.
Canals.....cocoeveeeniiennnnn. U Aota Aug.
. 13SUL. s
Swampland Indemnity. Mar. 1
8711 S

(Agricultural college. -
Total.



LAND GRANTS FOB EDUCATIONAL AND OTHER PURPOSES

Stat* or Territory and purpose of grant

MI80TA

Internal Improvements.
SWampP-.iiieieeees

Universlty.

Pnbllo

Comxnon
ntty lands)

Saltepringiand oontinguooa lands

18 and 86 (or indem-

Total__

uesaan

Jafleraon College.

Common eoboola,i .16 (or Indemnity lands)

Seminary of teaming.
Seat of government..
Internallimprovermam.'s..
SWamM P
Swampland indem nity..

Agricultural and meohanical ooltege
Industrial institute and oslte ff for girte.

Total.
lasaouu

Seminary oflearning.

Seatofgovernment.........cccvevueiiiiiiieiiinnenn,
Common eoboola, see. 16 (or Indem nity lands)

Salt springs end oontlgnous tends.

Internal Improvements..................
Swamp
Swampland Indem nity

IAgricultural oollege...........ccccoeeeiiiiiininnnnns
ToUL.

University

Agricultural college.

Publlo buildings............

Deafand dumb asylum

Reform sftbool-

School of mines

Normal schools

Common acboois,'seaf 16 and 36 (orindem-
nity lands).

M illdakoamp.

Observatory fbruniversity.........

Biological station for university.

Tort Assinnlbolne, for educational institu-
tions.
Public park and recreational site.................

Total.
NXMuaxa
Internal Improvi
AgnculturaiJ flailfiuL

Common schools, secs. 16 and 36 (or Indem-
nity lands).

Grantingwa

Ant Sept. 4, 1M1 (8 Stat. » ) ...

' its Sept. 38 1860 (9 Stat. 819), end M ar. 12,
1860 03 SU t. 8).

Aota Tab. 18 1881{0 Stat. 86©, Tab. 38 1867
01 Stat.ls©,-Mar. 8 1881 (U Stat. 308),
andJ 8 1870-('6 Stat. 198).

Aot Ta 1867(L1 Stat. 168).....................

Aot Tab. 38 1817 (U Stat. 166)

Stat 188), and Mar. I,

;Apr. 38 1904 (S. Stat SM).
Aot May 8 1983 (47 Stat 141).

Ads Mar. 8, 1C08 (3 Stat. 239) and Apr. 30,

18*3™M8SUt. «4).
3, 1806 (2 SUt. 230), Mar. 31, 1806
(3SUt 479), Mar. 8 1316 (8 Stat. 336),

1

S'A STA sut Wy d Mk

Ad Tab. 38 1819 (i Stat. 48

Aot Tab. 38 1819 n Stat. 488)

Ad Sept. 4, 1841 (6 Stat 6].3)

Ad Sept. a, %%%O

AoU Mar. 8 Stat 684) and Mar.
1887 (11 Stat. 3f

It W

Ad Tab. 30,1896

AotMar. 8 189 f

Mar. 8 18J1 (3 Stat. 603), and Tab. 17,

1818 (8 S U t 406).
Ad Mar. 8 1830 (8SUt. 548)...

d Mar. 8 1830 (8 SUt. 84G..
g Se ept. 4, 1841 (6 SUt. 461)....

10Stat. 684), and Mar. 3,

SUt. 803).

836)
878)
876)
878

676;.
878).
670).
878).

18,1881 (21SU't.
33,1889 28Stat.
23, 1889 a Stat.
28 1889 28 SU't.
28 1889 a Stat.
38 1889 ,36 Stat.
28 1889 26BUt.
23,1889 a Stat.

Aot Tab.
Aot Tab.
Aot Tab.
Aot Feb.
Ad Feb.
Ad Feb.
Aot Feb.
Aot Feb.

18,1891 (a Stat. 747).....c.ccccceueeee.

ActMar. 9,1904 (33 SUt. 64)....cc.ccevuvrenunenne.

Ads Apr. 38 1904, and M ar. 8 1908 (33 SUt.
303. 1081).

Act Feb. 11,1915 (38 SUt. 807).....c.cocvevenee

Act Aug. 34, 1937 (90 SUt. 748).

Act Tab.

ActSe 8 1841 (5SUt. 483).
Act JI
byactorjuly

Aot Apr. 19, 1864 (13 SUL. 47).omoveeeeereeenn.e.

Amount

panted
(MOA?

800,00800
i. 708 OT. 33

93,188 00

8 00
8 874, IVI.0O

48088 0

38060.00
7.80

8 374,068. 33

38048 00
834,318.00

38040.00
1,388.16
608000.00
8398 810.73
88781.76

8,021,078.71

48080.00

8860.00
1,331,81800
48088 00
800,000.00
a, 381,434.J0
81,018.60

aao.fiflo.fla.
6,678,978.99

46,090.00
140.060.00
188000.00

60,000.00

50.000.00

000!
B8
3,198,266.00
640.00
480.00
160.84
2.000.00
1,438.88

5871,067.70

900,300.00 .
90.000.00 )

8 730,961.00



State or Tarrttory and purpoaa ol pant

nnaajKi—oonttnoed
Blblic
Salt springs  loootiguoos lands—

Dryland agricultural axpwimin'tel.
Total—
mrtnt
Intaraal improvemanU

Publte buuuuj™i-

fiVining Md rmsnhaatfitm

UNiversity..ooooeceeeeeeeiennnne
Common aaboole, oartaln i 1. 16and 96, and

lieu lends.

Total.

jnrw Rxxroxai

(Agricultural 00lkw scrip. ]

nvniaT

unlverelty.........ccooeeoiiiiinns
Saline land (unlverelty).. .
Agricultural ooUaes.................
Improvement of Rio Grande..
Penitentiary

Public bulldInp
asylum ...............

Normal aoboole..........

School jf mines.....ccccvvvvuvnnnnnnn.

BUfu asylum..

Reservoirs........

Miners' |

Military

Common schools, eeoce. 16 and 36 (orindam
nlty lands).

univerrity......cc.ccoeeeeeeneen.

Public bufldInsa........cccceuvnnnnn.

Insane asylums........occcuuevineees

PmtTfmtlsrlas

Deaf, dumb, and W nd asylum

Normal school*..
ChariUble, p&Hal, and reformatory.
AgriculturaLand emecbhanloal.colleges..

"institutes
Pnp~ntofbonds Issued by Grantand SanU

Common schools, seas. 2and 32 (or indem nity
lands).
Agricultural college.........ccccuveiiiieieiieinnnnnnnn.

Reimbursementofcertain 'mountieiand town
of Silver Otty.

Kastern New Merloo Normal School........,....

Regenu of University of New Mexico for
archaeologlaal purposes.

Purpose not specified___

R?\?ent_s of Agricultural College of New

axioo.

Total.

Granting aota

Aot Apr. 19, ISM OS Stat
Aot Apr. 19, ISM IS Stat
Aot Apr. 19, ISM OS Stat
Aot Apr. IS, ISM 19

Aot Mar. 8 1917 (19 Stat. 1

Aot Sept. 4.1941 (A Stat.
Aot Mar. 31, ISM -

AotJuly 8 1962 (13 SUt. 60S)

Art 27863 L12.8ftt,

Act June 31,1806 Stat 484§
Act June 31,1886 Stat. 464
Aot Juno 31,1606 Stat 484)
Aot June 31,1698 Stat. 484
AotJune 21,1606 Stat 484
Act June 31,1895 Stat 484,
AotJuna 31,1690 3tat. 'e'<
ActJune 31,1698 Stat.
Act June 21,1698 Stat
ActJune 21,1698 Stat.
Aot Juna 31,1886 Stat.
AotJuna 31,1888 Stat.
Aot June 21,1898 Stat.
Aot Juna 31,1886 Stat.
AetJune 21,1898 Stat.
AotJune 21,1898 80 Stat.

Aet June 30 807, MI%
ActJune 3, 807, 861
ActJune 30, 607, 861’
ActJune 3}& 607, 6011
Aot June 807, 861'
Aot June 30, 507, 801V

Aot June 30, 1910 (86 Stat. 607, 801).
Aot June % 1910 Stat. 607,801).
Aot June 1910@ Stat. 607, 861).
Aot June 30, 1910 Stat. 867, 661).
Act June 30, 1910 (86 Stat. 807, 661 .
Act Juna 30, 1910 (86 Stat. 887, 801 .

Act June 30,1910 (86 Stat. 507, 801).............

Aot Mar. 3, 1037 (44 Stat. 1306). as amended
by Pub. Rea. 68 (44 Stat. 1348).

Act May 38,1938 (40 Scat. 77©..........cccceeee. .

Ac: Mar. 81, 1032 (47 Stat. 78),.
Act Aug. 10, 1036 (40 SUt. OOM).

Act Aug. 34, 1037 PO sUt. 747).
Act Feb. 14, 1038 (Pub. 420)....

LAND GRANTS FOB EDUCATIONAL AND OTHEB PURPOSES

Amount

Tt

LO&H&
e3e8e

88883

111,000.00
1,023.88

.00
100,000.00
80k000.00
33.000.00
80.000.00
aokooaoo
80,000.00
104000.00
8k000.00
10.000.
00000000
80k000.00
84000.00
4.384083.00

304000.00

OO OOOC
S S8

L. &04000.‘88
4,386,663.00
64,808.41
284 000.00

76,007.00
318.13

4410
2,000.70

12,780,010.20

Tf.ATi

State or Ter

Agricultural col
w

Agricultural ud

University.

icultu

B iU
Rducatiooald anr
Deafand dumb
Relorm aobool.
School of mines.
Normal school..
Common school

nlty lands).
Stal}yhistorizzal a

Total

Seminaries 0f lea

Common school
lands).

Salt springs and 1

Internal improve

Swamp..........
Agricultural oolle

Normal achoola...
Oklahoma unlver
Untvarilty prapai
Agricultural and
Oolored agricultuj
Common schools
nlty lands).
Institutional purr
Insane asylum ...

Internal improve]
Swamp__

nlty lands).
Salt springs and ¢
Agricultural colie
Pnbllo park___
University.........

Agricultural ooller
u
Agricultural colle



State or Territory end purpose algnat

(Agriculture! college e Crlp ..-.eieieeeeiiiiiiiis

WOsT* DAZOtA
Unlvanlty.............

