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To: bim_ak_coastalplain_EIS@blm.gov

Rape rob and pillage appears to be the order of the day. Like the border wall the destruction of the arctic refuge coastal

plain is now the sacrificial virgin for the kneeling sycophants and greed and power driven whore mongers. Gwich'in elders

long ago warned us these days were coming.

Beware that the destruction of the sacred place where life begins is utterly wrong. The concern for providing fuel to other
countries seems to be the need of filthy rich multinational corporate concerns not the first people of Alaska. | dedicate my
concerns to the memory of those who have gone beyond and worked to protect the Arctic Refuge Jonathon Solomon,
Gwich'in leader, Lenny Kohm, The Last Great Wilderness, Sharon Thompson Lord Kaktovik activist, and most especially
my mother Maggie Beach, my great grandmother Marcus and my great uncle Chief Moses and our ancestors who
migrated with the Porcupine Caribou Herd from time immemorial. | was instructed to do this in a good way my words may
be harsh | feel circumstances require such words. May the Creator have mercy on your souls.

Luci Beach

In addition | will be submitting Peter Mather's photograph of a Caribou cow and calf on the coastal plain calving grounds.
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History of Actions Towards Protection of the International Values of Northeast Alaska and Northwest
Canada

e 1952 George Collins and Lowell Sumner complete a document entitled: A Proposed Arctic
Wilderness International Park: A Preliminary Report Concerning its Values.

e 1960 The Arctic National Wildlife Range is established in northeastern Alaska to “preserve
unique wildlife, wilderness and recreational values”

e 1970 The Arctic International Wildlife Range Society meets in Whitehorse, Yukon Territory to
discuss efforts to establish an international conservation area.

e 1970 The Arctic Gas Consortium is formed to build a natural gas pipeline from Prudhoe Bay to
the MacKenzie River crossing the coastal plain of the Arctic National Wildlife Range and
adjacent lands in Canada.

e 1977 Justice Thomas Berger completes his exhaustive Mackenzie Valley Pipeline Inquiry Report
which recommends no authorization of the Arctic Gas Pipeline until land claims of aboriginal
peoples of northwestern Canada are settled. The Berger Report also recommended
establishment of conservation areas in Canada adjacent to the Arctic Refuge.

e 1979 The governments of the United States and Canada initiate negotiations for an international
treaty for the conservation of trans boundary migratory caribou herds.

e 1980 President Carter signs the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act which adds
over 9 million acres of land to the Arctic Refuge, and creates the Yukon Flats National Wildlife
Refuge (8.6 million acres), the bringing nearly all of the range of the Porcupine Caribou Herd in
the US under refuge protection. Eight million acres in the Arctic Refuge are designated as
Wilderness.

e 1984 The Inuvialuit people and the Government of Canada finalize a land claims agreement
which includes establishment of the Northern Yukon National Park which was later re-named
Ivaavik National Park and borders the Arctic Refuge. This agreement also established a Special
Conservation Area in the northern Yukon that is adjacent to lvaavik NP.

e 1987 The Agreement Between the Government of Canada and the Government of the United
States of America on the Conservation of the Porcupine Caribou Herd is signed.

e 1995 Vuntut National Park and Old Crow Flats Special Management Area are established in
Canada adjacent to the Arctic Refuge as a result of Final Land Claims Agreement between the
Vuntut Gwich’n First Nations and the Government of Canada.

e 1998 Tr'ondek Hwech'’in First Nation settles land claims with the Government of Canada and
Yukon Territory, resulting in the establishment of Tombstone Territorial Park in the upper
Ogilvie River basin, protecting key winter habitat of the Porcupine Caribou Herd.

e 1999 Ni’iinlii Njik (Fishing Branch) Territorial Park (7,000 sq Km) is established as part of the
Vuntut Gwich’n First Nations land claims settlement, in the upper Porcupine River region of
Yukon Territory to protect chum salmon spawning areas, grizzly bear concentrations and habitat
of the Porcupine Caribou Herd.



INTERNATIONAL PORCURINE CARIBOU COMMISSBION
P.0. Box E£00908
fnchorage AKX 398R0

COMMENTS ON DRAFT COMPREMENSIVE CONSERVATION PLAN
&RCTIC NﬂTIONﬂL WILDLIFE REFUGE

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on these issues
that are so erucial to the future of our p-onlc.

