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The path of negotiations to, and beyond, the
1985 Deer Agreement for off-reservation hunting on
ceded territories, has proved to be steep and dif-
ficult for tribal negotiators. Negotlatrons broke

down early' due to the rnflexrblllty of the WDNRs
position.

Following

the refusal to further attempt

_ negotiations in the face of intrangience, the tribes
* came to an Inter-Tribal Agreement to regulate and

provide a 1985 treaty deer hunt for tribal members.

‘The DNR was qurck to respond with its Board of
" Directors issuing "Emergency Rules” for the.hunt

which conflicted with the Inter-Tribal Agreement

. open to the possrblllty of arrest. Bad River. went to

court to seek an mjunctlon to essentially over- rule.
the WDNR's emergency rules The |njuctron was
" denied.

~ However, at the Great Lakes lndlan Fish and
Wildlife Commission’s Annual conference in

‘Michigan, September 5 & 6, WDNR lead negotiator,

George Meyer informed the tribes that the DNR

- was flexible on issues such as uncased, loaded guns
" and shooting from vehicles on unpaved raods, and

wanted immediate return to the negotiating table.
Negotiations resumed shortly after the 1985

" Deer Agreement was signed between the tribes and

the: WDNR. All seemed back in order, however, in.
the sidelines, haunting the success of the 1985
agreement was Senate Bill (SB) 88 outlawing the

. shooting from: vehicles for the state’s handicapped

" hunters making it a bill, which if passed, would ter:

minate by terms of»the.agreement the,negotlated ‘
* right of tribal members to hunt from vehicles on un--

paved roads with loaded, uncased weapons for the
34 day season.

A tacit understandrng, or gentlemen s agree-

-~ ment” existed between tribal and state negotiators

“process betweent the tribes and the State. He said
- the State has been unable to negotiate in good-faith -

that the Bill would not be signed into effect prior to

the completion of the 34 day season.
However, SB 88 passed the Wrsconsrn

legislature with a speed equivalent to Hurricane

Gloria. It passd the Assembly Tuesday, September_

24, and the Senate on Thursday, September 26,
thanks to the power politics of Senator Loyd Kin-
caid, whao made it plain to legislators; according to
Paul De Main, Governor's Advisor on Indian Affairs,
.“that this-was a way to get the lndran treaty hunters .

‘ off the roads.

_ ‘at a. press conference on
Island,  Task Force Chairman ;James
Schlender announced the end to ‘the negotiating

Consequently,

and has violated all trust. The tribes, he said, willim-,
_-plement treaty hunting and fishing rights through

" Inter-Tribal Agreements rather than further attempt

‘negotiations with the state. .

. September 29, 1985, reprinted is a letter to Gover:

~* nor Anthony Earl from’ the Voigt Task Force, again =
- oudining their frustratrons and drsallusnonment with -

the ‘State.

NEGOTIATIONS

VlABLE

Press Statement by James'

- Schlender, Vorgt Inter-Tribal Task

Force at a September 29th Press :

Conference.

Negotiati’on of seasons and methods wrth' the
- State of Wisconsin is over. Negotiations, in.order ta
be successful must be driven by certain forces. In

‘these negotiations the driving forces were: 1) the
- uncertainty of litigation, 2) the affirmation of the
- treaty reserved rights by the U.S. Supreme Court, -
'3) the exercise of those rights upon agreed condi- -

tions to avoid social disharmony, 4) bilateral will-
ingness to compromise to achieve mutual agree
ment, and 5) trust and good faith.

The negotiating process lost much of |ts dnvrng a

force when Tribes lost the preliminary-injuction in
Federal Court in the 1984 Spring Spearing.Season:

much of the uncertainty was eliminated by Judge -

Doyle’s ruling. Judge Doyle refused, to decide the
matter piecemeal,
methods of drspute resolution—negotiating was

one of these, but not the only one-—-—lrtrgatlon was
another.

The Tribes ceased negotlatrons wrth the State-

of Wisconsin during the 1985 Deer Gun Season due
to the allegedly infiexible position regarding loaded,
uncased guns, and shooting from a vehicle.on un-
paved roads. The Governor urged a return to the
table. The DNR Board passed emergency rules sud-

denly after a-decade of allowing State citizens to be_
. subject to such unsafe conditions. The Tribés pass-
ed inter-tribal agreements; the DNR’ negotiators

found new flexibility on this issue and bargained for
a 34 day gun season using uncased,
weapons, and shooting from a vehicle. The political

nature of this flexibility requrred the cosmetic of
conditional termination of the season if SB 88 pass-

ed the legislature with the inducement that the
Gavernor would delay signing to achieve the 34 day
~ season—this wrll be proven to.have been a faise in-

. ducement upon the Governor 'S srgnmg of the brll in-.

to law.

ine conversatron with. the Governor s’ Offrce on :

. September 27, 1985, (American Indian Day), the
“Tribes were told that the Governor would not delay
the bill or the signing of .that bill into law. This may
~occur as early as Tuesday, October 1. .

‘This latest  breach - of a gentlemen S
agreement ‘was but the last i ina series of tribal com-
plaints: about the conduct. of negotiations. The

State's failure to ‘embrace brology as a prime prin- -

cipal and goal of negotiated agreements was a com-

plaint. The manipulatin of media statements and the .

‘timing of those, which heightened public opinion

-against tribal positions, was a serious hrndrance to -
"the -negotiating process.. Finally, the veracrty of

- ~State positions has come into question.
"Below is a reprint of er Schlender s statement .

g f to the press; delrvered on Madeline Island, Sunday

seasons and methods for trrbal members - through
‘inter-tribal ‘agreements. We would'invite DNR: par-
Jtl_crpatron in the enforcernent of these agreements.

‘ This negotiating process was a journey the

pointing the parties to other

~Simply because negotiations.are over doés not
" mean the end-of the world.: The tribes will.ensure

 MADISON: WI_

: 'James"Schlende‘r; Volgt"lrlte'r-Trlba’l~Tasl<"Force Cha‘lrman;*‘-A S

Tribes wrllmgly consented to, but we have reached '

‘the end of -this road.. Other roads must now be ex:

‘plored. Inter-tribal agreements to achieve seasons is -
“but one avenue—the State’s response to these

agreements will largely. dictate the course of events

to follow until there is a frnal decrsron from the‘. -

federal courts.d

Be clear, this negotratlng process is over, but ,
- that does not mark a “call to arms in defense of trea-
nor should it become an opportunity for .

ty rights,”
the escalation of circumstances to deny those nghts
by state crtrzens or by the State rtself '

: The Tribes shall follow a new “toute to achreve -

much of what  has been achieved through the

" :negotiating process. It is unfortunate that the State - . .
chose to spurn the negotiating process - after’

. publically embracing that method. It is not surpris-

loaded

ing for' governments in these times to do surprising

things—France acted to blow up the Rainbow war- v
rior—so it is not surprising that Governor Earl could :

1-7-‘7

express displeasure at the Tribes’ legal.positions,

while pubhcly extoling the State for “not contestrng :

and

- yet the State’s legal position is that these’ rights.are
temporary only and are extlnqurshed by whrte settle -

the basic. exlstence of treaty reserved rights,”

ment

_ If there is betrayal in these crrcumstances, 1t is™" -
the Tribes who have been betrayed: The Tribes’ trust T
that the State would deal in this‘process-on a. ..

