We'’re can’t be silent on subsistence
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OPINION

e eonterence urther sobilitiod
relitionships amd renewed our vigor
iy owork on crociil essues allecting
Alaska MNartves, especully our fighs
lise o resedpion of the subsistence
dhileninu

Fiv those ol ds who derive imost ol
ovar noresbment from the land, sub
sistenie embraces our whole way of
vimg 1 desoribes the umigue hunting
and Dishing tghts we enjoy in order
1l

It encompasses the way ol our
acesiors who taughi s o respedct the
covitonent and s inhabatings 1t in
volvies cultaral vialues and attitodes
mutual  respect,  shanng  and
resomreelilness

W st show our strength o those
g lononrs wlw dis not Supsport o wiiy
of Tie' Adaska Matives must seek o
respoeabvle suste und Tederal govern-
mient. The state povernment iy niil
fespomding W the subsistence issue

We do have the night o visee oun
cimeerig, amd o order o pke sute
i federal govermment respond (o o
Issues we must have active panfticipa
tion i the elechon process

Fhee Tl of the Hose o pass 8
coistitutiomal amendment thist would
have allowed o preference for sub
sivience uses by rural residents
whilee not precluding subsistenie usey
by residents in non-rural areas — will
witect all of om lives,

Fecleral manmgement will cost $15
il — money that will hikely be
taken Trom other worthwhile federul
projects for Aluska — and will Tikely
b s poor s it wars praor o stitehood

I'he Federal Subsistence Board s
cinmprised of Tederal bureaucruts who
will be less sensitive o Aliska needs
arnd more prone 10 succumbing o out

side interesis

Although the federal governmnet
under the Alaskn National Interest
Lands Conservation Act ix mandated
o profect substence hunling  and
fishing on federnl lands, dusl munage
et of fish and wikdhife m Aluska wall
definitely cause confusion that in my
view will lead w more restricted hums
mvalving cambersome paperswiork o
qualily, thus more regulation of peo
Me's ?u.u"-.

Wi will peed 10 be atlentive W
répulatory changes made by federal
and state sgencies. The federal veguly
Homs, elective sinee July |, roughly
resemble the ste's subsistence low
Lhid excintedd praod o the court case thai
foaned i uncomstitulenal

However, wie have dlready seen
disturbing diverswoms Trom the st
determination of *“ruial ™" and *"non
niral. "

Federal regulations appear more
restrictive, us evidenced by the recen
proposal by thee federal subsistence ad
visory comrmission 1o declare Kodjak
Sitka and the village of Saxman *non
rural,”™ contrary o the state’s deter
riindian Tor these areas.

Fhe Federnl Subsistence Board fmls
1 see thit subsistence s o par of the
chamcter of these commumities — at's
nol somethung you can lake away or
grant' This s not a final deciswon, and
the commssion s currently taking
puhilic input, so we must all subroi
comiments to the bonrd protecting this
determmmation

The federal commussion has pro-

Although the subsistence board
still would possess virtual veto
power over all fish and game
management on two-thirds of the
state, this would empower Native
corporations and give us more con-
trol over the resources our people so

depend on.

babdly never even béen to most,
all, of these commumines!

Even more disturbung for the future
is  the federnl povernment's
seknowledgement thut communitics
are dynprmic o npture; that 15, they can
change with time s thut what was
Croral T in [980 may nol pecessanly
b s now . What s ““rural ' now may
not be determined v hove n sub
sstence poionty 10 years m the futune,
with continued federal management

This comtinues 1o threaten our sub
sistence. lilestyle. Some el com
mwmnities today may not always be pro
tedted under lederal management,

| predict that as lederu] management
continues, we will see mire ledirul
Lamids closed toononsubsistence uses.
eapecially park Jamds. Sports hunters
will see their opponumties restricted,
with more limitations on Tederal Tanids
as well as state londs in Alaska.

il o

Evidence of this is the decision by
the Aluska Boards of Fisheries and
Game af thewr mecting wn Fairbanks
recently that all Aluskans are eligible
for subsistence uses on siate lands,
Since everyone in the state could now
be eligible for all hunts on state land,
sports und commencal uses may be
limited in some cases 10 provide
enough fish and game to go ground

Those who fought so vehemently
against  subsiitence and rural
preference will be big supporters of a
constituiional amendment in years (o
comme (o fenm mansgement of fish and
game on fedeml lands back to the

siuie.

| thumk ar's omportant for Alaska
Nutive corporations and organizitions
o work closely with the lederal
goverrunent, 1w possibly contrct with
the Federal Subsistence Board for
regulatton of fish und game

Alithough the subsistence board sull
wionld possess virtual veto power over
all fosh o gume mansgenent on two
thards of the sute, this woukd empower
Native corporations and give us more
control over the resources our people
siv depend on

I wddimion, we aeed o wirk on
broade mng our constiluency, L W in
o non-Nahive rural volers. Nobidy
has oeganceed rocal non-Natives nor
Ih any orgunration dctmg on then
behalf, and yet they comprise nuwe
thun 20 percent ol the population

W nom-Mative raral voters had been
galvimized o action dunng  the
legislative and special session, perhaps
those legislatiors who have o substan
tial non-Natise roral constituency in
their disinet would have  been
pressured into voting Tor u constitu
tional armendment.

Fmally, we need to contimue to meet
in the forum that AFN provides, Such
conferences help us 1o become moe
unified in our effor at a very crucial
hme.

I encournge all subsistence sup:
parters 1o be vocal in protectiog thas
way of lile. We cannot afford 1o be
stlent on this issue



