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(I:dnor s Note:  This is the ﬁfm
and final installment of a history
of the state subsistence hunting
law as interpreted by Nunam Kit-

lutsisti. Nunam Kitlutsisti is the_

environmental arm of the Asso-
ciation of Village Council Presi-
dents representing 56 Yupik Es-
kimo villages in the lower Yukon
and Kuskokwim River area.)

THE HISTORY OF THE
SUBSISTENCE HUNTING LAW
1975-1978

By Nunam Kitlutsisti

The Board, while saying in
its public meeting -that sub-
sistence must be given the high-
est priority again refused to im-
plement this priority due to
the failure of the Division of
Game to guarantee that ade-
quate . biological observations
were made and proper reporting

vance \to the rural villages. The
Board | was' once’ more showing
disdain ' for' rural subsistence

users, jand continued to’ con-’
tribute’ to the . selling ‘of Alas- .
ka’s dwindling’ wildlife  to 'the

highest ‘and most affluent ‘bid-
ders, thereby assisting in' the
destruction of  the rural social
and economlc systems.’ 4

While - the . Board based ltS‘

decision’. in.part “on ' the un-
availability . of . harvest. tlckets,

it failed to investigate the ‘rea- .

sons for this. The villages have
very  few .
Chronic problems *of | getting

licenses, harvest tickets, harvest.

reports and the -booklets of
hunting and  trapping; tegula-
tions exist through the _present
time. These “are documented

‘ license. . ‘vendors::

vnmy Board' mtnutes where
complmnts agnin

~of ' the State to" supply fonnd ;
ina t:mely manner often causes’.
the villagers-to face the necessity

of hunting with the possnbthty
of . facing ‘criminal charges for,
not' having: the proper certifica-
tion due to lack of forms.

<In the case in point, the vil-

lages of . Ruamn M.isslon and

*‘Mountain Village on the Lower
_Yukon complained that licenses,

harvest | tickets. and harvest re-

ports; .were ‘not 'in ‘the area.-

The license distributor in Mouni-

_tain Village ‘stated that he had

called ‘'on ' three occasions  to
the Division: of - Licensing, De-
partment . of " Revenue *during
the sununer, asking ‘for forms,
and was guaranteed  that forms

d- would be on the way promptly.  the resc
" Again’ in’ early ' August, calls . proposed.
were made’’ ‘to the' same. Depart- ces
“‘ment ‘and gequests ‘were' made
that the forms be: mailed ‘out.
“The ‘local ‘Fish and' Garne office.
was also called about the missing

forms.,
At one of the ‘local Fish

. and Game Advisory Board meet-

ings in:Russian Mission on . Sept.
13, 1977, many villagers were
awaiting hunting tickets; harvest

reports and  big ‘game licenses.”
None amved ‘It was necessary .

to: charter. {0 obtain bxg game

license: tickets so’ the hunters
‘could 'proceed  further. upriver

into  the: moose hunting areas
legally.

The- hunters missed up to five:

days of the abbreviated hunting
season as a result of the derelic-
tion of the Division of Game
and ‘the Division of Licensing.
Propased Amendments

To Subsistence Hunting Law

Seeing the problems in the
legislation as discussed above,
the AVCP has proposed amend-
ments to the subsistence hunting

law. These proposals which are -

before the legislature at this time
would eliminate’ the problems
of not being able to barter the
subsistence hunted game and
allow it to be used by the ex-
tended family.

However, the major changes.

which are proposed would force
the Division of Game to make
adequate studies of the game

populations and competition for ,

“‘would' ‘be: held' 't

chankes wbuld force.
.of \Game to :make
based. .on :stan rdsv._.which it

the' Board: ‘can ‘accept or reject
proposals at its discretion with-
out anycontrols Erua

" Conclusion

_The 1975 ‘and, 1976 Alaska
legislatures created a'law pro-
viding for  the: creation ‘of sub-
sistence ‘hunting areas. “The in-
tent. of ' the legislatures was
simply to' p(ovide for the needs
of 'the’. subststence hunters and

, thelr vnllagés

"'As’ this law’ moved from the
legislative . stage 'to ‘the  regula-

* tory 'stage,its’intent has beén

ignored and ‘the prospect of hav-
ing regulations promulgated pur-
suant’ to it appear, at best, re-
mote. ‘The “law has - provided
the Board of Game and the
Division of Game the ability
to put in"action -its stated pri-
ority for subsistence hunting.

It ‘is. obvious'that the Board
and the Division are not willing
to make this commitment. As
the  Board and the, Division are
not meeting the needs of rural
‘Alaskans;, they should not be
able to point to this act as evi-
dence. of their good faith.