“truthful basis has been assailed by the State's con-

“duct. The Tribes recognize the government to .. e
v government relationship touches many other areas -
besides treaty rights. It is our hope that there be no.

, sprllover effects in these other areas
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NEGOTIATIONS CEASED EARLY f{NEGOTlATIONS RESUMED AT
'WITH THE ‘85 DEER SEASON - THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF

'DUE TO WDNR INTRANGIENCE | GOVERNOR EARL. AN AGREE-
BUT THEN,,,»‘_; G | MENT WAS REACHED...
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PAUL DEMA[N
- SAID... -

“GOVERNOR EARL lS
COMMITTED TO THE "
NEGOTIATING PROCESS v

'GLIFWC AND BIA
~ PROTESTED
WDNR RULES

PAUL DEMAIN Governors Advrsor on
Affarrs

Indian

'PRESS RELEASE SENT FROM  GLIFWC.
' CONFERENCE ON SEPTEMBER 6, 1985.

- Respondmg to the unilateral action of the State-
of Wisconsin to impose emergency rules in the 1985

'Responding to the GLIFWC Board of
Commissioner's request to Governor Anthony Earl
to veto the emergency rules imposed by the WDNR
Board on the 1985 Chippewa off-reservation deer

off-reservation treaty deer hunt, the Bureau of hunt, Paul DeMain, Governor's Advisor on Indian

Indian Affairs announced continued support of the
Great Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife Commission
(GLlFWC) They also joined the Commission in
" questioning- the legitimacy of the WDNR Board's
action.
Dr. Earl Barlow, Director of the Area Office of
-~ the BIA, Minneapolis Office, supported the message
sent Wednesday by 'Ray DePerry Executive -
Administrator of GLIFWC, to Governor Anthony
Earl, encouraging Earl’s intervention in the WDNR's
imposure of emergency rules on the . 1985 off

~ reservation treaty deer hunt.

Barlow says he would like to encourage
_Govenor Earl to investigate options available 4o |
- intervene. in the emergency ruling” and that he

antrcrpates Earl will exercise his “usual good judge-
ment” in:regard to this issue,

BIA officials met with the GLIFWC Board of -
. Commissioners Thursday morning to discuss the -
‘rmphcatrons of the WDNR's emergency ruling and

the upcommg treaty deer season.’ ‘
-~ “The rights of tribal members are abundantly
clear,” Barlow reiterated, and commented that both
‘the GLIFWC'and the BIA must jointly work to assure
. both that the responsibilities of resource manage- -
~ment are met and that tribal ‘members have the
abrhty to exercise.their rights wrthOut unnecessary
intervention from the State.
" - Barlow also pointed out that there has not been -
any -evidence that the emergency ruling’ was
: promulgated on a biological basis. "There is no '
_threat to a specres no indication of depletion,”
Barlow said, "“and cértainly’no evidence of a state of
‘emergency.” Both Barlow and DePerry asked. to
Hwhat ‘emergency’ the WDNR is responding. .
‘ The BIA and GLIFWC Board of Commissioners
. also took action to make funds avarlable for addi:-
. tional enforcement staff for those. tribes who-will be T
. 'exercising their tréaty hunting. begmnmg Saturday. .~~~ - - :'_i' - L
. September 7. DePerry. commented thatin the past ' '
. two years enforcement has been a cooperative effort” . R
. between' the tribes and the WDNR, a- «cooperation .. - T T

stemmmg from therr Jomt concern to preserve the _
‘resources.’ S : ST

Earl did not have the power to veto that ruling.
However, he said, even if he had the power, he
probably would not use it, as he remains committed
to the negotiation process and urges resumption of
] negotratrons between the State and the tribes. - _
:Governor Earl, DeMain said, still feels thereisa
middle ground which is negotiable and requests the

~back to the table and resolve these issues.

'DeMaln said that there is a provision for
“handicapped hunters' to shoot from cars with
uncased, " loaded guns, however, the Governor
doesn’t believe it should be allowed in general prac-

Vand regulate those hunters themselves. He also

practice even for handrcapped hunters.
: DeMain also said that the comparrson of tribal

‘ medra

"with tribal chairmen and would be intérested in
, allowmg changes which may be- requrred to resume

“staffing, in the structure of negotratrons ~or in
individuals, - .

"We have been able to-sit down from the onset
of the Vorgt Decision.and come to’ agreement,” said
DeMain. “"There have been many vrctorres for the
tribes and .the State through numerous
agreements.” '

- Unfortunately, he commented the medra
‘ emphasrzes conflict and has lost. s:ght of the' fact

MANY PEAKS

" Anthony Earl,

~ production,
. commented

. which

Affairs, told conference participants that Governor: -

Voigt Inter-Tribal Task Force and the DNR to get

tice. Governor Earl feels the tribes could allow that .
provision for those tribal members ‘which need it -

noted that the WDNR has consistently opposed the -

hunters to handlcapped hunters is a “loser in the. ' said that after Teviewing results there was not a

Governor Earl DeMam sard would like to meet . -

-negotiations. . Perhaps it would mean changes in  Meyer. Two sets of rules exist governing the. tribal A

- .deer hunt with “95% of the contents identical.” The
* major issue, he said, was shootrng from vehrcles on f
~"unpaved roads.
. Eight - agreements have ‘been successfully :
negotrated in 1985, he said, and we are stym'eda -
“over. one.” Do you want to throw all that away?” he ¢ -
asked. Do you want to throw away trapping, small ¥
- game... .and create that chaos for tribal members?”
. that we have- not had to go to court over. every rssue “ situation,” said Meyer. “Let's get back to the table:
'rmmedrately..;. However he emphasrzed that “we
“will hold dlfferent views in litigation; *
“which could be * mflammatory during negotiations.
--Meyer said;- We _must respect that.we wrll hold
r drfferent views.’

» “By WOrklng together we can- plan together onf
" how the

. ‘concluded. "We can calmly work with and present

' GEORGE MEYER

SAlD...‘_ e

“BUT LOOKING

BACK,
OVERSHADO

THE VALLEYS.”

George Meyer, Chief Negotiator for the WDNR:
choose to look at the.positive aspects of the state.
tribal relationship, despite
negotratrng a 1985 off: Teservation deer agreement.

Meyer opened his statements to the GLIFWC_{

conference participants emphasizing - the many
positive ' areas _in " the state-tribal relationships
. achieved through the leadership of Governor
‘Tribal Chairman, Paul DeMain
(Governor's Advisor on Indian Affarrs) ‘and varrous

agencres .
“We are in a val_ley now,’

“but

~ He cited the wild
example of achievement. *
increase wild rice production, to formally look at
and‘ to tighten regulati.ons;f' he

. Meyer also mentloned the 1984 deer agree
ment as providing a
“established "the precedence of a long,
extended Chippewa deer season.” Only the 42 day
provision allowing tribal hunters to shoot from
vehicles. on unpaved roads caused public concemn,
he said, and then at the request of Governor-Earl,
the majority of the tribes refrained from using the
right.

The 1984 small game agreement was also
noted by Meyer. The agreement, he said, liberalized
seasons and bag limits for tribal members. A 1985

agreement is needed. Similarly, the 1984 trapping {
agreement liberalized trapping regulations for the.

