Opipion
If Ross gets his way, it’s over for villages

by Julle Kitka
President, Alasks Fediration of Nathves

I you really want to know what's
at stake 10 the current baitle over sub
sistence, read Wayne Anthony Ross
He and his podincal allies tn the Na-
ol Bafle Assocuation and the Alaska
Ouitdoor Counctl e ool Kidding.

Bebiand a soft rhetorical curtiin of

take what, where, when, how and for
what purposes. There s no way out
of dhifficult politics, and it 15 less than
responsible o suggest otherwise.

In muking allocations of limited
resources, the stale must choose bet
wieen two alternatives, Eiher it can
open up fish stocks and game popula-
troms o all Aliska residents, with no
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“egual rghes”” amd common use’
and *“lological principles of fish il
wildlile  management,”  their  real
agendn s to dismantle the cultuead and
economie base ol Natve lule i the
Bush. I these people get their way,
i's over lor the villages.

The wuth of the mater s that no
“management ponciples’ are going
w pet Abaskn out of the peditical quan-
dary i wihich it linds dsell. AL the
heart of the subsistence isue s the fuct
thay there are simply oo many peo
phe b welind 1o harvest Alaska s fish
amd gme resources

There wee ot enough  ammuls
pvaslible to allow everyone — com
mercial, spont and subsistence — 1o
take everything he or she wants. In
eviubly, the state and federal govern
ments have been drwn imto policnes
ol nllocation — decihing who gets o
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prelerence for anvone (" first-come,
fest-served™), untl all the surplus
animals sre aken, or it can allocaie
fish wned game among defined groups
ol Alaskans, sccording o whatever
public purposes it deécudes  ure
pustificable — as long ay it does not
viohte the Adnsks Constitation um dao
g ths,

Between 1960 and 1978, Alaska
mansged hunting and fishing on »
“lirst-come,  Prst-served’' basis
There was oo subwistence preference
[ any growp, by restidency of any
ather critenon

Everyone in Aliska could take these
resources wnil the surpluses were ex
hausted each vear. Then, the season
wis chosed. For many villages, heavily
affected by wrban, non-Nuative
frshermen and hunters, this was o
dhraster

[espie thew greater degree ol
ceconomic  dependence on  the
resources, their access (0 them wis
eguial 1o thmt of every Alaskan, The
ceonomic deprivation resulting from
such “"equality”” was inevitable

That 45 the system to which Ross
wintld have us returm. It was his col
leagues in the sport hunting knd fishing
commumty who challenged the sime
law  which pave a subsistence
prelerence W rural Alsskan residents

They clivmed that sich an allocation
preference  violated the State
Constitulion

The Aluska Supreme Cournt n
My Deswell v, State, agreed with them
So, the resuli they hnd long sought —
n political crisis in which the State of
Alnska is cuught between federal law
nnd its own constitution — hay béen
enginered ., and we are all paying the
price

Fhe next political step, ss Ross
repeatedly states in public, is o chinge
the federal law by removing the miral
subsistence  preference  from  the
Aluska National Interest Lands Con
servation Act. Then, the work wall be
chomie

Thist s nost ikely to happen. | don'y
think the U1.S. Congress will suppon
clffons 1w desiroy the economic and
cultural foundatons of village life.

Sen, Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, amd
otheer memibers of the Alaska Congres-
siwomal  Deleganion  have  repeatedly
warned all uieu:. thut Ciongress would
be very reluctiant W open up ANILC A
for subsistence amendments, He has
alsor warned that other huge land and
restrce issues might well be advere
by atfected in any such congressional
Action

In such u siuation, the only clear
aliermative 1o federal intervention 1s o
change the State Constitubion. That is
whut Gov. Steve Cowper has con-
cluded, and AFN agrees with him.

Whatever differences of opimon
may exist on the specific language
which such @ constinutional amend-
mient should contuin, we all know whal
15 10 store i we fudl 1o do this: the
secretnry of the Interior has a non
diséretiomary obligation W come inlo
Adoska and o manage fish and game,
with the ANILCA subsisience
preference for rural resudents, on all
public Linds.

And, although everyone pays lp
service o the principle of keeping the
lederal  pgovernment’s hands  off
Alaskn, 1 have no doubt that the op-
ponents of subsistence secretly relish
the prospeft of such an intervention

ey know full well how effective
Iy it will poison Alaska politics for the
foresecable future. But their ultimate
goal 15 1o wmend ANILCA, and if ot
15 necessury o go through o long
pennd of Tederal interviention and dul
management in order 10 achieve tha
end, they figare it s worth il

In the face of this long-term
strategy, the Mutive community must
Jmn hands with sympathetic  non-
MNative, urban Alaskans, Giving a sub
sistence  priovity e the taking of
limited lish and game resources o
those who most directly depend upon
them and who have the least nocess o
ilternative resources is a justifiable

ublic purpose. The people of Alaski
uve every right to change their con-
stiitunion 1o aecommwdsle  such o
humane goal



