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“th
state,’ ranglng from land use' to
.the ‘permanent -fund’ and mte
spending policies. '« | .

. Reactions ‘to that aeﬂes of:
-public forums were mixed, with

some applauding a job well done

and others crlﬁcal of the intent
~and eﬁ‘ect. it

1 -felt it was a good me?lia
forum to . discuss the issues and -
that ‘'we: did ‘get' the ‘necessary
information to’ the remote re-
glonn **said: Herb Smelcer, Aht-
na’s land ' manager and former
member of the "Alaska Growth

- Policy Council.” ”

““The: information that we re- .
ceived’ was: directly from the
people . and - it was ana]yu
well,” he said.

Smelcer, who represents the
Ahtna region on' the board; of
the Alaska  Federation of Na-
tives, said he felt that on the
whole, the Alaska Public Forum
drew ‘a good response in his
region. The response was much
better in the first year of the
forum, 1976, when -Gov. Jay

Hammond came hlmself to listen
“to, Ahtna’s ‘pe
lyear, he didn’t ‘come and’ tha 18-
 sponse wasn’t as good,” Smel-
cer: said.’
.pxogxam and’ the governor was

ifp ‘as'a polltical move I suppose

want to criticize, they

le
BP T feltit dida real neces-
sary ]Ob "he said.|
Bobby | Sc&aeffer, chairman of
the board- of Mauneluk Associa-
tion Inc.,. the ' regional * social
services orxanlzaﬂon for North-

west 'Alaska, took a somewhat’

opposite vxew of the public
forum.

“It can be a good deal if
worked properly, but what hap-
“pened . at least with the forum
last ‘year was: that they had an
outline  forced down peoples
throats,” Schagffer. said. “The
presentations: were _ very short.
and public opinion on each is-
sue was too minimal. There was
very little room for ‘productive
dialogue. -

“It should be a lot less po-
litical,” Schaeffer said: ““I went
to-a number of sessions during
the ‘first forum. There was no
one actually quoting the impor-
tant dinlogue that came out of

ople.’*‘The second :

“Butitwuagood»

the group sessions. You were
limited to so much time: per
particular sub]ect so there was

* just “one person’s biased view

and hearsay and  that is not

‘enough,” he said.
‘sincere. A lot of people lplayed it

‘As’ for ‘the results, Schaeffer
said’ “‘just take a look at what’s
happening . in ' the: kgjﬂatum,
coupled ' with the govemor’s

< budget and you will come up

with zero effectiveness.”

. Schaeffer  said *questions on
‘forum _issues. should be drafted
by local leaders, who know how

© the people react to various ques-

tions ' about state government
and-its various functions. “Ra-
ther. than " questions’ like *how
would. you spend $500 mil-
lion?’, questions should be di-
rected toward what people know ~
about a particular subject. If
they don’t know a particular
subject, have someone there to
explain it and to direct questions
toward that subject,” he said.

As an example, Schaeffer
cited' questions on the perman-
ent fund asked at the first pub-
lic forum. People offered pos-
sible options to broad, ab-
stract ‘questions without know-
ing what the legal limitations
were, he said.

Year End Report
What the Alaska Public For-.

-um and Alaska Growth Policy:

Council did do is to produce a
year end report on the 1977

forums, noting reaction .to the

forums and recommendations of
the growth policy group as a re-
sult of the forums.

The  Alaska Growth Policy
Council made recommendations
in three areas discussed by the
forum:

Subsistence

Subsistence--the growth po-
licy council supported the con-

‘cept of a stronger regional par-

ticipation and regulatory author-
ity in management of fish and
wildlife.

“We recommend ‘that regula-
tory authority for these - re-
sources be vested in regional
councils, rather than residing
with the boards of fisheries and

e,” the council said in part.
“However for the ‘purpose of
sound conservation practices and

broad public interest, veto pow-
ers, arbitration and coordinatlon

responsibility should reside with
some statewide oversight author-
ity.”

‘The council said in promul-
gating responsibilities of the re-
gional counclls, consideration
should be given to the nature of
the resources involved.

The council also said that in
order to involve more rural
Alaskans in management of fish
and ' wildlife, two steps should
. be taken:

1. The University of Alaska
in conjunction with the state
and community colleges, should
explore and possibly develop a
formal statewide para-profes-
sional fish and wildlife manage-
ment, academic and intern pro-

gram.

2. The State rtment of
Flsh and Game sho try to
-expand staff to accommodate
para-professionals and provide
on the job training for rural
Alaskans in fish and wildlife
mamagement.

The council, also suggested
that the state try to communi-
cate better with rural Alaskans,
by rewriting fish and game
regulations in language most
people can understand, rather
than in its present forum.
They proposed translating regu-
lations pertinent to the region
into Yupik -as a pilot project
and, if successful, translating the
regulations into other Native
languages and dialects.

The Permanent Fund
The growth policy council

recommendcd that contrlbutiom ol
to ‘the state’s Permanent ‘Fund -

be increased’ above the 25:pexr-
cent': level, *to . uwdn;
consistent with the main ef

increased contributions - woul A
help insure long term benef
from . Alaska’s mh}etrlall wallth:_
through earnings of the perma-
nent fund and also by having a:
braking effect on: growth’ of -
government expenditures. . /© "
meBﬂlionDolluEntuprb

The growth policy. council
recommended .. that : the = state
move toward: paymg for govern-
ment operations - with | monies
coming from relatively perman-
ent revenues, without any se-
vere disruption .in govemment
service.

“The dependenoe for on-go-
ing government expenditures on
oil and gas revenues should be
decreased,” the council said.

Finally, the council said that
the governor should prepare an
analysis of the long term (20
year) fiscal health of the govern-
ment: what money can be ex-
pected as revenue and what
will operations ‘cost. ~ “Each
year, the governor “should de-
termine spending ceilings - for
operating and capital expendi-
tures. Both the fiscal 'analysis
and the rationale for the ceiling
amounts selected should be pre-
sented to the people of Alaska
and the legislature,” the coun-
cil said. -