_ _tribes and opened the way for posrtrve discussion”}
On the topic’ of : using 'uncased. loaded guns, "

between State and Tribal trappers,’
: The 1984
successfully ‘implemented,
Meyer—another achievement.

" he noted.

according to
The extensive

" reporting on set lines beneath the ice and the study’
- of the harvest paid off, he said, and showed that

there was “no biological impact.” Meyer said that

they “can relax the reporting procedure of last year
in relation to ice fishing. - ’

Labelling the 1985 spear. fishing season a5 |

“potentially the miost controversial” season, Meyer

serious impact from one year's experience.” He

continued to say that “the State is clearly wrllmg to
- work out a 1986 spearing agreement o

The 1985 deer agreement “didn’t work,”

The Governor can - assist - in this ‘delicate

‘a. situation.

rights _will be  implemented,” Meyel

things to trrbal members and the general publlc ‘

R{.

the setbacks in-

".said Meyer, referring:
. to the breakdown in the negotiating process,

~ looking back, our many peaks overshadow the
- valleys.”

rice agreement as one’ |
It is a clear thrust to.

“non-controversial season”

ice fishing agreement was

Press Conferences on 1985 Chippewa Treaty.
- Deer Hunting Season, September 13, 1985

Yesterday, September 12, 1985, the six
Wisconsin Chippewa Tribes ‘and the State of
Wisconsin resumed negotiations regarding the
1985 Chippewa Tteaty Deer Hunting Season. After
“five hours of - negotiationsy an agreement was
reached by the tribes and the state. This was the
- 13th hunting and fishing agreement entered into by-
the tribes and the state in the last two years. The
issues discussed and agreed to yesterday were:

1. A week (November 9-15) was added to the
“season that had been adopted by the State of
Wisconsin for the 1985 Chippewa treaty gun deer
hunting season. That season will now extend from
September 14 through November 15, 1985, and
from November 23 through December 14, 1985.
This will be an 85.day season compared with the 78
- day season adopted by the Wisconsin Natural
Resources Board on August 30, 1985 and contrasts
with the 111 day season es’ ;-lished as a framework
- by the Chippewa tribes. o
2. Provisions of state law regarding the
reporting of hunting accidents and providing of
assistance to huntlng accident vrctrms were added
“ to the agreement.

-system of.. issuing antlerless permits for deer
management units. The state’s formula for i lssuance
- of antlerless permits is incorporated into.the agree-"
<ment. This does not involve an increase of the
allocation of antlerfess deer to the tribes in any deer
~management unit from that which had been
 adopted by the tribes and the state earlier this year.
~ The state is fully satisfied with the tribes system of

. permit issuance, tagging, and registration system.
4. The possession of loaded and uncased

- firearms on vehicles while actually hunting and the
discharge of firearms from standing vehicles on
unpaved roads is allowed for 'a 34 day period
starting on September 28, 1985, and extending
- through October 31, 1985, or until such time as the
- Wisconsin legislature modifies.the current state law
. allowing these practices for disabled hunters,
whichever date comes first. Currently Senate Bill
. 88, introduced by Senator Lloyd . Kincaid, and
~Assembly Bill 151, introduced by Representatwe

- are pending in the state legislature.

- firearm practices are allowed in this agreement

* with the 102 days they were allowed in the tribes-
1985 proposed season.

- Wisconsin at_this time decided to . negotrate '

973 Natural Resources Board on August 30, 1985?

4 ... At the time of the Natural Resources Board
sald -

> adoption of the emergency rules, it was indicated
‘s that contrnued negotiations with .the Chippewa

~endorsed- by Governor Anthony Earl. Dane County
-+ Circuit ' Court. Judge: Richard ‘Bardwell,

v against the state regulatians, strongly directed the
. parties to negotiate a settlement to the disagree- -

e Federal District Court Judge James Doyle. -
" The major reason for the Department enterlng

‘ clear that, unless the State of Wrsconsm negotiated

-a 1985_treaty deer hunting agreement with the
tribes;.

' huntrng. frshlng, and gathermg seasons lt was also

RS i a cnd il i
t

4 Statement of the Wisconsin Department of -
Natural Resources at the Joint Chippewa-DNR -

- 3. More flexrbrlrty was added to the trrbes g

Jim Holperin, both of which address. these practlces -
- .The maximum of 34 days in which these
' contrast with the 65 and 42 days these practices '

~ were allowed, respectively, in the 1983 and 1984
¢ treaty deer hunting agreements and also contrast -

. An obvious. question is why the State of ..

especrally in regard to these firearm issues, in light _'
siof the emergency  regulations adopted by the-

- which would have differed srgmfrcantly from state © o ) . ‘ o
o regulatrons : . .

f-‘ﬂ tribes would be attempted in order to resolve this: '
« matter. Such continued-negotiations were strongly

- while
denyrng the tribes’ request for a restraining order -

‘ ment. This has also been the contrnurng drrectron of

rnto ‘negotiations-on’ ‘the controversial firearm issue -
" is, that the Chrppewa tribes ‘made. it unequivocally

‘they would not. negotiate any “further-
"-'--,'agreements with the State of Wisconsin on future

‘THE 1985 DEER AGREEMENT:
~ LESSONS TO BE LEARNED.
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The following statement was delivered at- a Press
announcing the 1985 Chippewa Off-Reservation Treaty Deer Agreement by James

- Schlender, Voigt Inter-Tribal Task Force Chairman. The negotiated agreement followed a -

.‘period when the negotiating process- between the State .of Wisconsin and the Tribes» _

seemed to have broken down. .

. The Tribes adopted an Inter-Tribal Agreement to allow tribal members a regulated .
_off-reservation hunt without the State's appro\yal In response, the Wisconsin Depart-
ment of Natural Resources’ Board declared ‘‘emergency rules”’ which conflicted with the.
- agreement adopted by the tribes. Return to the table and negotiations occurred. as tribal-

2D

. September 7.

off-reservation Chippewa deer agreement as *‘historic and significant.” :

He praised the tribal members who had begun their hunting season on September 7
as was set through the inter-tribal agreement, defying the *‘artificial rules of Wisconsin
through civil disobedience, yet avolding bloody confrontation.”

negotiating a successful deer agreement:

restraint (only one tribe exercised their hunting rights); for showing firm resolve to hunt
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commended the Lac du Flambeau hunters who began the season without incident.” .
“TO THE: VOIGT INTER-TRIBAL TASK FORCE for showing the wisdom of
determining when to stand firm and when to compromlse. and for recommending a return
to the negotiating table.” . .
- *“TO GOVERNOR ANTHONY EARL for using his influence to get things going again,.
: following the stalemated negotiations between the tribes and -the state, and for _
demonstrating his real commitment to a negotiated settlement.”
“TO THE STATE OF WISCONSIN for abandoning the “red herring” approach to
bargaining, and for re-embracing the negotiation principles which seek to allow a
meaningful exercise of treaty rights consistent with sound blological prlnclples.

 Schlender also stated that he felt several lessons are to be learned from the problems
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quoted verbatim below:

¢ Tribes will not agree simply for the sake of an agreement ' '

¢ * The Tribes will demand a meaningful exercise of rights on an interim basis, and will not
simply accept an oportunity to limit treaty rights. _

Concessions on behalf of the Tribes should not be mrsconstrued as weakness.

