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CONGRESSMAN NICK BEGICH
ADDRESS TO JOINT SESSION OF
ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

FEBRUARY 16, 1971

It is with the greatest pleasure that I return today to
the Alaska Legislature.

I have already discovered in my first days in Congress that
my years as a member of the Alaska legislature are of immeasurable
value. I believe that one of the greatest assets I have with me
in Washington is the friendship and assistance of the many
competent men and women who serve in this Legislatire. I feel
very fortunate to have been accorded the opportunity of gaining
a new perspective as Alaska's Congressman, and I would like
to share with you today some aspects of that new perspective.

What I would like to do is to ask this body to seriously
consider some matters of legislation which are critical to
Alaska's future, and which offer unparalleled opportunities
for cooperation between Alaska's elected state officials and
its Congressional delegation.

The task of choosing these crucial Federal-state issues for
my remarks here was really not complicated. With regard to
the needs of our state, I am relying on a formula which I
believe is shared with many of you in this room. Simply stated,
it includes two predominate and sometimes conflicting objectives
for Alaska. The first is the establishment of an Alaskan
economy in which all the people of Alaska can prosper and live
meaningful lives. The second is the protection and enhancement
of the unique and magnificent Alaskan environment.

Proceeding from the committment to successfully balance
these goals, I would like to direct my comments to the two
key issues for Alaska during the next year; the construction
of the Trans-Alaska Pipeline and the settlement of the Alaska
Native Land Claims.

It has become increasingly clear that these two issues are
intimately related to one another, and to the great issues
of economy and environment that I mentioned earlier. Interest

in both matters is very high in Congress, and I believe the
actions of the legislative and executive branches of the State
of Alaska will be crucial in any national decisions on these
issues.
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With the release of the Environmental Impact Statement on
the pipeline by the Interior Department, the project took
an important leap forward. This statement stands out a§ the
sort of probing inquiry that intelligent leaders are going
to demand before approving a project of such economic magnitude
and environmental implications.

The numerous stipulations centained in the Impact Statement )
provide working drafts of construction and environmental standards
for the pipeline project. These requirements will not be
finalized until after hearings ars held both in Washington
and Alaska. The Alaska hearings are scheduled in Anchorage
on February 25th and 26th, and I would urge those of you who
are able to participate to do so.

I am personally convinced that we are entering the final
stages of working out the problems of this project. One gf_
the important steps in reaching this stage was the recegnition
+hat there really were problems involved in the project.
Another important step is the full evaluaticn of alternatives )
and the selection of the best proposal. With present information
it is difficult to coneclude but that =2 Trans-Alaska Pipelin .
ie the best alternative available, if done with proper safeguardas.

I know that you are aware that the pipeline project has
been subjected to Congressional criticism. The project
has provided an excellent sounding board for members of Congress
who give their considerations to environmental concerns to
the exclusion of economic problems.
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I am not suggesting that Alaska add unnecessarily to the
burdens.of those seeking to censtruct the pipeline. I am
§uggest1ng that, with regard to the economic and.envircnmental
ilmpact of the pipeline, it eredits Alacka to develop exrcertise
basgd on its ~wn inguiries. The knowledge that Alaska is
asklyg probing and pertinent questiones will be crucial in
Washingten, and will, in the lecng run, ke the wisest and
shortest route tm the beginning of construction.
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I am assured by the leadership that this process will be
a productive one, and although I am already on notice that
strong differences lay ahead, I believe that this is the
soundest approach.

As you know, Representative Wayne Aspinall, the Chairman
of the Interior Committee, has already submitted a Land Claims
bill. It is a bill to which I have extremely mixed reacticns:
a bill which will require drastic amendment in some areas in
order to deal reasonably with the land claims question.

Let me say that I believe that an 'amendment or an entirely
new bill is possible; that it is my understanding that Chairman
Asplnall and others will remaln open to reasonable alternatives.
I believe that the bill already introduced is regarded only

as a first working document, and is not colored witnh any finality.

I will be pleased to elaborate on this later.

My most important task 1n addressing this body 1s to discuss
the relationship of the Congressional developments and prospects
to the actions of the State of Alaska. It is clear to me that
the role of the State will be important, and your committment
to State participation could be the key to a speedy and just
settlement.

At this time 1n my comments, I was planning to respectfully
request that the Legislature indicate by resolution its
willingness to support State participation in the land claims
settlement. Your cverwhelming resolution of several days
ago relieves me of that task. May I emphasize that I believe
that this action on your part is a ecrucial one in gaining
passage of a bill. I might cite the example of Governor Egan,
who went to Washington to indicate his position even before
he tock office. The impact of that visit on Congressional
leadership was powerful, and I am still experiencing the
beneficial effects of that visit.

As a second aspect in the development of a State position
on land claims participation, I believe you should proceed
from a basic, flexible committment into a discussion of the
specific forms of participation which are possible, and
which you may be called upon in the future to support.

I believe the debate should take place now, rather than at
a later time when immediate action may be necessary.

For my part, I will make every effort to advise this body
of all new developments, and to offer all possible assistance
in helping you to formulate the position of the State for
the final settlement bill.

For now, I feel it unnecessary to advocate one form of
participation over another. I will, however, report three
alternative forms of participation you may wish to consider:

1. The first involves the sharing of revenues
from State~owned lands. This is the approach
of the Aspinall bill.

7. A second alternative would be a direct
monetary appropriation to supplement
whatever Federal appropriation is made.

Still another approach would be that of

the State contrituting certain State-
selected lands inat have been given tentative
approval by the Federal government. These
lands might supplement those in the claims
bill.

From these and other alternatives, I believe the Alaska Legislature

and Administration must begin to reach specific decisions
regarcding the type and amount of participation which will be
supported. As time goes on, and the final bill is developed
in Washington, your initial resszlution and specific preposal
for rarticipation will become increasingly critical to the
final settlement.

Thank you.