Agricultural oo IK
Public buildings....
Bdnostiaoal aod obartubla purpoaaa
Deafand dumb eayhnn........cccccooiiniiiiininnnces
ttetamsohooLl............ .
School of mlaaa.
Normal fwtwwlJ...
Common_gobowids, 6
nity lends).

8taU historical SOCIetY......cuevveveeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieees

on

Ssminariaa of learning..........cooovviiiiiiinieeneeennens

C n boo 16 (or Indemnity
Salt sprlr.1g§ and contiguous Ih]@jb-« ........

Internal Improvements (eanala and roads)

Total-.

OKLAHOMA
Normal schools...........ccc.......
Oklahoma university........ o
niversi reparatory aghac
XQrIoo[tsl}H P mngn?ra(fl _
Colored agriculturaland normaluniversity
Ccmmecu aobooia, eeoe. 18 and M (or Indem-
nity lands).
Institutional purpoass, oartela sacs. IS and 88.
Ineanaaeytnm-................

Totd.
ORJKION
Internal Improvemanu.
Swamp..
University......ccccoccviieeieniennnnnnn,

Public building*-..........cc.cccooie
Common echooia, eeoe. 16 and 36 (or Indem-

nlty lands),
, Saltiprtngs and oontlguoua lands.

'M ffaa1'm

University.

Total.

runtBTLVAXIA
=77
JLHODI ISLAND

NG

<Agricultural ooUegeaorip.

I Agricultural college scrip.........

..j Aot Jab. 23, ISM X Staf
 Mam 96 (@r tmdsm- 1| Aot Tab. 21 1860

Aot July X 1863 (13 SUt. act)

| Aot July 2,1868 (13But. Mt,

| Aotit Jab. Xt_JLBEI)'hP SUt. 676), and Jab.
uiisn (& Stat
AotTeb. 23, 1880 (3BlIStat |
I Aot Tab. X ISM Sutl
Aot Jab. 23, 1888(X S U t'
AotJab.31,18M X SUtI
Aot Jab. A 1SX X Stati

Aot Jab. 21 ,ISM (X SU .'%%1
X Stat. 678)1

| AotMar.1 1007 (M SUt 13tl)-.

I AoU Apr. X, 1703 (1 Stat. 387), and Mar. 8,
1800 (2 SUt. 235).
AoUAg  r~ 1800 (3Stat 171),and Mar. 8§,

| Aot Agpr. 3@NIRIP(3 Stat. 171)..
Jeh. 4,18X (8Stat 737), Mar. 11837
coooosy N May 84,'18X (4 Stat.

,38, 1860 8BS U t 61©

371883(12 SU't. 60»)-—

Aot Juna 18, 1006 04 Stet 38
Aot May 38, 1008 (86 S U t 48©.

Aot Sept. 4. 1841 (6 SUt. 488)..
Aot Sept. 38, 1880 (0 S U t 810).
Aot Jab. 14, 1860 (11 Stat 383)
Aot Jab. 14, 1888 (11 Stat 383)
Aot Jab. 14, 1860 (11 Stat 381)

14, 1860 (U Stat 383).
jxam -

Aot Jab.

Act July Kuses (12SUt. 8QI).

ActJuly 2. 1863 (12 gut. 8037...

1,161661.60

84134 00
734,384 00

34,314 00
1,014071.M

el

2,4X004 H

80400400
384004 00
1X00400
38400400
1X004 00
1.874000.X

0X 000.00

1,78436
8,086,760.X

800,000.x
384107.U
46.080.M
4 400.X
3,300,360.x
X0 XX ,
X 43

4,374 814.88

TSFtOttwl

mmw)J



1C LAND GRANTS FOB EDUCATIONAL AND OTHER PURPOSES
Amount
Btata or Territory and porpoaa of grant Orantins aota granted
(acna)
e0fra camum
f Agriaaltural ooUeg acrip. AotJuly 1. IBM (13Btat. 808) ...coc.c....
BOOTH DAKOTA
Inaana aaylom .......ccccovniiiiiiiiis civeeeeeenn. Aota Juna 16,].880 (31 Btat. 380), and Apr. 1, 64a 0
1*83 (17 Btat 18).
UNEFATTIEY ooeeeecee e Aot Tab. 18, 1881 (31 Btat. *38).......cccveveuneee 46,060.00
Unitanity.. e Aot fab. 32, 18*8 (38 Btat 878) 4a(ID(D
Agrlcultural oanca— ............... Aot Tab. 33,1888 (36 Btat. 8
Publicw id inp ... . Aot fab. 33, 1883 (38 Btat. 8 $000 00
Kdooational and obaritahla . Aot fab. 3% 1*88 36 Stat 8 iTaooo. o
Daafand dumb aaylom............c...cceee. Aot fab. fg*g *8 Stat. 878) 4a00a 00
EatormaohooL................. . Aot fob. (38 Btat. 878) *a 000. 00
Soboolof minaa Aot fab. 38 1888 |p Btat. 878 4a000.00
NormalacNxb ... Aot fab. 33, 1888 i38 Btat. 878 Sa 000.
Ifladecm iwork  _ ....... Aot Mar. 3. 1888 (38 Stat. 888). 180 A0
Oommon acboab, asoa. 18 and M (or Indam- Aot Tab. a , 1888 (38 Btat. 878) 3.783,064.00
nitylanda).
M ilitary eamocroond...........cceveeveus veneae Aot Oot. 1.1*80(38 Btat. 088)... 840.00
Pnbllo park................ . Aot May IS, 1838 (48 Btat. 801). 1,990 18
Ouster Btata Park Aot Mar. 8, 1838 (4* Btat. 1188). 118066
Total— oo 3,436,373.86
(Agricultural collate aorlp......cccceeeveiiiiiiiiiiienes Aot July 3, 1883 (13 Btat. 808)..
Total. 30ft 000.00
TBXA8
(Agricultural 00lle0 SCrip.....ccovvviviiiiiiiiieiieeeees Aot July 3, 1883 (13 Btat. 808).
TOtal i 18ft 000.00
UTAH
UNIVETSILY ..o Aot fab. 31,1888 10 Btat. 811)... 46,%.00
University . AotJuly 18,188t  Stat. 107)-,- lift 000.00
Agricultural ooUege.. .. Aot July 18, 1884 (38 Btat 30t 000.00
Public buildina.....cocooeevereceeeeieeeenna, Aot July 18,1884 f38 Stat 64 000.00
Inaana aayltun ... ............... AotJnly 18,1884138 Btat. 10t 060.00
Daafand dumb asylum ............c.ccceveven.e. Aot Jnly 18,1884 (38 Stat. 100,000.00
Rafbrm achoolL............. . Aot July 16, 1884 38 Btat. 100,000.00
Sobool of minaa... Aot Jnly 18,1884 (38 Stat. 100,000.00
Norm al aobooia... Aot July 16,1884 138 Btat. 106000 Q0
Blind aaylum ... Aot July 16, 1884 1J6 Btat. 10/t 000.00
Parmanant raaarroirS..........coceeveeevvesnene. . Aot July 16,1884 138 Stat. 60ft 000.00
Minara’ hospital.. Aot July 16, 1884 138 Stat. 6it 000.00
Oommon aonoola, asoa. 3,18,83,38 (orindem- Aot July 16, 1884 (38 Stat. 6,844186.00
nity landa).
Penitentiary near Balt Lake City............ Aot July 16, 1884 (38 Stat. 107)... 160.00
Minara' boapltala...................... . Aot fab. 30, 1838 (46 Stat. 1383). 6t 000.00
Univanity pUrPoSES.......ccccoveeveeveereervenvenn Aet Juna 33, 18M (48 Stat. 1306). 60.64
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VXUONT
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m aiNiA
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Aot fab. 33, 1888 (36 Stat. 676)
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Total....

University
flab hatcheries

Common soboc
nlty IandaR.
Agriooltural oo
Pnbllo buildini
Paultantiary..
Inaana aaylum
Charitable, adi

Ocraa.
Minara* hoeplt
Deafend dum
Poor farm .......
Hot Balt Sprin

Total....
Grand U

>A grant to
aot of Aug. 33,
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(acres)

100, 00A.00
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8,0%4, *71.00
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92,16a 00

ttoaoo
962,128. 00
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MQ.000.Gf\\
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448200
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0 0°]
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la grant to Wisconsin of tuuurveyed Islands In Inland lakao. tor forestry purposes, was made by the
set of Anc. 22, 1012 (37 Stat. 324)—no estimate madr as to area Involved.
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Source; Marl Montgomery, Director, Office of Land Management, Un.VerMy of Alaeka,

807-786-7708.
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Alaska State Legislature

Stale Capitol. Room 124

Rep. John Him* Juneall. Ak 99801-1132
Rep. P_eg%/ Wiloo cn-Chahn

Rep. JimElkins Sep. GalrteOa LeOouz
Rep. Maty Kapsaer (907) 465-2487 PAX 465-4956
Rep. Woodie Salmon Rep. BUI Thome*

(907)465-3732 PAX 465-2652

HOUSE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON FISHERIES

SPONSOR STATEMENT
HIR 15

“Relating tc open ocean aquaculture in the federal exclusive economic zone”

Open Ocean Aquaculture (OOA) is a concept that concerns many Americans who are involved
in the seafood business and whose communities depend on the economic strength of the
commercial fishing industry. This new method of seafood production has been under
development fora number of years, and there is pending federal legislation drafted by the
Department of Commerce that would establish a program allowing OOA in federal waters.

In response to many environmental, economic and social concerns, Alaska enacted legislation in
1990 that prohibits finfish farming in state waters. This prohibition has enabled the Alaska
fishing indussy to differentiate itself in the global seafood market. Our name is associated with
natural, healthy and safe seafood that has inherent quality because it is not artificially raised with
antibiotics, artificial coloring and industrial fish food. Alaska’s relative market share of seafood
has diminished with the massive increases in fanned fish production, but our products have
excellent name recognition and often occupy high value niches in the market. Our commitment
to wild fisheries is beginning to pay dividends to our industry and the state, as some prices that
dipped to severely low levels are showing strong signs of recovery.

HJR 15 recognizes that the Alaska Legislature is committed to ensuring the biological and
economic health of our fisheries and the social and economic well-being of our communities. It
requests that the U.S. Congress require any federal proposal to authorize OOA to undergo a
legislative environmental impact statement. It also asks that the North Pacific Fisheries
Management Council be involved in any proposals regarding OOA. This is critical in that the
Council was established to regulate the fisheries of the Gulf of Alaska and Bering Sea. It is
essential that the Council, which generally has so well managed Alaska’s federal fisheries, be a
part of any discussion of OOA proposals.