Tribes will stand up for their rights in the absence of an agreement and will show measured
-restraint while. doing so.

lii-founded and rnconsrstent cries of -public safety waste the State s Cl‘edlblllty and polltical .
capitol.

Public acceptance of the exercise of rlghts cannot be a basis of negotratron. ‘

The exercise of treaty rights.is done more preferably with an’ agreement. than wrthout .one,
~ Without an agreement, we felt we had, and did have, a strategy to overcome emergency rules

despite the setback to that process by one mtemperate, |gnorant and narrow-mmded de- :
- cision by a'Dane County Judge. '
" Patience is the key—state citizens and tribal members both must await conclusron of both

"negotiations and litigation before a final prcture emerges of how and where the treaty nghts'
will. be exercised,

¢ There should be recognition by the State that Tribes are firm in therr resolve to. exercrse :
reserved rights.

Continued negotiations will requlre some commrtment of the State toward a change in the -
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to regain credrbility with the Tribes."”

_made clear that in the absence of such agreements, o =
. the tribes would have adopted their own regulations o

This would have resulted in chaotic srtuatrons LT e T e e

in northern Wisconsin during each of the treaty ' ' '
" hunting, fish, and gathering seasons, during the next
twelve to erghteen ‘months  before the Federal

. District Court resglves these rssues Failuretoreach -~
. anagreement would have beena grave disservice to

the citizens'of northern Wisconsin, tribal members ’
-and state conservation wardens. .
One concluding point, last Friday was the first
~glrmmer of hope that there”would be continued”
negotlatrons it was indeed a very fragile glimmer at -,
that time. ' If - there Had “been ‘any significant -
controversy last weekend, any chances of negotia- "".
_tions would have been destroyed ‘The forbearance
© of "tribal -hunters- and ‘"the ‘high "~ degree  of .
professionalism of state conservation wardens last
: _weekend is to be greatly « commended ' :

~ Presented by George E. Meyer-
. Enforcement Division Admmlstrator o

' Department of Natural Resources L

Conference; September - 9,

members were beglnnlng thelr hunt under the lnter-'!‘ribal agreement, which began on -

-James Schlender. Chairman of the Voigt lnter-TribaI Task Force, heralded the1985 .

Schlender expressed his praise and gratitude to several particlpants in ultimately _
“TO THE TRIBES for returning to the negotlating table, for exercising measured '

responsibly in the.absence of a state-tribal agreement. For the latter, he especlally '
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encountered in reaching the 1985 off-reservation deer hunt agreement The lessons cited are "
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- structure of negotiations (more commitment. toward actual biologlcal and safety concerns)
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' Tribal members listen to both Tribes-and the WDNR.
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B(JT SBBB WAS WAlTlNG lN THE
WINGS...THE STATE'S TOOL TO
- EFFECTIVELY ABROGATE THE
AGREEMENT THEY HAD JUST

MADE

SBBB PASSED THE
zLEGlSLATURE IN RECORD

" VETO OR DELAY IT TO ACCOM.
MODATE THE AGREEMENT.

,tate ofWrsconsm LT
- State’ Caprtol Bulldlng L R g
Madison, Wisconsin 63702 A o S_'egﬁtgmt?s{?__?f 1985,
K Dear Governor Earl

‘ The purpose of thrs letter |s to lnform you of the decrsnon of the Vorgt lnter Trlbal Task Force to
wrthdraw from the negotratron process wnth the state Our reasons are. set forth below

“As you know the initial negotratlons on'the 1985 deer hunting, season broke down because ‘of the
) staje’'s refusal to-bargain over certain hunting methods involved inroad hunting. At the Great Lakes
“~'Indlan Fish and Wildlife Commrssron conference in Marquette, Michigan, on September 4- 6, 1985,
" the' message was conveyed to various tribal chairmen: and Task. Force representatives by Patil De- -
* Main. of your office, and by the state’s chief negotlator, George Meyer, that the staté now "had. flex-
'“lblhty on:the issue. The: pendency of SB 88 was discussed, and we were told that if we would agree
formally to be bound by SB 88 when it became effective, you  would delay its effective date in order
. to provrde a road hunting season: srmrlar to last year's. This assurance was reaffrrmed by Mr De
Marn at Lac du Flambeau on September 9, 1985, at a Task Force meeting. - '

“On the basis of this newfound flexibility in the state’s posrtlon we agreed to resume negotratrons .
and a session was held on' September 12th -at which agreement was reached. As you ‘know, the
greement included & 34-day road hunting season, down considerably from last year s. We agreed .
" to include a proviso regarding compliance with SB 88 only because we were again assured by
George Meyer that you would delay the effective date of the bill so that we could complete that por-
~ tion of the season. This understanding was left out of the agreement for political reasons advance
by your negotiators, but it was the key piece of consideration flowing to the tribes. Itisno exaggera
“tion to state that without this understanding there would be no.agreement. ‘ :

- We were informed by Dan Wisniewski of your ‘staff by telephone on Friday, September 27, 1985 .

- that George Meyer then requested the assistance of your office to expedite Senate consideration of
_"SB 88, which was clearly mtended to prevent the 34 day season so vocrferously sought by the trrbes -
from taking.place. . :

That telephone conservatron was the culmmatron of several very frustratmg days devoted to pin-
_pointing the effect of” imminent passage of SB 88 on the agreement which was reached with your

" . negatiators. As you recall, that effort included direct communication by you with Lac du Flambeau.

.Tribal Chairmian Michael W. Allen, Sr.;-in that ¢onversation: you expressed your. commrtment to

" carrying out the agreement s unwritten understanding about the road hunting season: “However, at

the close of business on Friday, September 27, 1985, the assembled Task Force® members and ‘
tribal chairmen were told by Mr. Wisniewski that you in fact had made no commitment concerning
-road hunting season rmplementatlon. other than to convey Mr. Meyer's desire to expedlte SB 88

: conSIderatlon In Mr. Wlsmewskr s view, then, no commitment had been violated. We: dlsagree

“Itis not ‘possible- for negotratlons to oceur in an atmosphere such as has developed between the .~

‘¥«~ - Task .Force: and the .state; it appears: that state negotiators are either acting-in excess of their ..’

authonty. or ‘that they do not. in-fact have the power: to bind their principles. In addrtlon. terms . - r

£y - which-are agreed upon at the negotlatron table are purposely undermined by the very. persons who

agreed to them on behalf of the state. What. conclusron can be drawn in such crrcumstances but that
= the- tnbes cannot trust. the word of state: negotlators and. represehtatrves" And if thei wor cannot
be’ trusted ‘how. can good falth negotlataons be held wrth them’> '

.; You must realrze that' thrs deer huntmg season negotratrons are. the only one: in“which. YOur?-
authorlty and credrbllrty were expllcrtly mvoked by state negotlators in.order'to. teach agreement
“with the Task Force. That agreement |s now repudlated by your staff m your name Who, then. can“ :
we negotrate wrth’> ‘ .

