Subsistence: battle
over state resources
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Dowell, Alaska Federation of
Natives (AFN)- attorney Don
Mitchell and Gov. Jay Ham-
mond.

McDowell: “You won'f have

any game animals left in the
state unless yoy repeal the
stale subsistence law. Our big-
gest adversary the AFN
because it's i attorneys
to write these-lws and disen-
franchise the people of the
state,”
' Milchell: “There is a cer-
tain fear, because this is such
an awfully emotional issue,
that it’s subject to demagog-
uery by certain members of the
community.”

Hammond: “It's the most
divisive issue facing the state.
Now, there are blood oaths
on both sides™ 31 Y

The law, adopted in 1978,
guarantees hunfing and fishing
priorities to Alaskans with cus-
tomary and traditional depen-
dence on game and fish stoeks
in their immediate areas for
their direct personal, or family,
use for food, shelter, tools or
handicarafts materials.

Scrupulously avoiding race
as a criterion for those priori-
ties, the law also allows for
the use of fish and game in
customary trade, barter or
sharing for personal or family
COTSUM pliomn.

Under guidelines set earlier
this year by the Boards of
Fish and Game, -rural resi-
deney i the yardstick used
o measure subsistence needs.
Those guidelines, defining the
state’s “rural” areas, effectively
put about 40 percent of the
state’s Native population in ur-
han areas, where they cannot
qualify for subsistence huni-
ing and fishing rights.

Depending upon whom you
talk 1o, it's either a good law
which ensures the survival of
residents and cultures in re-
mote areas, or the death knell

last excluded from hunting
and ﬁﬂiinfhnuli:l.

charge the law is unconstitu-
tional and creates two classes
of Alaskans for the purpose
of hunting and fishing.

They gathered more than

- 22,000 signatures t© put a

question on November's ballot
which, i approved, would
dump the law and replace it
with the Alaska Anti-Discrim-
ination Hunting, Fishing and
Trapping Rights Act.

That act, they say, would
for the most part eliminate
distinctions in the allocation of
wildlife resources, and fish
and game management would
return to the discretion of the
Boards of Fish and Game.

Those boards, through regu-
lation, would take care of rural
residenis’

th“ say, Itl I.ll". -'.}:-, -I‘- 3
Supporters of the subsistence

law say those needs have not
always been protected in the

past, when consideration of

subsistence needs was discre-
lionary.

While many of the statute’s
supporters say the priority goes
into effect only in times of
resource shortages, ils Oppo-
nents argue that its priority
provisions are in effect all

. “The subsistence priority is
m_' |"_'-F "Et.’-
Zahn, executive director of the

~ Fish and Game Boards. “It

"Ifrnuluuﬂqﬂnﬂ-u
?fﬂ?m - butter clams,
or
sistence
he says.
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~ Howes , the law's suppor-
ters contend that for the most
part, the nhinmm take is

_Hm. federal officials

are utd'lu the battle,
An Alaskan National Interest

Lands Conservation Act provis-
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“It would prevent the state
from enacting regulations and
it wipes out references to need,
income, ete.,” he says. If
the law i repealed, the situa-
tion would become “more re-

Hammond has made his po-
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"I don't think that's right,”
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