Representative GabrielleJLcDouxfficgis.statc.ak.us
Representative Bill Thomas@legis.state.ak.us


mailto:Thomas@legis.state.ak.us

Relating lo open ocean aquaculture in the federal exclusive economic /one.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS Alaska wild fish slocks are healthy and sustainable, in large part due to a

strong gene pool and Alaska's history of sound fisheries management, clean water, and habitat

protection; and
WHEREAS Alaska commercial, subsistence, and recreational fisheries are managed

to achieve the stale's constitutional mandate of sustained yield; and

WHEREAS the State of Alaska enacted legislation in 1990 iO prohibit finfisli farming

in state waters; and
WHEREAS there are numerous outstanding issues and concerns regarding the social,

economic, health, and environmental consequences of farmed fish, both in state and federal

waters; and
WHEREAS open net cage fish farming poses persistent risks to the health of the

marine resources of Alaska; and
WHEREAS there are patents pending to cuitivate and introduce genetically modified

fish into open waters which will pose a direct threat to wild stock fisheries; and

1- CSHJR 15( )
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I*
WHEREAS salmon farming has had severe economic impacts on coastal

communities in Alaska as demonstrated by significantly lower prices for wild salmon

fisheries products; and
WHEREAS Alaska coastal communities and fishing families rely on the health of

wild fish stocks for a strong ec iomy; and

WHEREAS global markets increasingly demand natural seafood products harvested
sustainably from a clean environment; and

WHEREAS the seafood industry in Alaska has developed strong name recognition in
the marketplace for wild, natural, and healthy seafood products; and

WHEREAS successful seafood marketing depends on product differentiation and

Alaska’s untarnished name is its greatest asset in the global market; arid

WHEREAS the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration is promoting
legislation to permit open ocean aquaculture in federal waters from three to 200 miles
offshore of the states; and

WHEREAS the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act

provides for input from fishermen and coastal communities through regional fishery

management councils; and

WHEREAS the proponents of federal open ocean aquaculture and members of the
ocean aquaculture industry have not satisfactorily demonstrated that this activity will not be
detrimental to the ocean resources and to the economy of Alaska coastal communities; and

WHEREAS Governor Frank H. Murkowski has proposed a five-year moratorium un
all permitting, leasing, or development of ocean pen-reared shellfish and finfish in the federal
exclusive economic zone off Alaska;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature is committed to ensuring that
open ocean aquaculture does no harm to ecosystem integrity, to existing wild fisheries, or to
the social and economic well-being of Alaska coastal communities; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature opposes open ocean
aquaculture for finfish and predatory shellfish in the waters off Alaska; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature respectfully urges
Congress to prohibit the issuance of any license to permit an aquaculture facility that imports

exports, possesses, cultivates, sells or otherwise handles genetically modified fish in the

CSHJR 15( ) -
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federal exclusive economic zone or has access to open waters; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature supports the regional
fishery management councils under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act and respectfully requests that the councils be granted authority over any
proposals regarding open ocean aquaculture in federal waters; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature respectfully requests the
United States Congress to require any federal proposal to authorize open ocean aquaculture in
the federal exclusive economic zone to undergo a legislative environmental impact statement,
as required by law.

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable George W. Bush, President
of the United States; the Honorable Ted Stevens, President Pro Tempore of the U.S. Senate
and member of the Alaska delegation in Congress; the Honorable J. Dennis Hastert, Speaker

of the U.S. House of Representatives; the Honorable Carlos Gutierrez, United States Secretary

of Commerce; and the Honorable Lisa Murkowski U.S. Senator, and the Honorable Don

Young, U.S. Representative, members of the Alaska delegation in Congress.

-3- CSHJR 15( )
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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UNITED FISHERMEN OF ALASKA

211 Fax™ o***( &« "0
Jwmu,AiartM w o i-n

(907) 999-2920

(907) 49*4949 Faa
E-Malt uteOul* Ceh.Ofq
www.ula-9ah.org

March 8,2005

Representative Bill Thomas, Co-Chair
House Special Committee on Fisheries
Alaska State legislature

State Capitol (Mail Stop 3100)

Juneau AK 99801*1182

Dear Representative Thomas,

United Fishermen of Alaska (UFA) represents thirty-one Alaska commercial fishing
groups and hundreds ofindividual fishctmcn, crew members and related businesses.
UFA supports House Joint Resolution 15 as a clear statement to congress from the State
of Alaskaregarding the potential environmental and econom ic threat o f fish farms in

federal waters.

UFA shares the position in HJR 15, thatany managementofany offshore aquaculture be
underthe authority ofthe regions! fishery management councils. UFA also supports the
requirementofa legislative environmental impact statementon any federal legislation
that would allow fish farms in die Exclusive Economic Zone offU.S. W aters.

Respectfully,

hfaJO |Ib 2
'Mark D. Vinscl

Executive Director

W iifR nftrAWAPNtm
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

HOUSE RESOURCES COMMITTEE
Representative Ralph Samuels

Representative Jay Ramras
Co-Chairman Co-Chairman
0 2095
,Fax:590 465-2833 . Fax: ( §)4653810,
Representative_Jay_Ramras@lcgis.state.ak.us Representative_Ralph_Samuels@legis.state.ak.us

119N, Cushman St., Suite 213 716 W. 4th Avenue
Fairbanks, AK 99701 Anchorage, AK 95601

State Capitol, Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

F ax

To: George Utermohle

Fax #: <203.7 Number of pages including cover: 1
Fm: Jim 1

Cc:

Date: March 21, 2005, 2:59 PM

Re: Amendments to HJR 15 24-LS0631\Y

Please make the following changes to the above referenced resolution and return as a

Resources CS.

Page 2, Line 28

Delete: “in the waters off Alaska”
Page 3, Line 9

Delete “law”

Insert “ the National Environmental Pol cy Act”

The information contained in this fax is CONFIDENTIAL and/or privileged. This fax is intended to be reviewed initially by
only the individual named above. If the reader of this transmittal page is not the intended recipient or a representative of
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified tnat any review, dissemination, or copying of this fax or the information

contained herein is prohibited. If you have received this fax in error, please immediately notify the sender by telephone

and return this fix to the sender at the above address.

Thank you


mailto:Rcprcsentative_Jay_Ramras@lcgis.state.ak.us
mailto:Rcprcsentativc_Ralph_Samuels@legis.state.ak.us




ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

INTERIM prTg SESSION
50 Front Street Suite 416
Suite ZB State Capitol Building
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901 Tun*MU, Alaska 99801

Phone 247"4672 otu: : -
prone () 2040 Phow: (607,463
REPRESENTATIVE JIM ELKINS

Sponsor Statement

House Jornt Resolution 160g oseﬁ the desrgnatron of an)( area in Alaska as a World Herrtage
Site, BrosP ere Reserve or any other type of International designation without the specific
consento th eA?s ka State Leqrslature [talso urgef the Unrte States Congresfs to pass and the
President tosrg grslatront at will require approval by and Act of Congress before any area In
the United States of Its territories can be nominated as'a World Heritage Site, Biosphere Reserve,
or any other type of international designation.

This resolution ur%es the Congress of the United States tq reaffirm the fower of Congress under
artrcle Iv section 3of the UnrtdSt?tes Constitution over mternatrona igements, Which concern
disposal, mana%ement and use of lands belonging to the United States. To protect State powers
not reserved tothe Federal Government under he Constrtutron fr c?m Federal action desr nating
dan spursuant t(f International a?reements Ensure that no Unite taées citizen sv ersaP/
Iminishment or loss of individual rights as a result of Federal actions designating lang sB suant
to International agreements for purposes of imposing restrictions on use of those” lands. Protect
Frrvate interests in real property from diminishment as a result of Federal actions designating

ands pursuant to international agreements.

| 800 30B-24%

Coffman Cove ¢« Hollis « Ketchikan « Meyers Chuck « Saxman « Thorne Bay
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(the Referred to Committee: March 14,2005 FURTHER REFERRALS-
Date of Committee Action:. v [ilg vy

The RESOURCES Committee considered: HJR 16
HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 16 OPPOSE UN LAND DESIGNATIONS IN ALASKA

Opposing the designation of any area in the state as a world heritage site, biosphere reserve, or any other typ of
international designation without the consent of the Alaska State Legislature.

Recommends it be replaced with [ J1ICS oOr [ CS for
For Senate Bills with new title: [ ] Technical Title [ ]New Title: HCR_ [ JSame Title [ir"tfew Title

[ ] attach amendments
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Bullock
3/31/05
CS FOR HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 16( )
IN THE LEGISLATURE Or THE STATE OF ALASKA
TWENTY-FOURTH LEGISLATURE -FIRST SESSION
BY
Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): REPRESENTATIVE ELKINS

A RESOLUTION

1 || Opposing the designation of any area in the state as a world heritage site, biosphere

2 Il reserve, or any other type of international designation without the consent of the Alaska

State Legislature and affected local governments.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATF OF ALASKA:

WHEREAS the United Nations has designated over 60 sites in the United States as
"world heritage sites" or "biosphere reserves,” which altogether are equal in size to the State
of Colorado, the eighth largest state; and

WHEREAS art. 1V, sec. 3, United States Constitution, provides that the United States
Congress shall make all needed rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property

belonging to the United States and nothing in the constitution shall be construed to prejudice

any claims of the United States or of any state; and

WHEREAS many of the United Nations' designations include private property

inholdings and contemplate buffer zones of adjacent land; and

WHEREAS some international land designations, such as those under the United

States Biosphere Reserve Program and the Man and Biosphere Program of the United Nations

- CSHJR 16( )
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Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, operate under independent national

committees such as the United States Man and Biosphere National Com mittee that have no

legislative directives or authorization from the United States Congress; and

WHEREAS local citizens and public officials concerned about job creation and

resource-based economies usually have no say in the designation of land near their homes for

inclusion in an international land use program; and

W HEREAS these international designations arc an open invitation to the international

community to interfere in domestic economies and land use decisions; and

WHEREAS environmental groups and the Uniteo States Department of the Interior,
N ational Park Service, have been working to establish an international park, a world heritage

site, and a marine biosphere resetve called Bering«a covering pans of western Alaska, eastern

Russia, and the Bering Sea; and

WHEREAS foreign companies and countries could wuse these international

designations in western Alaska to block economic development that they perceive as

com petition; and

WHEREAS animal right activists could use these international designations to

generate pressure to harass or block harvesting of marine mammals by Alaska Natives; and

WHEREAS these international designations could be used to harass or block

commercial activity, including pipelines, railroads, and power transmission Ir :s; and

WHEREAS the United States Department of the Interior, in cooperation with the

Federal Interagency Panel for World Heritage, has identified the Aleutian Island Unit of the

Alaska Maritime National Wildlife Refuge, Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, Cape

Krusenstem National Monument, Denali National Park, Gates of the Arctic National Park,

and Katmai National Park as likely to meet the criteria for future nomination as world heritage

sites; and

WHEREAS, under current law, the United States Secretary of the Interior can

nominate world heritage sites, and the United States Secretary of State can nominate

biosphere reserves, both without approval by the Congress;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature recognizes and reaffirms the

constitutional authority of the Congress as the elected representatives of the people over the

federally owned land of the United States; and be it

CSHJR 16( ) _ 2-
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FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature objects to the nomination
or designation of any site in Alaska as a world heritage site, biosphere reserve, or any other
type of international designation without the prior consent of the Alaska State Legislature and
affected local governments; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska State Legislature urges the United States
Congress to pass and the President to sign legislation that will require approval by an Act of
Congress before any area in the United States or its territories can be studied as a potential, or
nominated to be, a world heritage site, biosphere reserve, or any other type of international
designation.