'.We have learned to our cost that the polltrcal clrmate in Wrsconsm is not in fact any drfferent than]
hose:in other states in whrch treaty: rights: issues have arisen. Negotratron as'a‘mechanism-of -
resolvmg them is not. avarlable here any more than it was to the tribes in the state of Washmgton e
-We refuse to invoke: negotiation as a viable means of resolving our dispute with the state about the -
ffect of the 1837 and 1842 treaties, when that avenue has in fact-been closed: We are not gorng to
engage in empty rhetorxc about dlspute resolution solely for public and polltrcal consumptron In-
: d, we. wrll utrlrze the avenue which i is available to us, which'i is, the federal court system

: uch ttme as the courts rule, we will mvoke our authonty as soverergn governments to enter 5 .‘ft -
o mto rnter trrbal agreements through whrch treaty nghts may be exercrsed by our members We see - -
“no alternative : v N : SEE

Sincerely yours

Charrman L
lnter Tnbal Task Force

TIME. GOV. EARL REFUSES TO"

]

- The: actron by the Wlsconsm Countles Assocra
S tion in passmg Resolution 16, which encourages in-
. ~creased cooperation between . tribal and county
governments; was. pralsed by Great Lakes Indian’
Fish & Wildlife Commission executrve ad T
mmrstrator Raymond DePerry. . o
; The resolytion passed the assembled WCA in
»Supenor September 23. The resolution, he feels. is* .
indicative of the counties’ willingness to seek im- -
- . proved communications between tribes and local
'~ - governments and depicts Wisconsin as ‘a state
willing to seek progress and solutions cooperatrvely,-
rather than on a “battleground”. - ’
- The resolution, written by Marvin Hunt. vice
‘chairman of the Ashland County Board and passed
" by the Ashland County Board of Supervisors, ' was =~ = - -
submitied to.the WCA by the Ashland County/Bad* o S
River Joint Committee. ' ‘
) - The resolution, based on the s success of the Bad
River/Ashland County Committee. “supports forma-
tion of similar committees in_all county -govern-
ments.adjacent to. or contatning all. or parts. of an
" Indian reservation to encouragé unity rather than
division in local units-of governments and progress
towards increased dialogue. problem solving. and
positive action to.the common benefrt of all. county
citizens.”

AMBIGUOUS VlCTORY

wea ANNUAL convm\mon j_; s
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- Panel on Tribal/County issues at WCA Conference in Superior.
From the left-are Larry Gleasman, Dane Co., Charles Tollander,
Burnett Co., Joe Corblne. Bad River, . and Marvm Hunt,

- Ashland Co,

DePerrry ‘also. commended ‘members of the
WCA County/Trlbal Committee who have worked
- over the past year to identify issues of common con-
cern to tribal and county governments. .
Although DePerry feels this is another step in .
the right direction for. counties and trrbes he re-
mains concerned about WCA Resolutlon 59. passed

N

" Defense has reported that as of May first 15 of the
nations top 20 defense contractors were being inves-
tigated for criminal activities in selling military

chairman of the Committee on. Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives, circulated the
Inspector General's list of these corporations to that
committee’s Oversight and Investigation Subcom-
mittee which he also chairs. .~

e The corporations are listed below accordmg to the

government last year. McDonnell Douglas Corp. was
the top defense contractor. It received $7.7 billion
from the United States. The corporations and ‘the
o Co charges against them are: .
- . - 1. McDONNELL DOUGLAS CORP. for dupl)cate
. billing and unallowable claims, ™
2. ROCKWELL INTERNATIONAL CORP for
» transfemng to government contracts costs that
. are not to be reimbursed by the government,
3. GENERAL DYNAMICS CORP. for improper bil-
i , » -~ ling, alleged product subst\tutton. cost dupltca
R : .- tion and cost mischarging, .
IR S " 4. LOCKHEED CORP. for labor mrschargi‘ng.
. BOEING CQO. for cost and labor mischarging,
. GENERAL ELECTRIC CO. for false claims,
defective pricing, product substitution and labor
mischarging,

~ subcontractor klckbacks defecttve pricing . and
. cost mischarging,

product substitution,
-10. LITTON INDUSTRIES for bnbery, subcontrac
S . - tor kickbacks, false claims, bld nggmg and labor
B T . and cost mischarging, "
T "~ ¢ 11. GRUMMAN CORP. for cost mtschargmg, o
- . "] 12. MARTIN MARIETTA CORP. for subcontractor
: : E " kickbacks and cost mischarging,;

‘charging,

. * . and cost mischarging, .
-4 17 HONFYWELL INC. for b)d nggmg and dxver
o B sion of government property,

mance records, defectwe pncmg and labor ‘mis-
.charging.
‘Billions of dollars are involved: in. defense con:

; : e . - with dillegally seeking to take money that was not
Lot e e o f 7 theirs,

tellmg us they are patriotic because they build wea-

- them

- $l L — ' —

'ISf SPERRY-CORP. for defectrve prxcmg and laborA

] 20. FORD MOTOR CO:. for falsification of perfor-

The Inspector General of the Department of -

items to the federal government. Rep. Dingell (D-M]), ..

L o -amount of business they conducted with the federal -

8. UNITED TECHNOLOGIES CORP. for bribery, -

. 9. RAYTHEON CO. for labor mlschargmg and -

: _' tracts Some of Ameérica’s best known businesses are -
charged  with not being satisfied to make a profit,

with criminal greed at'the expense of United .
_ States tax payers. Often they put ads in newspapers ~ i

S s S ; : ' by Fathér Ted Zuern, S.J. - .. - L

AU SR

e e e ey e o e e

13. WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC co‘for cost mis ©

- pons to defend America. Now -they_are accused of . i~
- robbmg Amenca of betraymg the trust plaCed in

From The Bureau Of Cathohc Indtan Mlssmns "

Jl

. treaty nghts

" BREAD and FREEDOM .. .. JUSTICE ond FAITH

- This summer many witnesses sought to testify at
Senate and House of Representative hearings on S.
902 and H.R. 1920 which. would establish federal.
regulations for conducting gambling activities on
_ Indian reservations and H.R. 2404 which would pro-

hibit gambling within Indian country unless such -
gambling fits state laws. Of the few able to testify

many were not Indian. They warned that high
stakes bingo or. other gambling on Indian reserva-
‘tions would draw organized criine to those communi-
ties. Witnesses from the Morongo Band of Mission
Indians from California testified about the profitable
‘operation of their bingo parlor and-the tight security
they use to control their operation. Still most of the
other repeated that Indian tribes can not control
reservation gambling and that all gambling must be |
controlled by the state.
As I listened to the testimony, I wondered about
) the .15 defeénse contractors being investigated for
criminal activities in selling defense materials to the
United States. Not are of those businesses is oper-
ated by an Indian tribe, but they are being investi-

‘gated for sérious-crime. 1 thought also about the lot- -
" teries run by many states to raise money for their =
“treasuries. Lotteries are forms of gambling, but the

- states are, of course, not Indian tribes. No observa-
tions were made about the possibility of crime aris-

- ing in every area of society. If I had to depend only

" on the testimony from the -hearings, I might well
hmk that crime and criminals come only to Indian
reservations and bingo or other gamblmg

Why did those congressional withesses so fear that ‘
Indian gambling  operations would be invaded by -

organized crime? Did they think that tribes are espe-
cially weak and can be overrun? Andrew Jackson

