
murkowskfsmurkowskis
1991 package
sparsparkss debate

by steve PlIpilkingtonkington
and AJ mcclanahan

foror the tundra time

A package of proposed 1991 amend-
ments to the alaska native claims
settlement act expected to be taken
up by the senate energy and natural
resources commiteecommateeComm itee in mid
september are drawing the ire otof
some native tribal representatives

but the substitute bill developed by
sen prankfrank murkowski has the back-
ingin of the alaska federation of
nativesNsat ves

janie leask AFN president said
the substitute bill represents marked
amproimproimprovementvement over the senate bill that
was rejected at the AFN convention
last year

im really pleased that inin this
substitute bill restrictions on the sale
of native corporation stock remain in
place beyond 1991 unless regions
or villages decide to remove them
she said this represents the heart ol01ot
the 1991 package sought by last year s

convention delegates
leask said it became impossible in

negotiations with alaskasalanskas senators to
accommodate tribal advocates who
wanted to allow the transfer 0ofI1 lands
out of native corporations to tribal
governments

the problem was that the senators
would not allow this provision unless
they put in a disclaimer that would
have actually hurt tribal govern-
ments she said it would have
taken away rights that existing tribal
governments already have

and we decided we just couldnt
live with this disclaimer
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leask pointed out that the senate
substitute does contain an opportuni-
ty for corporations to transfer lands out
of the corporate structure into a state
chartered settlement trust while this
trust does not address the concerns of
tribal advocates who would like to see
ANCSA lands transferred to tribal en-
tities she said it does provide a way
out of the corporate structure

in my mind this is the best were
going to get out of this congress
leask said

the substitute bill proposed by
murkowski represents a good accom-
modationmodation between the secretary of the
interior and the needs ofofafnAFN 11 said

7 elizabeth johnston vice president of
bristol bay native corp we would
look forward to that bill moving for-
ward when congress comes back

the bill is being sharply criticized
by the alaska native coalition
however because tribal officials are
concerned about the issue of
sovereignty

the new version ofsenateof senate bill 1145
was released by murkowskis office
last week the house version of the
bill HR 278 passed the house
march 3311

ANC officials are angry that the
new murkowski version has left out
a section of the bill that would
authorize alaska native corporations
to transfer assets to an entity such as
a tribal government called a

qualified transferee entity
they say they cannot support the bill

unless the QTE section remains in
murkowski however opposes that

sectionec tion
unfortunately those that support

sovereignty are worlds apart on that
issue murkowski said from
washington in a teleconference thurs-
day with alaska reporters

murkowskis proposals discriminate
against alaska natives according
willie kasayulie ANC chairman in
a letter to villages he said that in the
lower 48 indian lands are protected
from taxation and condemnation but
the new legislation would not provide
the same protection for lands owned
by alaska native tribes

another section of the bill that may
be controversial is one that would
authorize cook inlet region inc to
issue and sell CIRI stock to officers
and employees of the corporation as
part of a recapitalization plan
authorized by shareholders

in the teleconference murkowski
said this section was put into the bill
as a way for CIRI to retain qualified
managers and he added that CIRIs
economic sithatsituatsituationon isis unique

As for contcontinuingi cuingnuing the restrictions on
the sale of native corporation stock
beyond 19911991 murkowskismutkowskis proposal
contains a general rule providing that
restrictions would continue unless
regional or village corpcorporationoratio n
shareholders vote otherwise

it basically offers three main
options

restrictions on the sale of corpora-
tion stock would remain in place

beyond 1991 for regional and village
cocorporationsrporations unless shareholders vote
to remove them this vote can be trig-
gered by a vote of the board or a peti-
tion by 25 percent of the shareholders

dissenters in such a vote would be
paid off only if a majority of
shareholders vote inin favor of doing so

within one year of the passapassagee of
the murkowski bill the board tofanyofanyof any
regional corporation or the board of
any village in the bristol bay or aleut
regions could call for a vote of the
shareholders to continue restrictions
on the sale of the stock

if a board triggers such a vote
dissenters would be required to be paid
off

any native corporation could hold
a vote of the shareholders to decide
whether to initiate a recapitalization
plan this plan would create different
classes ofstrockofstockof stock with different voting
rights depending on the class

only inin the case ofofciriCIRI under this
option would stock be allowed to be
sold or issued to corporate officers

ANC officials feel congress should
not take up discussion of the bill in
september but after the AFN con-
vention in october

any decision to drop the tribal op-
tion provision should not be made dur-
ing the summer when our people are
fishing or engaged in other summer
activities Kasaykasayulieuhe said