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to the Honorable George W. Bush, President
of the United States; the Honorable Richard B. Cheney, Vice-President of the United States
and President of the U.S. Senate; the Honorable Gale Norton, United States Secretary of the
Interior; the Honorable Condoleezza Rice, United States Secretary of State; the Honorable J.
Dennis Hastert, Speaker of the U.S. House of Representatives; the Honorable Bill Frist,

M ajority Leader of the U.S. Senate; the Honorable Harry Reid, Minority Leader of the U.S.

Senate; the Honorable Tom DelLay, Majority Leader of the U.S. House of Representatives;

the Honorable Nancy Pelosi, Minority Leader of the U.S. House of Representatives; the

Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honorable Lisa Murkowski, U.S. Senators, and the Honorable

Don Young, U.S. Representative, members of the Alaska delegation in Congress; and, by

electronic transmission, all other members of the 109th United States Congress.

3. CSHJR 16( )

New Text Underlined (DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2005 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: HJR 16

() Publish Date:
evision Date/ Note if cgrrectlonl) . Affected: LIe islature
esignatrop of any area in g|

itle PIDO ng the ) Lﬁ 8oun0|l
e state as a world he a eS| |osp ere reserve, .. mponent; Coung bcomm|ttees
ponsor epresenta ve esSI0n_EXpenses
equestor  Hotise Resources ommlttee Component No.

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands Of DOllarS)

OPERATING EXPERDITURES ™" ™ Faoos  FYaoor  Fracos FYzees Feor  FYaow |
Travel e Mo 68 00 00 P i
Contractual 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Equipment 0.0 00 0.0 CcO 0.0 0.0
Land & Structures 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grants & Claims 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
N BTAL OPERATING 0.0 00 00 00 00 00 |
ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year QFY2004jbcost 0.0
Check this hox (X) if funding for this bill is included In the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:

POSITIONS

Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSlS (Attach a separata page if .iecessary)

This legislation has zero fiscal impact on the Legislative Affairs Agency.

Prepared by: Karla Schofield. Deputy Director Phone 465-6626
Division Administrative Services Date/Time 3/29/05 9:55 AM
Approved by: Pamela ‘arni, Executive Director Date 3/29/2005
Agency Legislative Affairs Agency

(Revised 9/2001 OMB) Page 1of 1
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9072763887 ROC ALASKA

Growing Alaska Through Responsible Resour\* Development

March 30,2005

Representative Jim Elkins
Alaska State House of Representatives
Juneau, AK 99802

RE: HJR 16: Oppose UN Land Designations in Alaska

Dear Representative Elkins:

On behalfof the Resource Development Council for Alaska, Inc. (RDC), | am writing to
support HJR 16 - Oppose UN Land Designations in Alaska.

RDC is a private, non-profit trade association representing individuals and companies from
each of Alaska's basic industries — oil and gas, mining, timber, tourism and fisheries. Our
membership also includes Native regional and village corporations, local communities and
organized labor. RDC's mission is to help grow Alaska’s economy through the responsible

development of the state's natural resources.

ANILCA created a vast network of conservation system units in Alaska. The federal
government currently lays claim to over 235 million acres in Alaska — 64 percent of the
state's total land mass. Over 58 million acres of this land is officially designated Wilderness,
giving Alaska 55 percent of the nation's total Wilderness lands. To put this number in
perspective, Alaska’s federally designated Wilderness lands are greater in size than each of
the following states: Florida, Illinois, Minnesota, New York and Washington. In addition,
the state of Alaska has created the largest slate park system in the union.

Because of this level of protection, the creation of additional world heritage sites, marine
biospheres, or international parks in Alaska is unnecessary. Such designations would
severely limit the economic potential of resource development projects throughout our great
state. Further, because of the “no more” clause of ANILCA, additional lands in Alaska are
prohibited from being added as conservation system units. RDC believes Alaskans are best
positioned to make decisions regarding our land and our resources. Therefore, we endorse the
intent of this resolution lo mandate the consent of the Alaska State Legislature and the U.S.
Congress prior to the establishment of future world heritage sites, biosphere reserves, or any

other tv- 2 of international designations.

Sincerely,

RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL for Alaska. Inc.

Jason Brune
Projects Coordinator

121 West Rreweed Lane, Suit* 250, Anchorage. Alaska. 99503-7035
Phone: 907/270-0700 Fax: 907/270-3887 Email: Resou'Cttt"akrdoorg ~ Website: www.akrde.org
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March 1,2005 Report Number 05.151

Billsor Resolutions Opposing the Creation of
International Parks, Biosphere Reserves, or

Heritage Sites

Prepared for Representative Jim Elkins

By Roger Withington, Legislative Analyst

You asked for information on international parks, hiosphere reserves or world heritage sites.
Specifically, VOU wished to know if there have been any hills or resolutions introduced in the
Alaska Legislature that oppose the establishment of such areas.

We searched the Alaska Legislature rinar status of gitis D00KS from 1975 through 2004 for any
Rroposed_laglslatlor] on the”establishment of international parks, biosphere reserves or world
eritage siteS. We identified four pieces of ]I%lglatmn that appear to oppose such establishment:
Senate Joint Resolution 41, introduced in 199; House Joint Resolution 66, passed in 19% as
Legislative Resolve 71; House Joint ' solution 52, passod in 1998 as Legislative Resolve 62,
and House Joint Resolution 15, passed in 1999 as Legislative Resolve 13

House Joint Resolution 66, introduced in Aﬁnl 199, and its companion legislation Senate Joint
Resolution 41, stated the Alaska State Legislature’s opposition to the™ authorization of an
American Heritage Areas Program, which had been considered by Congress. . The resolution
urged members of Alaska's Congressional delejg_;atmn_to oppose the authorization_end work to
aholish the Am?ncan Heritage Areas Program.I We mcIude_LegéséIatlve Resolve 71 (19%), as
Attachment A along with the Till history of House Joint Resolution 6.

House Joint Resolution 52. introduced in January 1958, stated the Alaska State Legislature’s
opposition to the, nomination or designation of any river in Alaska as an American Heri a888R|ver
under the American Heritage Rivers initiative. ‘We include Legislative Resolve 62 (1998), as
Attachment B, along with thé bill history of House Joint Resolution 52

* The American Heritage Areas Partnership Program Act of 1993 does not appear to have passed out of the United
States Congress. The Act was reintroduced 1994, with the same results. Please note that we could find no mention of

international parks, biosphere reserves or world hentage sites in the language of the Act.

907-465-3991 Alaska Legislator*

907-465-3908 (fax) Legislative Research S
w3 legis.slate, ak us/ResearctVresea.

Legislative Research Report



House Joint Resolution 15, introdyced in February 1999, stated, among other thmrgs, the Alaska
State Le%|slature's opposition to_the nomination, or designation of am.” World He |t_a?e Sites or
Biosphere Reserves in Alaska without the specific consent of the Alaska State Legisfature. - We
ggég?&tilaﬁgﬁatwe Resolve 13 (1999), as Attachment C along with the hill history of House Joint

| hope you find this irJf.orm?t_ion to be useful. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have
questions or need adaitional nformation.

Legislative ResearchReport(5.151 March 1.2005— Page?
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ttachment A

Legislative Resolve 71, Relating to opposing the American Heritage Areas
Program, Nineteenth Alaska State Legislature, 1996.

Bill history for Hi *e Joint Resolution 66, Relating to opposing the American
Heritage Are&s Program, Nineteenth Alaska State Legislature, 1996.

\F}esolveggo
Source Bill: HIR 66 am

LEGISLATIVE RESOLVE NO. 71 -Relating to opposing the American Heritage Areas Program.
BE ITRESOLVE YTHF LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA;

St g Era governme?t IS roposrng to aut orrﬁe an Amerrcabn Herrtage Areas
Pfrrt) raml atvvou esr%naeareaso the country and make those areas subject to IEgislation as part

3@5 egera/ groRgsa?H@abehngcu nvate roe rnvrt nd are intended to invite, the

destructron of prrvate aryw used by ederal agencies inconjunction with
e made under the Anerican Herita eAre S Pro ederal

e A,
ation tO& tFrJv r{gaatﬁ I'Oé)ml;% owners to r%%%trgrvvrthti rawt ellf a%? e%’[ll’e ?anialge‘mg

out nal [ope VO

Wl-fJ S e Natigna ark Sr?rvr%er%s evrsec? téh |abe erﬁ] t not esr nat%d"that

reatest alse rﬂpressront private pri r% ners econse uenc ? eing

eS| nate und pro fam esgrtete] ctthatt rse ount toa acto

esr nation un ert ro am because the government treatergr e ro f[BF

gglr nate pro ertyu de anguage sucn as, ThisActappliesto ™ an pr e treserg etobe so
E?\ the power to plan or zone private land is a power reserved to the states and the people

ofte
?]es it cI ims tothe contrayy, the cleaf intent and effect oft(he proposal would be to,
de facto rnvolvet ,L over%ment rn nning and zonin actrvrt