‘when he moved so many Indians from the Southeast . - .
_to what is now Oklahoma, said that he had to protect .-
- the.Indians from the bad example of white men. He

did not want them. corrupted so he sent them off on

- the Trail of Tears where so many died Was that

.same mentality in the minds of these witnesses?
The worst form' of prejudice against Indians is

believing that Indians can not do.what is right when

they see whitemen do what is wrong. Of ‘course,
crime arises on Indian reservations as it arises in bil-
lion dollar businesses. ‘But it.is not going to he
avoided on reservations by state control: I regret that

- gambling has become an economic opporfunity for -

tribes. If in.the past justice had béen done so that -

tribes. would have remained . self- -supporting, gam-

~ bling on reservations would not have arisen. Now -

what? -

S

defeated. H:R. 1920 has merit. It would help tribes if "

~.-caseés against.them should be ‘taken to the Supreme’

" Court. As law ‘H.R. 1920 would help that court sup-
_port Indian self-determination. Without H.R. 192.0 as
law, that court mrght ‘well rule agamst some tnbal

"H.R. 2404 should be defeated S. 902 should also be "

‘MASINAIGAN

last year by the WCA. which seeks congressional
abrogation of treaties. Now that two resolutions
have been passed'by WCA, one for more coopera-
~ tion and one for abrogation of Indian: treaties. "it
makes  the actual position of ‘WCA somewhat
‘ambiguous in the eyes of tribal leaders. he says. .



" MASINAIGAN PAGE 6

A BRIEF PERSPECTIVE OF MIGRATORY BIRD .
INDIANS ON.

HUNTING REGULATIONS. BY
'CEDED LANDS IN WISCONSIN |

This presentatlon was gluen by- Robert Oettlng,

Migratory Bird Coordinator; USFWS, Regron 3, atthe -

GLIFWC Annual Conference in Marquette, Ml

My mvolvement in this issue began in 1981

when we were in the early throes of coming to grips
» with Indian huntmg on reservations in Minnesota.

' After many meetings, we sought guidance from the

"Service Directorate about whether or not Indian
mrgratory bird hunting seasons should be within
- Federal flyway frameworks, essentially the same as
the state, or whether other arrdngements could be
made within the constraints of 'the Migratory Blrd
Treaty Act. ‘

’ By 1983; the Iegal avenue was cleared to con-
sider special regulations for hunting of migratory

birds by Indians-on reservations. By this time we -

‘were dealing.with Indians and non-Indians on some
of the southwestern reservations, namely the White
Mountain Apaches and the Navajho Nation, as well
" as the Mlnnesota Chrppewas and the Penohscots of
Maine.

The Servnce announced its intention to take the
matter of migratory bird hunting on Indian reserva-
tions under advisement in the April 5, 1983 Federal
Register. That was followed by 'season proposals
_from some Indian tribes for the 1984 hunting season
‘and led to further action by the Service. In the March
23, 1985 Federal Register, the Service announced
its intention to permit more flexibility in migratory
bird hunting regulations for Indians on Federal In-
dian reservations. The Service proposed guidelines
that would have permitted tribes with recognized
“hunting rights to select season dates that. differed
from those in the surrounding state. In all other
aspects (season length, bag limits, and basic regula-
tions), the 1984 proposed guidelines would have re-
quired the adoption of regulations that were consis-

~tent with those established by the Service in the
general frameworks for migratory bird hunting.

Under the March 23 proposal, -the special

g regulatlons would have applied only to tribal
members on Federal Indian reservations and non-
Indians  or non-tribal members would have con-
tinued to be subject to the regulations established

for application elsewhere in the state. In presenting

the guidelines, the Service emphasized the need for

a comprehensive and coordinated approach to

" management of migratory birds and asked that any

tribal proposal be accompa.med by a detailed
evaluation plan.

 The Service received. several letters from states

on this announcement. Most expressed, concern

‘about the cumulative adverse effects that special -

regulations might have on waterfowl populations if .

~ a large number of tribes participated. Most states.
urged that such proposals be reviewed by flyway
councils before any special seasons were approved. '
Several " Indian tribes also responded and
.supported the Servrces efforts to accommodate
their hunting rights. However, they requested

greater flexibility than the Service proposed. This

Commission pointed out that the tribes had gained

.a judicially recognized right to hunt on-ceded lands .
and wished to establish a migratory bird hunting "

_.season for tribal members on these lands
Wlsconsm The Commission noted that the tnbes
wanted an earlier and longer season for ducks and

" other species that usualiy are not hunted in Wiscon-

- sin until October. The Commission also requested .
more flexibility in daily bag and possession limits

~ for Canada geese, but stated that the tnbes would

- observe other federal regulatlons ' :

Four Chlppewa Indian bands in anesota

stressed that their. members are not bound by

. migratory ‘bird huntrng regulatlons estabhshed for
:states and waterfowl flyways.” %

' On'April 30, 1985, the Commrssron submltted
~ a proposal for a specral season for Chippewa Indians
" on ceded lands in Wlsconsm (A supplement dated

June 18, 1985, modrfled the April 30 proposal,
- Comimission officials discussed tribal mterests with'.
- "Service representatlves ‘and. officials “of the
- Wisconsin Department of Natural . Resources. The
. Commrssron pointed out that only a small number
" of tribal members were likely to hunt ducks. and

~.geese during the special season and that the total -

“Indian ‘harvest would be too small .to ‘have a-
“significant impact on the resource. Among other

“recommended’ a pubhc
- precede specral huntlng seasons for lndian on or off

Robért Oetting, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

thmgs the Commisssion re'quested a -mid-
September opening of the duck season for tnbal

‘members and a 10-bird season limit per hunter on

Canada geese, all of which could be takenin any.one
day

- State offncnals ob;ected to the proposed early
openmg, largely because of concern that hunting by
tribal members would disturb and displace water-

fowl and cause reduced hunting opportunity for .
non-Indian hunters when the regular waterfow!
" season. opened. In

response, the Commission
agreed to evaluate the degree to which tribal

~hunting displaced waterfowl and indicated that the

tribe would cease hunting 5 days before ‘the regular

" season if the study indicated that displacement was

occurring. However, the Commission and State did
not agree on several issues.

As a result of these comments and after further
consultation, the Service, in the June 4, 1985
Federal Register, set proposals for three types. of.
Indian hunting of migratory birds. These were on-
reservation hunting by tribal and non-tribal
members, on-reservation, huntmg by tribal members
only, and off-reservation hunting by. tribal members.
on ceded lands. These proposals included increased
flexibility for "hunting seasons outside framework

_ dates, season lengths, and bag and possession
limits, For

proposal was that the Service may establish earlier -

Wisconsin - Chippewa indians, the

opening or later closing dates and longer migratory
bird hunting seasons for tribal members with.a

‘judicially-recognized right to hunt on ceded lands.

The Service would negotiate with -tribes that
requested bag limits different than those provnded

- in the Federal frameworks. The special regulations _
would apply only to ceded lands now . in publnc

" ownership.