{1.) Before commenting on the report iteslf we must address
the issue of Native Allotwente. Of 172 applivations omly 4
have been settled. This is a violation of our peocples
riphts and should be corrected as a first priority. It is
cutragecus that ycu ocan spand millioms for studies, develop
antd implament plans, and even parmit develapment to occur
vhile our psople have waited 20 or 30 ysars for title te
their lands. Many of our old people have died before
getting their land and many others will too. We strongly
advise you to redirect soms of your funding to the

. appropriate agancy to accomplish this, and we will cppose
any additional funding for thc Fu8 while this issue remains
unr.lalvca.

.tg)‘Th;s ropart is very prejudical sgainst the legal righte
{.y of life af subsistence pecple in our arwa. e dontt
hat this prejudice against our people is done on
purpeto, but if you look at this report carefully you will
. see it cv.ryuhar..

When thc Arette Range was origionally established, one of
the purpomnas was for recresation. When the d-£ bill was
introduced this was still one of the main reasons proposed
for ANWR (and Kanai Refuge also), Congress changed that,
Thay took recrsation out as one of the purpgcses of ANWR and
put in instead the rmed to provide for subsistence uses.
We know because we asked Congress to make the change. Unce
they understood the issue they agresd without a single
object ion.

The problem is that sverywhers you look in this report
subsistence is treated like any other use. Although you
1ist the purposses of the Refupe in the book, including
subsistance, almost sverywhere else it sounds like
subsintence, sport hunting, sport and commercial fishing and
recreation nill be treatsd all the same, or even worse. You
don't sven consider subsistance one of the “significant
issuss* raised by the public (p.uii). In the charts on
"Evaluation of alternatives* (p.393-a), and sacicetonomic
impacts (p.387-8) you preterdd like your responsibility is
only to allow gur pmeple to ge hunting or fishing, not to
protect. subsistence. The right to go hunting is nat
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subsistence without the habitat to support wildlife. For

sxample, Alternstive 3 would allow commercial legging on BEX

of the refuge. These timbered arsas are what support the .
Martin and other animals that cur many Srappevh depend on,
but your chart doesn't show any differenced for subsistence
users between allowing even large scale logping and
protecting the lamnd. You have answered the wrong question
in & way that hides the Sruth about differant alternatives
for subsistence people. Ffor us the “opportunity to snpage
in subsistence" means the right tc a productive natural
envircrment, as well as the right to hunt, fish, trap etc.
This analysis about the different options should be
improved. Your failure to recognise the potentisl for
adverse impacts on subsistence pecple from some of the
alternatives
(3) Nonw of the alternstives is really designed arcund the
needs of local pwople. Our priority is to protect the land
and t0 provide for the wkher nasds of ‘our people including
conomic development. S vabiwiieottt: YN CRO: dwk i -
ARG R0 BN ARSI e W TEOr s abapt ok a. e
U CONOR A S ARG el WA e Y R dch
stusube M S avle ’ x “Thuse are 1)
around OId John Lake, #) Junjik River from Timber Lake to
its confluence with the £ Pk. 3) East Fork Chandalar River
from about Red Bheep Creek down, and 4} the lower Wind
Rivar. These places arw like our back yard, They sre used
all the time for all sorts of rmsscns, and alsc include veary
many allotment sites as well. These areas should be managed
80 that we can continue without too many problems. Cne
particular issue for thwse areas is the way you define
commercisl logging, SHometimes we nesd logs for a publie
building. W hust be able to pay our psopls o get logs for
& new church or sechoal building or community house or eny
other important resson without intarference. Yeu cannot
build a library in Fairbanke without paying workers for
“their efforts and the same i{s true up here. Whether or not
we can pay someons for a community project, or whether the
logs sre for a house or a public bullding shouldm't make any
difference, but to be safe, these areas should not be
included as Wilderness. Lopging that is not for local uswe
in our region should not be allowed in any case, The esxact
baundaries of these arsas should be ‘based on the advise of
the peacple in frctic thlang arnd Veratie.

(4.)v1n order for our communities to survive over the long
tarm wa will nend perdanesat jobs for our people. The PFUS

plan should inglude & training program and & goal of filling

all future Jobs managing these refuges in our area with
local pacple. That would bring more long~lasting benefit o
our pecple tham any amcount of local logging or mining would
ever do, and save money by decreasing the neasd for publie
assistance. We are not talking sbout Just temporary tech.
Jots, but real full-time sanagement and biclogist and clerk

positions. This could be done with time and‘a commnlttnent
to help our pecple get the needed skills and training.

(5. )W would also Iike to point cut a faw corpetions in
‘your report. .

==p: 145 Ft. Yukon pwople also use the sntire Porcupine

- Rivar all ths way into Cenade for subsitence, just like

Chalkyitsik. The boundary on your map was prcbably . taken
from the state's subsistence study, which is not correct.
This is important to us and should be chanped.