WHEREAS entto o erateo avor constrtutionally questionable lan
design ronsanef Iabe orvvh econserr%t/ren scannot'h %Hyspeeg dﬁ Inagvance gutvrhrch

a obein urr Us {0 rrvate rope na
o Eﬁlﬁ\ eAm rican er [\easlSl %ramabasrs In le rsIatronvvo reatly
facilita \M—I En nc ease the Intrusive desl n on and | rnmen rvate and
normr of some o ose ountarn ,ta rrrdor
unaccéptable

MISSISSI%J&I Rrver\}al ey Heritage Com or a hers emon trat S an Ingxcusanle

VED that he AIas a State Legrs oggoses the authorr(ﬁ lon of an American
emern ers of Alaska’ Con%ressronal elegation to oppose the
aut orization a ors i American Herrta eAeas dr Sr?ram

COPIE tis reso utron e sen t]boHon rable Ted Stevens and the Ho orabletﬁrank

He rtaeAreas [0 rma é
enators, and tne Honora n Young, U.S. Representative, memBerso e
L\\/Pasl?\lmegatron In Congress Y d



4/17/96 3622
4/17/96 3623
4/17/96 3627
4/16/96 1356
4/16/96 3356 S
4/26/96 3606 8
4/26/96 3606
4/26/96 1660 S
4/26/96 3673 8
4/26/96 367
4/26/96 367 S
4/26/96 3674
4/26/96 3474 S
4/29/96 3700 fS
4/29/96 3701
4/29/96 3701 IS
5/06/96 4516
10/21/96 4730
HIR Chi
HIR 66 AV

ADVANCED TO THIRD READI
READ 'I'I-I;l'ngl\leL TIME HR G5

4QSHIRD TIME HR «S

TRANSMITTED TO 'I(SIZI
READ THE FIRST TINE - REFERRALIS)
TRANSPORTATION

TEA APT  SDF
PREVIOUS H EERO N (|
ROLES TO CALENDAR 4/26/96
READ THB SEOOND TIME

NG _UNAN CONSENT

PASSED
TAYLOR NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION

REQOM TAKEN P - IN_THIRD READING

PASSED CH RECONSIDERATION Y20 N-

RETURN TO I(O|_2 TRALISMIT TO GOVERNOR NEXT
11135 AM5/06/96

TRANSMITTED TO GOVERNCR
S/09 LEOIS RESOLVE 55

Ralating to opposing the American Heritage Areae Program,

SPONSOR(S): RULES

ENT STATUS: LEOIS RESOLVE 71 STATUS DATEI  6/06/96

JRN-DATE  JRN-PG
4 60 H

4036 H
4037 H

~
=
0

CINCIOTA R DRDNANNMRAANNRNNAINNLNRN

=~
O

LWL LI
B0
R S
— — TN~ —
BHNBBBSBROB T T T TTT

OOUICICIUIUT
Ra S SSSas
NNOOOO

=i

HIR 67

ACTION
READ THE FIRST TIME « REFERRAL(S)
STATE_AFFAIRS
TERL I e g o
NR ROBINSON. MILLIS '
ZR0 FISCAL NOTE_ 1H.8TA/LAA)
RULES TO CALENDAR
READ THE
AVINO 1
ADVANCED TO THIRD READING UNAN
READ THE THIRD TINVE HIR £6 AV
PASSED Y2C N7 E5 A2
KELLY NOTICE OF RECONSIDERATION
RBCONSIDERATION NOT TAKEN UP

TRANSMITTED TO ISI?/E
READ THE FIRST TI - RBFERRAL(S)

RES RPT  2DP 4NR

PREVIOUS H ZEHRO AN éH.STA/LAA)
RULES TO CALENDAR  5/4

READ THB SEOOND TIME

FAILED TO ADVANCE Y12 N7 El
THIRD_READING S/S CALENDAR
READ THE 'IHII\FéD TIME HR £6 AV

PASSED Y14
RETURN TO ;OH?S TRANSMIT TO GOVERNCR NEXT
&I]-LI]:_-O AVI6/05/96 TRANSMITTED TO GOVER\CR

D PERVANENTLY 6/06 LEOIS RESOLVE 71

Relating to transit lees imposed on United States fishin
18 9

vcssela™ by Canada.
SPONSOR(S):  RESOURCES

CURRENT STATUS: (HI RES
THEN FSH

STATUS DATE  4/30/96
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Attachment B

Legislative Resolve 62, Relating to the opposition to the designation of any rivers
in Alaska as American Heritage Rivers under the American Heritage Rivers
initiative, Twentieth Alaska State Legislature, 1998.

Bill history for House Joint Resolution 52, Relating to the opposition to the
designation of any rivers in Alaska as American Heritage Rivers under the
American Heritage Rivers initiative, Twentieth Alaska State Legislature, 1998.

\F}eesaorlve: | 062
Source Bl ]Eg%BSCS HIR 52(RES)

Relating to opposition to the designation of any rivers in Alaska as American Heritage Rivers under the
American I-?e)ﬁtage ?elvers |n|t|a1|\% Y ’

BEIT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
Amencan I-FAtSa the Presicent of the United States has by Executive Order 13061 created the

R|vers |n|t| |ve and
iwr%w |at|ﬁ ear Itovvs Jocal rlver community to nominate its river for designation by the

Pres] entas an erican eg; iver and
desi ate d =i rSt g n|g|t|a1t|ve provides no meaningful protection of state or private property along
EREAS the |n|t|at|vecreates a new layer of feeral bureaucracy and engages 12 federal

agenE%llEe?T"EQIItESSImIP\/eEert]h t the Alaska State Le islature opposes any attempg by the federal
%?virnmerg {0 further des?gnateoafaybefstatep pert%&aska or tg ﬁljrteh P * d%rg\?zep Hm land in

FURTHERIRS SOLVEDth«| the Alaska StEEe Le IS ature F%%snecsatnh nomm on or (lesi natlon

ofany river InAlaska as an Am r| Heritage River tnder the |v rs |n|t1
8 (ﬁ es&luﬂons esent A norgb Inton re3| toft eUnlt

gteaggts t eeHI-CI)(? 0532% e Str oot F]1 rmfIJ%%_ Fg?SI 82%? Ptrr(])eTlemteo 2 ?ﬁeand resha(teg g eHo rable

Nevvt%m rch, eaker(fl‘0 We Ulé House o?% Hres ntat|v£J Iga leen A NigeGntX 1’wawoﬁ]
EnV|r nmenta an to the Honoraple Te Stevens and the Honora eFraP

Mjaskmg% tors eHonorabe Don Young, U.S. Representative, members orthe

egat|on |n ongress



8 READ TIB TVIKD TIME = 8CS CSHMI 51 (RES)

iger B BB Braeth)
i)
4/17/9S 3344 * ana, liman, taylor, duncan, adams.
4/17/9S 3344 LIMOOLM I—[FHVM MARD, MACKIE, DONLEY,
4/17/98 3344 S SHARP &
4/17/98 3344 PASIRD Y20 N-
4/17/98 3344 TVaNSMITTED TO lﬁlg AS AVENCEHD
4/1S/98 30(7 HAD UNDER UNFINISHED BUSINESS
4/20/98 3121 GONOR AM OF (8) YS9 AL
4/27/98 3297 2:30 PM 4/24/98 TTED TO QOVERNCR
5/09/91 34(4 PERVANENTLY FILED 5/S  LEOIS RESOLMVE (1

HR 52

SCS HIR 52(RES) L . . . .
Relating” co opposition co tbs designation of any rivara in
Alaaka aa_American Haritaga Rivara  under the American

Haritaga Rivara initiative.
SPONSORIS) : REPRESENTATIVE(8) JAMES,Barnes, Therriault, Auaterman,Ogan

Green,Kodgina,Rokeberg, Williams.Ryan; SENATOR Pearce,Kelly,Har
Ha(ﬁord.s garp,Tay‘ior,g‘orgerson,O aan, Leman, M |ﬁ?ir y

CURRENT STATUS: LEOIS RESOLMVE (2 STATUS DATE.  5/06/96

THE B 0 mone TN - s
1/24/96 2132 H )
2127198 2450 H RES RPT_ SOP
%%33 %ﬁgg DR e TR JOULE ‘
2/127/9f 2450 Z5R0 FISCAL NOTE .RES)

3/27/91 2771 RULES TO CALENDAR  3/27/98
3/27/98 2771 READ THE SEOOND TIME
3/27/98 2771 ADVANCED TO THIRD READING UNAN CONSENT
3/27/98 2771 H READ THE THIRD TIVE HIR 52
080 A W el GoaN GREN, HODGINS
3/37/98 2074 H ROKER (V?/ILLIANB ’
50 e 1 MR R cemeas
3/30/98 3048 S) ©
4/07/98 3179 S RES RPT SCS 6DP INR SAVE TITLE
4/07/98 3179 8 DP. HALFORD, TAYLOR SHARP,
4/07/98 3179 8 [ H NR: ~LINCOLN
4/07/96 3180 S Fg 7ERO H.RES)
4/18/96 3364 S _iﬂEs TO AR’ 4/18/98
4/16/98 3365 READ THE SEOOND TIVB
4/18/98 33(6 S RES SCS_ADCPTED UNAN
4/16/98 3366 S ADVANCED TO THIRD READING UNAN CONSENT
4/18/98 33(6 S READ THE_THIRD TIME_ SCS HIR 52 (RES
4/18/96 33(6 S CROSS SPONSOR(S)_i_ KELLY,
MR BN SR
4/16/98 3366 R@ Y15
4/18/98 3370 S TRANSMITTED TO ,@ AS AVENDED
4/18/98 3067 HELD UNDER UNFINISHED BUSINESS
2/58;33 %%g QNAR AVl OF (S)” Y32 N7 Al
4/23/98 3232 10:23 AV 4/23/98 TRANSMITTED TO GOVER\CR
5/09/96 3(66 PERVANENTLY FILED 5/S  LEOIS RESOLVE 62
HR 53
HR S3 AVIS

Relating to aupport for federal lagialation providing for
the continuation of the University of Alaaka by the
conveyance of federal land to the university.



ttachment C

Legislative Resolve 13, Relating to support for the "American Land Sovereignty
Protection Act" in the United States Congress, Twenty-first Alaska State
Legislature, 1999.

Bill history for House Joint Resolution 15, Relating to support for the "American
Land Sovereignty Protection Act" in the United States Congress, Twenty-first
Alaska State Legislature, 1999.