. The Service. also hsted f:ve criteria. against
which such hunting ‘season proposals would be

reviewed. They are: 1) the’ ‘requested hunting season ’
‘dates;

bag limits, and other details regardlng
regulations to. be observed, 2) the harvest
anticipated under the requested r_egulatlons, 3)
methods to be employed to measure or monitor

'_ ‘harvest, 4) steps that would be taken to limit the
“level of harvest where it could be shown that failure -

to limit such harvest would impact seriously on the
migratory bird resource, and 5) tribal capabilities to

.-establish and enforce the proposed-regulations.
~ Further, the Service prepared.an environmental

- assessment on the anticipated impact of the special
regulations: on the migratory bird ‘resource. In
essence, that assessment showed that the special

- regulations would not cause a substantral increase
jm waterfowl harvest above the current level. One _
example cited in .the document was the - 1982

harvest of ducks on'the White Earth reservation in

: ;_‘ Minnesota, where tribal hunters took 792 birds, The

same year, Minnesota non-Indian hunters killed

" 866,600 ducks. The assessment noted that from
_best estimates, huntmg on Indian reservations -

‘accounted for only about 2 percent of the national - areas.in palred experiments. Duck populations will
‘The assessment " also -

information ._effort. to .

waterfowl harvest

reservatlons

. status. First was a meeting in Washington, D.C. oy,

~ the 1985 hunting season. The Service was toactasa
‘'safety valve between the Commission and the
"Wisconsin DNR in furture negotiations.

"about whether the Commission must negotiate
seasons with the DNR or merely consult with them, -

- cluded a suggested plan to evaluate possrble water-
* fowl displacement.

~and harvest, take the lead ina cooperative study to

" Register.
: addressed by the Commission.

‘supplemental  proposed rule on -migratory bird

. ceded land
~docurnent; the Commission generally supported the
'Servrce S previous proposals but raised a number of

‘lndrans durmg the early season on public marshes
- has - also been addressed." To evaluate this

- hypothesis that. ducks will be displaced will be

. also during the 5.day' rest penod to note the"’
numbers and drstnbution ) .

Three 1mportant meetmgs Ied to our Present

February 1 between the Commission: and the
Service. This meeting was for procedural guidance; -

no proposals were tabled and there was no discys:
'sion about hunting of migratory’ birds- on or - off
" Indian reservations. The Region 3 Regional Director i

was given authorlty to proceed with negotiations for

A second meeting was held, this one in.
Minneapolis at the Regional Office on February 22,

1985. At this meeting, the Commission- and the -8

Service were joined . by representatives of the"
* Wisconsin DNR. Considerable discussion ensued -

Since early seasons were involved and the Federal

Register publication for such seasons was due May .

24, it was agreed that an interim process be used ior
the 1985 hunting season. In this process the Servicé-
acted as a mediator between the Commrsslon and
the DNR. :

.The Service recognized the need to consult .
“directly ‘with both State and Commission officials
.and this was done at a meeting in Minneapolis on.

July 10, 1985. At this meeting, Service
representatives attempted to reach a consensus

with the Commission ‘and the DNR on points of .

disagreement. Service officials pointed-out at the
meeting that the fall flrght of ducks was expected to

be below average and that it might be necessary t
establish hunting season frameworks that would bg

more restrictive than usual: The - Service also

questioned the Canada goose bag limit proposed by,
‘the Commission in light of harvest restrictions of -
the Mississippi flyway. After the July 10 meeting,

the Service considered the recommendations made
by the Commission and the DNR and on July 19,
1985, proposed specific regulations ‘to be
implemented, on an experimental basis. in the 1985
huntlng season. In a letter to both parties, the
Service proposed compromises: in length of  the.
early season and Canada goose bag limits and in:

The Service also - urged the State and

 Commission to reach an agreement that would”

permit enforcement. of tribal hunting. regulatronsby
DNR personnel. If the special season was
implemented, the Commission had to agree to
collect and evaluate information on huntlng activity

evaluate waterfow! displacement, and to meet other
requirements described in the June 4, 1985, Federal .
Most such requirements have been

.On August 6, 1985, the Service pubhshed a

hunting” regulatrons on.Indian reservations .and
in the Federal - Register: In ‘this

questions and concerns regardlng the manner in
which the Service - would consult with the
Commiission and with state officials and the pro-
cedures to be. followed in establishmg huntmg
regulatlons for tribal members. -

Concern about dlsplacement of duckS by

‘possibility, the early Indian season will close 5 days
before the state season opens. .Meanwhile, the
tested at Powell Marsh; Crex Meadows, and other

be'surveyed before and during the early season and

WATERFOWL -,_
- AGREEMENT.

i_,The 1985 migratory bird hunting regulations;_:: -
“for Chippewa tribal. members on’ ‘teded lands
in- Wisconsin, which became . final’ in the:

September 3, 1985 Federal Register, are as
- follows:: *

.Ducks— ' &
7. Season dates: Begin 15 days prior to-‘

opening ‘of regular Wisconsin ‘Duck

“season and end- with closure of State‘

huntmg season. -

. - Daily Bag and Possession Limits. Same A
as permitted under Federal frameworks. '
~ - Speclal Scaup-only Season: Same dates,

season length and daily bag ‘and

possession limits permitted Wisconsm"

under Federal frameworks.

Rest Period: A 5-day non. huntrng period,'__
beginning 5 days before the regular State

duck hunting season. - -

Canada geese— -

Season Dates: Same as permitted under
Federal frameworks.

‘Bag and Possession Limits. Daily: bag-
limit 3, possessron limit 6. No season'

limit,

“.Other geese (snow geese. blue geese,
' white-fronted  geese): Same dates,
- season

_possession limits permitted Wisconsin

length- and daily bag and

under Federal frameworks. e

Other Migratory Birds—

Coots and Gallinues BRI
Season.. Dates: -
Bag Limit: 15 daily, singly, or in aggre-

gate. Possession limit - 30 Sora and

Virginia Rails,

Season Dates: September 15 through;

November 19.

Bag Limit: 25 daily, single, or in aggre-

gate.

Snipe.
Season Dates: »September 15 through
November 19. S

Bag Limit: 8 daily. Possession limit 16.

Possession hmrt 30. Common

“ Woodcock. . -

Season Dates: September 15 through
November 18.

' Bag Limit: 5 daily, Possession limit 10.

General Conditions "

- Tribal members will comply with all basic

Federal migratory bird hunting regula-
tions, ‘ shooting hour regulations, and
non-toxic shot zone regulations. For pur-

‘poses .of enforcing ba_g and possession
“limits, all waterfowl or other migratory |

birds in the possession or custody of

tribal hunters on ceded lands will be con-
3 sidered to have been taken on these_~

RICE 'su.RvEY ~
'COMPLETE

Todd Vames. wild rice crew: Ieader and student intem from
-, Stevens Point, determlnes the number of tlllers (stem) per

Same as for ducks'
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the people of Central America. We want to save the

. whales, the seals, clean up the air, and water. Yet,

we often ignore the cries for justice in our own

'backyards and i |gnore the rape of the land where we
© live.

