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The following statement was . guarantees federal lakeover. arose on precisely that basis—
presented by Gov. Jay Ham-  Meanwhile, | would encourage  comparative need. | believe this
;‘r ; Hw: M;ﬁ any member of this Adminis s all most rural residents really
fm:;.i. omp \ p o WTaton Who disagrees with that  degire and what most urban

' e Policy position to ither forego  sportsmen could live with.
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"mr*mﬂﬁ Interior - | mentioned i my State of

secretary James Wati, the Con-  (he  S1ate wherein an urban

Native with 1/10th my income

could be denied access 1o

resources which 1, by virtue

of - mral residence, (custom-
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possibility?
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\ - ing the Legislatute 10 remowve
! hat : 1 language which provides for
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~aw S df the former occurred,
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enge 10 someone who had
greater frue needs than them-
selves should it become nec-
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federal lands rather than retain  upon milking this issue for Legislature in my State of the
the state’s right 1o manage? Whatever political points it State, Understandably they
Can and will the feds more - might make them. have ignored them. After all,
equilably apply subsistence ak- gt on thi isue could have iy Ther ook s it
locations than could the State? U s g efforts. They prefer 1o fight
y “i - ""' MH" Legis- it ow over the initialive

egardiess of differing views 'ature mot passed & bill which . o,
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