R%saolve: | R013
gource E(IQ:QCSHJRIS(RES)
Relating to support for the "American Land Sovereignty Protection Act" inthe United States Congress

BE ITRESOLVED BY THE LEGIS OF THE STATE OF
?t StneU ante Na%o LhAW E ated srteslr:nthe Unite Stﬁtes as "World Herjta J o
Srtﬁ o r"BIos here Reserves aItoge erare about equal insize tothe State of Colorado, the

eignth
& {Nﬁ gfr aﬁeh/sec 3 United StatesCo sttu ron rovr esbattge United St(ates Congress
shall make all nee reﬁo]atrons overn (a roto nited States;

E ]rggar% eUnte Na[]ao‘rrdg esrgnatron clude private property innoldings and

contem T nes" o0
%%Ag somg nternatro desi natrons such s those Atnderthe Unrter% Statgs Biosphere
3erve Program and.the Man and BrosF (e Pré)%amo fUnrte Nations Screntr IC, E tro al,
Culture r% anatrono erate under e%en tnatro[r committees such eUnrt? fates
Biosphere Committee that have no legislative directives or aut onzatron rom the

Na jonal Ven
Con
a/ﬁERFXaS these international deﬂ natiqns as presentl nréah gd are an.open rnvr tion to the

mternatr% F% unity to Interfe Je In domestic economies use decisions;
Ictrzens an A rcr sco??erged about HrOb creatron an resource hased
econom ave 0 say Inthe designation of land near thefr homes for inclusion in an
Internat ram an
orm srstant cretary of the Inten rGeor?eT Frampton, Jr., and the President
useo the fa that Yellowstone National Par been designated as a "Wor

|catron or *nten/e %ﬁ ?ae envi ronmentaF f‘[tg] (?t statement process Ez’t?f{ blilfJegll(lﬁgsP(j)ISSelb?

St
Joleve mento an underground mrneon private ontana outs| eo e park
EASa recen 1

t0es rg tlo rtion cifKam chat s(aWo He taeSrte was
felrlre mme lately b ro[naenvrr nmenta joc Investment Insurance for

menE/B? éec |Sronnm|eamCherlou sgrtr t N trona(rPgr\( Se(r)vc?ceC ra]\;g nelgﬁswg [King to establish
an Intenational Park, aWot? nté) Site, anda Mari eBrosphere Reserve coverin %arts o?

Wes eastern Russla, an Benn ea; an
\NI—I , a5 pecurre |n Montana SuC e(srgna(tjrons could be used to block development

pror nt fa rvate land nwestern ag
oreign com a les and ounf]rres coulq use such rnternatron%l designations inwestern

econ IC e mentt (1 er GJVG as competition; an
m rr tS VIStS COU?d US%/ natronzﬂe élGSIgpa'[IOHS fo generate pressure

0 harass or rvest arine mamma aska NatIves; an
Fi sur: tntern tro esignations oor?(dAbe usew oharasjs or block any commercial

activity, Including pipelines, railroacs, and power transmission lines; an




\NI-IEREAS the Presrd nt and the execytive branch of the United St es have by Executrve Order
and other IS entJ mente these desrgpatronsvrrrthouta rova thet;E res and
nite e%artm nteno dn coog tron ra nter
Herrta entrfied the Aleutian Is Unrt eAIas aMarrtr Natrona

rc atrona ﬂre ep uge, Cape Krysenstem Natl nument, Denalj atr nal a
ae fahe Arctic Natrona Park an Kat rNatronaf Park as I PE elyto meetrhe criteria for uture

nomwo ertage
ﬂMeAlash tate egrsFat re objects to the nomi atron ordesr ation oLanng\bna
Herrt %e Sites or Brosphere Reserv rnAaska thout the specl rcconsento the Alaska State

Legis
Y actrons by the resrdent in Etlm ing international agreements to lands owned by the
Unrte IIEaR & ‘r%mr“ rgght en%g.rrr?s inrodced House Resoluti 901 inthe 106t
Con re nt (hggmencan Land \9erer n Ig?tec ronActmy 58&7N%at re urredt]h iexplrcrt
d Pee the ongress prior to restrrctrng any use of United States fand under intemationa
J Congressman Don Youn s reintroduced this | %slatron inthe 106th Congress as

Hou Res ich IS entitled rican Land Soverelgn rotectrn
%?E %&% L%D%t%e Alas aState lhe Arne re supports (IllousegR?so tion
errcla Soverern Prof ctronAtit t al reaffi eoonst tional authori he Co rg?ress

as the%ecte repre ent ti eso EPeop ovrthe and oft e Un ed fates and

urge[s nan a]s % ﬁ. th Congres and.e it
fate ersature rrcts € nomingtion or desr% a}t]ron
ofany srtes rnAas aas \NordHerrtag rtes or Biosphere Reserves without the prroroonsent

Al as(l%%llarzlgra; toth % Honorah!e Bl Clinto JtPPre?dent Tofhthe Upited

(‘h?satgsotutron shall be sen
Af d he gnrte States and Presigent of the U.S. Senate;

%tate Goo, J., ) ce— [esl

t onor rentLott i Leadero nate; t onora Dennrs astert,

SP a(ero the US. Ho jse OFR pres entatives; and tot eHonorabIeTe Stevens and the onorahlﬁ
Fran owskl, US enators andt eHonorabeDon Young, U.S. Representative, members of the

Alaska delegation in Congress.




HIDR 15

CSHIR 15 (RES)
Relating to support for the "American land Sovereignty
Protection Act" in the united States Ocngress.

SPOBCR(S): KEPRESENDtnVES(S) JANES, bLrde, Ausfcenran, lherriault

CURRENT STATUS: TIWTR RESXV/E 13 SDCUS DATE: 5/11/99
Jm-Dste Jm-Mge Action

2/17/99 236 <H) READ THE FIRST ' DK - REFERRAA(S)
2/17199 236 ) WIR. RES
3/05/99 363 (H) MIR RPT CS(MIR) VT 5DP
3/05/99 363 (i VP. EftSBK. FHHLDS, GRQN, COHTERY,
3/05/99 363 (H) BN8BS
3/05/99 363 (H) ZERO FISCAL W& (H. VIR/AIL OEPTS)
3/24/99 546 (H) RES RPT C5(RL3> NT IDP 11*
3/24/99 546 (H) DP: SAMIRS, OGAN. B RUES, M3CAN;
3/24199 546 (H Mt JOULE
3/24/99 546 (H) ZERO FN (H.MIR/ALL LEFTS) 3/5/99
3/31/39 632 (H H IS TO CALENDAR 3/31/99
3/31/99 632 (H READ THE SHXT®© TIME
3/31/99 633 (H) RES CS ADOPTED UAN CCtEENT
3/31/99 633 (K) ADVANCED TO THIRD READING INAN OCNSB7T
3/31/99 633 (H) READ THE THIRD TIME CSHJR 15 (RES)
3/31/99 633 (H) PASSED Y31 N6 EI A2
3/31/99 641 (H) OOSPCNSQR(S): BLNCE, NJSTBIWN,
3/31/99 641 (H) IHERRIAULT
3/31/99 642 (H) TRANICTTED TO (S)
4/01/99 765 (S) READ THE FIRST TIME - REFERRAL(S)
4/01/99 765 (S) RES
4/26/99 1087 (S) RES RPT 3EP 2MI
4/26/99 1087 (S) CP: TAYLOR; FEIE KELLY, GREEN;
4126199 1087 (S) NR: HW30E, LMXXN
4126199 1087 <S) HOUSE ZERO FN (H.MIR/ALL LEFTS)
5/06/99 1272 <S) RULES TO CALENDAR AM) 1 CR 5/6/99
5/06/99 1275 1s) MPN) THE SBXN3 TIME
5/06/99 1275 (S) AIAYCED TO THIRD READING UNAN CONSENT
5/06/99 1275 (S) M3U) THE THIRD TDK CSHJR 15(RES)
5/06/99 1276 (S) PASSED Y15 N5
5/06/99 1276 (S) RERUN TO (H), 1RAN3HT TO GCVERNGR NEXT
5/10/99 1306 (H) 1:30 EH 5/10/99 TOAfaOTTH) TO C3OLBER
5/12/99 1334 <H) PERMANENTLY FILED 5/11 LEGIS RESOLVE 13

H3R

16
Congratulating the gweuinau and the people of the new

Canadian territory of Nunavut.

SFCNSOR(S): REKESFNEATIVES(S) JAMES, Joule, Morgan, Green

CURRENT STDOTB:

Jm -Dste
2/22/99
2/22/99
3/03/99
3/17/99

(H) MIR

Jm-Rsge
277
277
349
498

H)

H)
H)

SD.TUS EftTE: 2/22/99

Action
READ THE FIRST TIME -
MIR, sm
OOSPCNSCR(S) : MIRGAN
COSPOCTKS): GREEN
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Property R ights Foundation Background LSji

D angers of D esignations

R egional, Federal, State and International Land-Use Intrusions

National/American Heritage Areas, UN Biosphere Reservesand UN World Heritage Sites

Myths Reality

Congressional bills and federal laws for National or American Heritage Areas
require a contract between the state government regional entity and the U.S.
Secretary ot Interior to manage the land-u«e of the region for preservation.
This means federal control of zoning, eithei irectly, by the terms of the "man-
agement compact,” or indirectly, by the use of funds dispensed by preservation
agencies to influence zoning under a seductive porkbarrel system, the iron-
clad zoning is enforced locally, with home-rule seemingly preserved, but pri-
vate property owners' rights diminished and locally generated land-use pat-

terns foreclosed.

The Designation of National American
Heritage Areas is merely honorary and has
no regulatory power.

The preponderance of research (published in specialized journals) about Bio-
sphere Reserves is about "restoring™ rural areas so that human influence on
nature is eliminated. The "international significance™" of the designated region
is trumpeted by the national environmental groups to lobby for government
land acquisition and more "environmental™ restrictions on land-use.

The designation of UN Biosphere Re-
serves isfor research and education only.

Exactly what people feared happened near Yellowstone National Park, which isa
World Heritage Site. When environmentalists acting in conjunction with the Clinton
Administration persuaded UNESCO to declare the park a "World Heritage Site
in Danger," United Nations officials flew to the U.S. from Paristo complain about
a gold 8c copper mine that was planned outside the park, but inside an area the
environmentalists call "Greater Yellowstone.” President Clinton himself then
slopped the environmental impact review required under the National Environ-
mental Protection Act (NEPA) from being completed and disapproved the mine
based on the UN World Heritage Committee’s recommendation.

