The tollowmg are Key events an the
roceiil hustory of sitrsstense in Aliska:

*Linder the terms of the Alaska
Meativie Clanrs Settlement Act of 1971,
Matives gave up clamms W abongimal
hunting and Gslumg rights weschunge
fe rowghly $1 ballon aond 44 cllon
acres ofF land.

sHesponding o the  plummening
populisggon of  the Western Arct

Clame tor the firit time i 1975 limied
ehgibaliny for hunting permits o local
restdents of the drea most dependan
v the herd

*The Tanana Valley Sportsnien’s
Associnnion Wed smtin Y975 in Fur-
bunks 1o/ prevent the Hoard of Guame

Caribou Hend, the Alaska Board of

fromm pmplementing the permit regula:
tons, The case redched the Alaska
Supremie Court in 1978, by wiich time
the l'n.:E:_uIJtlmD; were' out of date and
oo pobicy issues were sottled.

*The Aluska Legislire anthorieed,
bt did oot compel the Board of Gane
to estdblish subgistence hunting arcas
i 1975, In 1976 the Legislature
divided fish and gume management
between the newly created Board of
Ciame unid the Board of Fisheries.

*The Ith Alaska Legislature
prissend in L97H the Tt comprehensive
subsistence law. Urban residents and
spurtsmen protested, calling the new
law unfair. They predicted the destrue
tion il game resouroes by the grow

Key events in recent history of subsistence

g rural population

win o vase between the Reri Penin-
vl Flsherman's  Cooperative
Assipation and the state in 1981, it
wiis ruded that Section 15, Article VI
of the Aliska Constitution does ml
prrabuabie differential treatsent of sport,
commefclal and subsistence  Tisher-
Imigtm.

*Hallor Measure 7, an attempt to
repeinl the 1978 subsistence law , Talled
in 1982 in a statewide election

sour men, (wo of them Anchomge
residents, bled a lowsuit in 1983
vhullenging the consttutionaliny of the
1978 dubsistence law,

*Thie Alaska Supreme Court struck

oonfinued on page an




e Subsistence ruling

caartmiued BT page o

down i 1985 the 1978 subsistence law
i the Muadison case, stating that all
Alidskans should be able (o wye sub-
sistence, und only when resources are
extremely scarce should preferences
be allowed.

“The Alpska Legislature in 1985
adopted o leiter ol inent leating o the
development of the 1986 subsistence
law

*The LIS, government imfoomed the
stibe in TURS that the Madison deci-
ston contradicted the Aluska National
tnterest Lands Conservation  Act,
and  thredtened . 1w ke over he
management of all federal land n
Aldoskh unless o new subsistence luw
wias  created 1w omeet ANILCA
spect Headong

*he Alasks Legislatumne created in
1986 0 new law delimng chigibality lor
it iCipation m subsistence praciices
The mpew gdelines were based on
residency, with a [O-potid critéin
system deciding whal areas quaified.
T Twvwsut Giled in 1983 was poodified
o challenge the pew law

A LLS judpe ruled i 1987 agansi
the Kenaitze Indian Tribe, stating that
the 1980 subsistence luw dgrees with
ANILCA provisiony

o The Qi LS Crrewit Court of Ap
wials in 19BB revorsed the 19KY
enantze devison, telling the state thl

a better definion of “raml” was
needed

* An atempt by the state in 1989 (o
get federal legislution o mateh the
federnl defmition of rural oo thit of the
stine, this bypassing the 9th Circult
Court decision by changing the laws
ilowas bised dpon, was thwarted by
MNative groups.

o The state md Kenmilzes ugreed in
9B 10w one-yeur lishery solution un-
til a pernunent agreement s decided
llpﬂ“.

*The Aluska Supreme Court sirick
submistence law os anconstiationu in
December 19849