-1 belisve the population sstimate for tha Porcupine

_ Caribou Herd is now 188,000, nat 200, 000.

==p, 189, Coordination with other agencies should note
cbligations of US-Carade PCH Agresment and need to wonsult
with the Canadian Porcupine Caribau Management Board and the
new international PCH board that will be formed.

~=p. 198, Uatar rights section should note that the
Venwtie Ressrve has title to the K. 1/% of the K. Fork

‘Chandalar River, including the water column. This in a an

important cmission that should be corrected.

==t 397~8 Your estimates of additional funding needs
are ocut of touch with -our current federal budget situation
and real lifs. e don't need any more sanagsmant at this
jime, or in the near future. What you should do is redirect
some of your current budpet te approving allotments and for
training local people for these jobs in the future, - .
including & plan to move those Jjobs to local communities.

==p: 403~4, Arctic village iw not a eity. It is .

governed by a Village Council, am is Vernetis. The Native
Village of Venetis Tribal Povarnment is a federally
recognized IRR tribal government for both Arctie Village and

Verwtis. These are thres ssparate goverrnments under federal
law. .

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important
repord, . .

Sincerel

athon 8oloman, Chair.
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Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc.

April 19, 1988

Arctic Refuge Plannim Teum
U.5. Fish and Wildlife Servios
1011 Bast Tudor Road .
Anchorage, uum SMQS_NW*NJ,.'-;?“

Dear Planning 'uii Menkars: -;‘ e
The Tadsha Calets di:ontq:ogac. “Ing: woind J.ikn ‘to . take the

oppo: “thi Araft’ ANWR® *Comprehensive"
cox;g‘ ion” lan at .this tine., 7The Tanana Chiefs Conferanca,
Ing. r “Hative, nonprofit service organizaticn serving 43
\vgngq n the Kiaskan Intericr, Several of. cur villages use the .

"o ) -

T Haohielt to the term "comprelensive® as part of tha 1

Ny 13:10, “hecause 1.5 million refuge acras on the Coestal’ Plgzn

g #ft ocut of the plan.
g

In this respect, the plan fails .to tm ;
to -mocount the synergistic effects of wvaricus development
cmiriou in the 1002 ares as would be lpp riate for a pl&n of .

e, The 1002 report is largely a politioal decument that

Cmi I.y does not take our villages’ cuhliltonon concernsé into .
yddount. While the report details possible effects on n):twik'-, -
nhni:tancc eco ¢ the ‘document nerely states that - the

xgcmm“ of our villages would likely be affected, pericd, no
.further investigation and disguasion of the matter. In short,
conssrvation plan should lock at all potential

atqnigimt activities that, affect th‘ romqo as - the Hatlonal

nnvitoniontul Policy Act rﬂulua.

The Tinana Chiefs’ L‘onzomoe Tre. -upport- tho 1tion taken b
th- Intcmtioml Forcupine caribou Coniui pow: ¥

a) ,:?m entire. .iaium ‘%0 the

‘Wilderness - WW‘ il
':::.1% nr&a'ﬂ 14 ‘b“&n & el
o s condl e £ Yor R
chmuqr nivgr tm about M M o 3’ 4} the .
lower {ver. This would Dde oomintont with the

pnrpcln for which the refuge was established and would be
the least costly managemant scheme..

| J—
B)

The Native Allotment applications in the Refu
settlaed. 9 must b.

| MAD:LJ:ss - 488-189

m and un& rescurces as an integral part of thci: sub-utoncc
b

supif ..--~

] 1 ould includo a training program and a qoal ot
° ﬁzl r}qutg managumant Jjobs for the Refuge with lccal
paople.

4) The plan fails to recognite the potential for  adverse
izpacts on subsistence in several scenarios.. Subsistence is
traated equal to or less than other uses in the plan when
the Refuge purposes sstablish protootien of subsistence uses
as a priority.

We do not fesl that the Preferred uumtivc A is the beat
nanagemsnt scenaric from the economic perspective of .our villages
or of the United States Governmant. It is not the moat consls-
tent ?tomtlvc ﬂé’ch the purposes. :c‘st t;!:kl;l a;h;i n:.t:s:n w::
established. The Tanana mn

reconsider ‘%' wddificaticn - Altmtivo G as tha preferred
alternative.”

Sincerely, .
TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC. : ‘

Bz

Mitch Denmientieff
President

Enc.

- ©c¢:  The Honorable Don Young

The Honorable Ted Stevens
The Honorable Frank Murkowski
‘Senator Johne Binkley
Repressntative Xay Wallls

MAD:LI:mg - 483-189.
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