The designation of UN World Heritage
Sites does not bringforeign influence over
land in the United States.

If the stated purpose of tourism succeeds for the National Heritage Areas, of
which over 200 are proposed (encompassing much of the West, the entire 2,500-
mile Mississippi River and adjacent counties, and most of the land east of the
Mississippi), the United States will theoretically become one vast "heritage"
tourism complex, to the detriment of productive, less "beautiful” industries,
agriculture and forestry. In addition, for Biosphere Reserves and World Heri-
tage Sites to be successful, areas must be off-limits to hunting, and many roads
used by hunters and tourists closed. Tourism isone of the first sectors to suffer
from recessions and depressions. Much tourism isboth weather-dependent and
seasonal, and tourism jobs are predominately low-paid. The only things that
are "sustainable" are the views that new restrictions protect. Flexibility to re-
spond economically is lost. Most communities cannot afford to focus a large
part of their resources on their past heritage. Communities with sagging econo-
mies become run down and uninviting. Preservation zoning and lack of jobs
force ordinary people to move away, whereby wealthier people may move in
and gentrify the area without generating a productive local economy.

The designations are to promote tourism.

W hen state and local elected officials in New York learned from property rights
activists about the secret proposal to designate the Catskill Mountains Biosphere
Reserve, they were angry, and the application ultimately had to be withdrawn
from the U.S. Department of State. Biosphere Reserve applications are usually
done secretly, and local people and their elected representatives excluded from

information.

According lo United Nations testimony be-
fore Congress, local officials are always con-
sulted before Biosphere Reserves are pro-
posed.

Over...

PROPERTY RIGHTS FOUNDATION OF.AMERICA, INC., Carol W LuC
Concern Statements



bangers o f D tions continued

M yths

UN Biosphere Reserves and World
Heritage Sites are approved only after
public hearings and Congressional vote.

TheBiosphere Reserve and WorldH eri-
tage Site programs have potentially little
impact on government or private property.

UN Biosphere Reserves and World
Heritage Site designations present no threat
to American sovereignty.

Available from

Reality

The U.S. Congress failed to pass the legislation (H.R.2379) to establish the Bio-
sphere Reserve system when it was proposed in 1983. The World Heritage Con-
vention was ratified by the U.S. Senate in 1973. Working in conjunction with the
National Park Sendee, the Department of State does not consult Congress be-
fore designating individual Biosphere Reserves or World Heritage Sites. Nei-
ther of these agencies, nor Congress, holds public hearings and no Congres-
sional vote takes place before the UN sites are designated.

There are 47 Biosphere Reserves and 20 World Heritage Sites in the United
States. The designations involve not only government, but private property. The
largest Biosphere Reserve in the U.S. isthe 10-million acre, secretly designated
Champlain -Adirondack Biosphere Reserve. Private landowners were not noti-
fied and their permission was not granted for the designation, but environmen-
tal groups quickly publicized it among their members, who thereupon lobbied
for stricter environmental regulations of the private land in the region. Official
goals for "core" and "buffer" regions of Biosphere Reserves and for World Heri-
tage Sites are not consistent with the continued population of the regions.

"l think it perfectly understandable that people are concerned that when you
set up a program, when you give it a designation, where you as international
authorities recognize it, the implication is that down the road when there are
conflicts, somebody's going to be leaned on, and the authority for this, at least
the moral authority for this, will be an invocation of some very dubious interna-
tional authority."” - Dr.Jeremy Rabkin, Associate Professor, Cornell Uni-
vcersity, from testimony before the U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on Re-
sources Sept. 12, 1996, on the American Land Sovereignty Protection Aa.

For up to 10 additional copies of Dangers o f Designations

the Property Richts Foundation of America: at no charge, and additional infci motion contact:

NationalHeritage Areas

(Positions on Property,Jan-Apr 1996)..............

TheNationalPark Service, No. 2- UNESCO Biosphere

The Property Rights Foundation ofAmerica, Inc.
P.O. Box 75, Stony Creek, NY 12S78 (518) 696-5748

$3.00 p.pd.

The Property Rights Foundation of America, Inc. isa
national, New York-based not-profit organization

(Positionson Property, Jan-Mar 1995, 12pp. .. $3.00p.pd. dedicated to the right to own and use private property

The American Heritage Areas

Background Brief, July 1995, 2ppP .cccvevvrnenns

Building ScZoning Codes

(Positions on Property May-Dee. 1996, 32pp) ..

Single copies priced as listed. Please enquire for

multiple copies.

guaranteed in the United States Constitution.

The Foundation publishes Positions on Property ($25.00
yearly), a quarterly journal of information, analysis and
$6.00p.pd. ideas on private property rights, and the New York Property

Rights Clearinghouse ($25.°° yearly), a quarterly
newsletter of current information on property rights
across New York and the Northeast.

PROPERTY RIGHTS FOUNDATION OFAMERICA, INC., Carol W. LaGmsse, President April 1997
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only the individual named above. If the reader of this transmittal page is not the intended recipient or a representative of
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, dissemination, or copying of this fax or the information
contained herein is prohibited. If you have received this fax in error, please immediately notify the sender by telephone
and return this fax to the sender at the above address.

Thank you



SESSION

INTERIM
50 Front Street Suite 416
Suite 203 State Capitol Building

Juneau, Alaska 99801
Phone: (907) 465-3424
Fax: (907) 465-3793

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901
Phone (907) 247-4672
Fax: (907) 225-8546

SPONE JR STATEMENT

House Joint Resolution 17, “Opposing Federal House Resolution 3283 The Federal

Lands Recreation Enhancement Act’,” expresses the desire of the Alaska State

Legislature.

The Federal Lands Recreation Enhancement Act, also known as the Recreational Access
Tax, allows the Forest Service, Bureau Land Management, Fish and W ildlife Service,

N ational Park Service, and Bureau of Reclamation to charge fees for recreational use of
federally managed land by the general public. The U.S. House of Representatives never
approved H.R. 3283. It was never introduced, never had hearings, and was never

approved by the U.S. Senate, but was instead attached to the omnibus-spending bill H.R.

4818 as an appropriations rider. Once H.R. 3283 is enacted communities all across our

state will be gravely affected. Failure to comply with these “access fees” could result in

fines, criminal penalties, and possibly jail time!

The federal government is the largest landowner in Alaska, managing over 2/3’s of the

total acreage. These enclaves include national parks, wildlife refuges, national forests,

and other federal property.

If H.R. 3283 is ratified, all of Alaska will be greatly impacted. Approximately 80 million
acres of federally owned land has been set aside for public use. The concept of paying
fees to use public land is contrary to the idea that public land belongs to the people of the
state, and is land where every person is granted access and is welcome. What would
happen if the federal government started charging indefinite “access fees” to allow
admittance? Would we then be expected to pay a fee to walk along one of our beaches,

hike a trail surrounding one of our glaciers, or to simply step out into our backyard?

The Montana State Legislature passed a resolution calling on the U.S. Congress to repeal
H.R. 3283. The states of Colorado and Oregon also have resolutions in the works
opposing this Act. Today, we urge you to consider HJR 17. and call on the U.S.
Congress to abolish the Federal Lands Recreation Enhancement Act.

| S0BB |
coffman Cove *Hollis eKeichik ® Meyers Clunk eN.iuuan ®lliome Ba\



STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: —~J
2005 Legislative Session ||Ver_SIOn: H.J.R. 17
0 Publish Dete: Y45

Revision Date/Time Dﬁf} Affected: \/A
Tie Oppo Eomponent

onsor Representative EIKins
equester I-?guse Igesources gommmee Component N,
Expenditures/Revenu (Thousands Of DO"arS)
Note: Amounts do not mcfude Inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES
Personal Sen/ices
Travel
Contractual
SuBPhes
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants &Claims

Miscellaneaus
TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 1

ICHANGE INREVENUES () f

FUND SOURCE
1007 Federal Receins
1003 GF Match

1004 GF
1006 GF/Proc fam Receipts
/Nerital Health

1087 Gk
Other (Specﬂy T%[RL ot aboreviate)

Estimate of any current year (FY2005) cost: 00
Mark this box& ) if funding for this b||| is included in the Governor 8 FY 20C6 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYS|S (Attach a separate page it necessary)
The House Resources Comittee has determined that

Dassage of this resolution will have no fiscal impacts

Prepared by.  Jim Pound Phone 465-3004
Division for House RESOUTCES Date/Time 4/27/06 12:00 AV
Approved by: - Representative Ramras and Samuels Date 4/27/2006

Agency Co-Chairs House Resources Commiftee

(Revised 9/2002 OMB) Page 1of 1
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The RESOURCES Committee considered: HJR 17

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 17 OPPOSE FEDERAL RECREATIONAL LAND USE FEE

Opposing the Federal Lands Recreation Enhancement Act
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[ ] aitach amendments
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Alaska Sate Legislature

Senator Kim Elton Senator Ga*y Stevens

State Capitol, Room 115 State Capitol, Room 103
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 Juneau, AlJaska 99801-1182

465-4947 phono ¢ 465-2108 fax 465-4525 phone ¢ 465-3517 fax

SB 25

Sponsor Statement

"An Act relating to labeling and identification ofgenetically modifiedfish and

fish products
.- o -if- -V x &

Transgenic foods are those in which the genetic structure has been altered at the
molecular level by means that are not possible under natural conditions or
processes. There has been widespread concern throughout the world over the
largely unknown effects of transgenic, or genetically modified (GM) products on
human and environmental health.

In an effort to address concerns raised by consumer, environmental, health, and
Alaska fish marketing groups, sB 25 requires Alaska retailers to identify and
label foods containing fish and shellfish, or fish and shellfish products that have

been genetically modified.

‘!fk" (fv * i * oy

The message that Alaska seafood is more natural than seafood that has been
engineered or bred is ahighly important marketing tool. This bill, by requiring a
differentiation between GM and wild seafood helps highlight Alaska seafood as
distinct from GM seafood, thereby doing away with any vagueness that may
exist to the consumer when purchasing seafood without labeling, and reinforcing

the natural message.

Many GM agricultural products are currently allowed on the U.S. market, and an
application submitted by an aquaculture company for the use of aGM, growth-
enhanced salmon is pending before the Food and Drug Administration's Center
For Veterinary Medicine. The Pacific Fisheries Legislative Task Force Fish Review
dated December 2004 reports that Aqua Bounty, a biotechnology company with
offices in the United States and Canada, is planning to ask Canadian authorities
for approval to use GM fish in Canada's fish farms.

Currently, legislation in the European Union, Japan, New Zealand, and Australia
requires labeling on foods made from, or containing GM products. SB 25 is
similar to legislation introduced in other states, such as Oregon and California,
and it comes with the unanimous support of the Joint Legislative Salmon
Industry Task Force, a committee comprised of legislators, seafood harvesters
and seafood processors.
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SENATE BILL NO. 25 GENETICALLY MODIFIED FISH
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STATE OF ALASKA
2005 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):

Title Genetically modified fish [RDU
Component Food Satety and Sanitation
Sponsor Senator E'ion
Requester (S) Labor & Commerce Component No. 2343
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of DOllarS)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted beiow.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011
Personal Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Travel 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Contractual 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Equipment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Land & Structures 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.n
Grants & Claims 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Miscellaneous 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1003 GF Match 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1004 GF 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1005 GF/Program Receipts 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1037 GF/Mental Health 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00
Estimate of any current year (FY2005) cost:
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is incluaed in the Governor's FY 2006 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time 0 0 0 0 0
Part-time 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

Temporary

ANALYSIS:

Under current federal rules Igeneticall modified fish and fis

States. Under the current FDA rules,

FISCAL NOTE

(Attach a separate page if necessary)

Fiscal Note Number: 1
Bill Version. SB 25
(S) Publish Date: 2/9/05

Environmental Conservation
Environmental Health

Dept. Affected:

modlifieg h products canpot be used or sold in the United
his bill will have no fiscal impact on the department. Should the FDA

allow the sale and use of genetically modified fish and fish products in the future, increased inspection and
compliance resources will"oe required to comply with the provision of this il

Prepared by:
Division
Approved by:
Agency

Kristin Ryan, Director

Environmental Health

Kurt Fredriksson

Phone (907) 269-7644
Date/Time 1/28/05 4:04 PM

Date

Department of Environmental Conservation

(Revised 12/2003 OMB]
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2005 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB 25
(S) Publish Date: 2/9/05
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected] LAw
Title 'An Act relating to labeling and identification of JRDU CIVIL
genetically modified fish and fish products.* Component Environmental
Sponsor Senator Elton
Requester Senate Resources Committee Component No.
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES

ICHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) [

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type--Oo not abbreviate)
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FY2005) cost: 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included n the Covernor's FY 2006 budget priaposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time

Temporary

FY 2011

0.0

0.0

‘This i amends the Alaska Faod, Drug; and Cosmetic Act, AS, 17.20040 b)( adding genetically modified
fish or fish product to the list of mishranded food, unless conspicuously labeled or dentified as°such.

Legislation %t the federal level already prohibits the sale of any genetically modified foods.
Passage of this legislation will have no fiscal impact on the Department of Law.

prepared by:  Kathryn Daughhetce, Director Phone 465-3673
Division Administrative Services Division Date/Time 2/2/05 3:07 PM
Approved by: Kathryn Daughhetee for Gregg D. Renkes, Attorney General Date 2/2/2005

Agency Department of Law

(Ravisad iv23/2004 OMB)

Page 1lof 1
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April 4, 2005

Representative Tom Anderson, Chair
House Labor & Commerce

Alaska State Legislature

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Representative Anderson and Committee Members:

ATA supports SB25 and the labeling of genetically modified (GMO) seafood
products.

Cold water fish is rich in Omega-3 fatty acids, vitamins and minerals, and eating
it is believed to decrease risk of heart disease, cancer, and other ailments.
Nationally, the USDA expects Americans to increase their consumption of
seafood roughly 30% in coming years, as part of a growing health trend. Many
Alaskans are ahead of the curve and we’re known for a consumption of salmon
and other seafood which exceeds the national average of 15 pounds per year.

Mad cow disease, E Coli, and a host of other food safety issues have captured
media attention in recent years. So it just stands to reason that consumers will
increasingly want information about where their food comes from, and
assurances with regard to its wholesomeness. Specific GMO labeling
requirements will accommodate informational needs and provide for public health

and well-being.

Fast expansion of the global aquaculture industry has put a great deal more fish
on the market. Production is expected to increase even faster if farmers from

around the globe are permitted to raise and sell genetically modified fish.

The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) is now reviewing a petition to
allow transgenic Atlantic salmon for commercialization. If approved, the fish
could become the first genetically modified animal product on the market for
human consumption. This, despite a near total lack of understanding about the
human health and ecological effects of the new technology.

SUPPORT LETTERS



In making genetically modified organisms (GMO), scientists change genetic
structures to alter select characteristics. For example, a plant may be given a
gene that makes it more tolerant to drought, or resistant to an herbicide that kills
other species. It might interest you to know that they’ve even use the gene of a
flounder (the fish) to make corn more tolerant to cold waather.

So how big is GMO? Big - and growing.

The United States has about 100 million acres of biotech crops under cultivation
and is the largest producer of oiotech foods in the world. Over 75 percent of U.S.
soybeans and 34 percent of American corn are genetically modified. And,
according to a New York Times report in June 2001, nearly all the available
seeds for those crops * worldwide - is genetically modified and has been reduced
to just a few strains controlled by a handful of companies.

To give you one example of the impact GMO products can have when raised in
open spaces, consider Mexico. Despite that country’s moratorium on the use of
genetically altered corn, scientists in 2001 detected genetically modified DNA in
wild maize in the mountains of the state of Oaxaca. Up to 70% of wild Mexican
maize now carries transgenes that could only have come from genetica.ly
engineered crops. Scientists regularly borrow transgenes from druses and
bacteria, to engineer GMO crops (Nature, Nov. 29, 2001)

Now, through the wonders of technology, scientists have discovered a way to
make Atlantic salmon grow twice as fast by inserting genes of other fish species
into them. Do you know what the recipe is? Last | heard, a Canadian company
named Aqua Bounty was using an Atlantic salmon and inserting the genes of
Chinook salmon and Arctic pout. But broad consumer acceptance for this and
other GMO food stuffs might not come easy. At least one Canadian province is
considering a GMO-free zone. Several countries in the European Union, Africa,
South America and elsewhere have banned genetically modified organisms

altogether.

With GMO fish, farmers are likely to cut both production time and costs, because
genetically modified salmon convert food to energy more efficiently than wild fish.
It could mean better profitability for farmers and/or cheaper prices for consumers.
Proponents hail the new technology as a way to feed the growing world

population.
But there is a raft of questions.

Is this a food product that people want to eat? Wili it harm us? Are there hidden
costs to the environment and society? How is the public engaged in the



decisions to allow genetically modified foods? Will we be allowed to choose?
How will we know them when we see them in the marketpiace?

The prospects get particularly worrisome when one considers some of the crops
being engineered in the lab. For a worthy medical goal, a U.S. firm is working on
corn that includes an anti-spermicidal, but what are the consequences if that ever

spreads to food crops?

So, what will be added to GMO salmon? Antibiotics, growth hormones, coloring
additives, genes to make them undesirable to nuisance pests? We won't know
what’s in there unless we ask. And without labeling, it's likely we won't ask,
because we won’t be able to tell GMO salmon from "real” fish at the seafood

counter.

Obviously, the issue of genetically modified organisms, or GMO, has deep and
far-reaching implications. The environmental issues surrounding the production
of GMO salmon in ocean net pens is of significant concern to Alaska fishermen
and has been highlighted by ADFG and groups ranging from environmental
watchdogs to the National Academy of Scientists (NAS).

But today we are discussing food labeling, so | will set aside the detailed
specifics of those issues and leave you with just a few thoughts about why you
should consider supporting GMO labeling here in Alaska.

Credible scientists have stated that human health issues associated with GMO
foods are unknown. However, the lack of adequate policy and data is often cited,
with the following questions and concerns echoed repeatedly in most reports and

articles:

1. There could be an enhanced genetic ability of transgenic fish to absorb
environmental toxins, such as mercury which causes nerve damage (Paulson,

University of Minnesota).

2. Increased risk of unsafe chemical or biologic agents might enter the food
chain through genetically modified organisms (National Academy of Science

(NAS), Report to the FDA, 2002).

4. Increased risk of allergic reaction due to ingestion of unknown substances
(Food and Agriculture Association (FAO) and World Health Organization (WHO),

2001; NAS, 2002).



5. GMO molecules used to enhance a trait, such as growth or d ?ease
resistance, could retain bioactivity after consumption (NAS, 2002).

6. Research suggests strong evidence of antibiotic resistance (New Scientist,
Jan. 30 1999).

7. Potential generation of "prions", which are disease producing proteins thought
to be responsible for Mad Cow Disease (Commoner, Queens College, City
University of New York).

8. GMO foods might violate some religious or cultural dietary rules (NAS, 2002).

9. Regulation and enforcement of animal biotechnology is difficult due to a lack of
ethical and regulatory framework for addressing issues uniquo to GMO foods

(NAS, 2002).

10. The responsibilities of federal agencies for regulating animal biotechnology
and data collection are unclear, and no established regulatory framework exists
for the oversight of scientific research and the commercial application of
biotechnology. Nor have the technical capacities of the agencies been identified
with respect to addressing potential hazards (NAS, 2002).

The list goes on...

The bottom line is that many scientists, consumers, and even some of our trade
partners say not enough is known about genetically modified salmon to OK it for
human consumption. ATA agrees.

The FDA is the public body charged with evaluating and approving GMO
products. lIronically, because drug laws require secrecy to protect the applicant
from competition, the public is excluded from the debate. The FDA does not even
reveal what products are being considered for approval, so the public knows
about GMO Atlantic salmon only because Canadian firm Aqua Bounty
announced it was seeking FDA approval to sell this product in the US.

It's fair to say that genetic modification could be beneficial in some cases,
through changed nutritional attributes and improved safety of food products.
However, the National Academy of Science has stated that this can only be true
IF ...the changed products [are] labeled in order to appeal to targeted consumers
and identifiable to those who might have medical or other reasons to avoid such

foods.



As it stands now, we get more information about what's in a Snicker's bar than
what's in farm raised GMO products. Obviously, until recently, most of us didn't
even think we needed to ask.

Now we know, and some of us are asking.

| encourage you to support SB 25 and require labeling of all GMO seafood sold
in the state.

Thank you for your consideration of this important topic and ATA'’s point of view.
Please feel free to contact me if | can provide additional information or help in

any way.

Sincerely,

Dale Kelley
Executive Director