There is a great potential_force‘for destruction-,

of our northwoods. The northern half of this state is

"being looked upon as a new resource colony--and we -
are the peasants who will soon be colonized. The -
northern environment is being parceled off to the

same multinational conglomerates who brought

* youcoups in South America and in Black Africa and
who run the mines in South Africa. Some of us are

_trying to put a stop to this resource war-- but we can Tt
" doit alone. ‘

There is another great potentlal force for.
destruction in the north--for sociological destruc-.
tion. The people with whom we have the most in

common in wanting to preserve a resource -and way"

of life--our Indian brothers and sisters--are. being

asked to sell their rights to the state. To trade away -

their future resource endowment for a few dollars to
spend now. to leave nothing for their children. This

~ is different only by degrees from the -injustices in
South Africa or Central America. Unless we stand -

up for the rights of the Indian people of Wisconsin,

~ we may find our rights the next set on the. auction

block, and we may find that we have lost the

" .resource war that we could have won.

" It is time to put our sense of righteousness into
action. We must speak up for ourselves and for our
Indian neighbors. We can only stop the colonization
and selling of tribal rights by working together and

supporting each other. It is time, also, to make the - .

~ “The Great Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife Com:
mission - (GLIFWC) and Wrsconsnn Department - of
Natural Resources (WDNR) have recently cornpleted
a summer inventory of existing and potential wild
rice beds in northern Wisconsin. The survey was

conducted to gather information néeded to develop
northern

a ., wild rice management
Wisconsin.

The GLIFWC— WDNR wrld rice management

plan for

program is an outgrowth of the off-reservation -

treaty nght affirmed in the 1983 Voigt decision.
- With the tribal right to harvest off-reservation rice
also comes the responsrblhty for conservatlon and

managdement of the off-reservation resource. Conse- -

quently, GLIFWC and WDNR 'in August 1984

- developed a joint _working garoup to develop a pro---

gram to: protect,  enhance, and- develop northern

- Wisconsin's wild rice resource. :
' Wild rice was once abundant throughout the‘ ‘
. state. However, since the nineteenth century it's
~ ~distribution and.abundance has been drastically
reduced,. so that it is now classified as a scarce .
‘ resource, in the Wisconsin Admiinistrative Code. in -
need of protection. This decline Is cause for alarm-

because . of wild rice’s great food and economic

“'value to hand harvesters and consumers, high food
:and cover value to- wrldllfe and unlque esthetlc-
~value to all resource users.

.. The GLIFWC survey crew under the dlrectlon

Cof GLIFWC blologrst Tim Andryk surveyed current .. -
" and past wild rice sites this summer in the northwest

.. ~Wisconsin counties. “of Barron, Burnett; Douglas, -
n.o drom; Polk, Price,

" Washburn, While the WDNR survey crew, under the
.direction of Ron Eckstein (WDNR wildlife manager) o

sureyeéd the northwestern »Wisconsm counties - of

.Rusk, Sawyer Taylor,  and

A SENSE OF
RESPONSIBILITY

_ We call ourselves envnronmentahsts We' call o
~ ourselves social ‘activists. We are against apartherd
-in South Africa. We are against the destruction of

economlsts know that there is no economy wrthout ~
the environment and no -economy without. socral;’

justice:. The anti-treaty ‘rights advocates have trled 5
~to use an economic lever. against’ the Chippewa
_people by trying to scare away tourist dollars from:

the north. | think itis time to turn the tables on these

~ fear mongers and let them see that economic

threats are. not just one- -sided, We can boycott'
- business that support the racist, anti- Indran groups
up north. We can boycott the newspapers and other -

media ‘who propose abolition of treaty rights. We .

can channel our dollars (those of us who have any) :.

into those busmesses who - are” supportive of the

environment and who _support treaty rights. We can "

further spend our money on thée reservations,
supporting tribal run recreational facilities and.
buyrng tribal produced goods such as wild rice.

. There may come a time when the Chlppewa_-_
treaty rlghts when LCO vs Voight, may be the only

stumbling block left for . Exxon, Kerr-McGee,
Northern States Power Co‘anany, or the .S,

Department of Energy and thelr plans for. us and our
resources.

If 'you don't want copper zinc, and uramum

mines up north; if you dont want the fish in the
lakes to die from acid rain; if you don't want.the

DOE to bury its tons of radioactive waste in our

backyards; then you must begin to seé the relation-

“ship between treaty rights and the environment.-

that they: go hand. in hand--social justice ‘and

environmental justlce work - together to make - -
economic justice.

“In the Spirit of Crazy Horse

Chris Kalka , , ’ :
Holcombe, Wi , ' S

Joe Oustrgoff St. Crorx, and Sam Quagon. LCO take bottom
. samples of wild rice beds for'chemical analysis. )

Forest, Lincoln, Langlade Onelda "and Vllas The‘

. survey crews mapped wild rice, surrounding aquatlc .

vegetation ‘and bottom contours; took- bottom anc
waters samples for chemical analysis; and recordec
information on  bottom types, water quallty

'shorellne and watershed - characteristics, wildlife -

use, presence or absence of beaver dams, carp. o .

anything else that may be impacting the rice.

~ Tim Andryk and Ron Eckstein will be analyzing
-the information, collected from the approximately
180 wetlands surveyed in northern Wisconsin, anc
begin writing the management plan this winter. The

existing rice beds and to re-establish rice where it
nhrstoncally occurred: GLIFWC-is planning to fuic

plan will describe the procedures to be employed on- )
specific lakes and rivers-to protect and enhance:

~ half of the program while WDNR will fund the other -

Wlld rice’is a remarkable renewable resource as
“it- benefits many types of resource .users. Ha 1d
harvestmg in its most efficierit form removes orly

half through an mcrease in the state rlcmg lrcerse :
fee. -

25% of the rice produced by wild rice bed. The e.

‘maining ric& falls into the water where it serves 1

. food for waterfowl or as seed for next years'crp.

_ Wild rice beds typically attract large numbers of -

waterfowl - in early fall and serves-as an 1mportant

B food source before.their fall’ mrgratron :
: - Wild rice. wetlands ‘also sapport many other -
types of - wildlife .and are esthically unique and '
ecologlcally 1mportant ecosystems.’ Consequently '

many people will profit from a wild rice manage-
"~ ment. program

in..no rthern Wlsconsm

" harvesters, .consumers,

waterfowl hunters bird

Rice

watchers, conoéists, and ecologists will probably all -
L beneflt from the results of thlS program
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f"_{}'fDEER Hum' REPORT

~'rltf-t:;"'.“stron accordrng to Jon Gilbert, GLIWFC wildlife

The 1985 off reservatron deer hunt rs gorng.'."

© :.-biologist. Figures -seem to indicate a trrplrng in- -

‘ ."2?, numbers of deer harvested for.this season over the <

1984 season Frgures. as of September 30 .are as”

- follows: | A )
.. Lac.du Flambeau o .181 o
% Lac Courte Orerlles St 19 e
: BadRiver- -+ . ..8
“Red Cliff . 4
 Molelake " . - .. 37
o St.Croix 7. 11
oo Total. © . 0 320

ODANAH—The Great Lakes Indian Fish &

Wildlife Commission (GLIFWC) has recently added

-an envitonmental biologist to its Biological

‘Division. Alan Ruger, formerly the Executive Direc-

- tor of the Pyramid Lake Fisheries Restoration Pro- -

gram, Nevada, has returned to Wisconsin and will be

. assisting member . tribes in confronting

environmental issues and advocating for the

environment in_his new position. ‘Ruger is looking

forward, also, to working - with envrronmental
. organizations in the area.

Ruger received his Bachelor of Science Degree

~ from.. the (.lmversrty of Washington,  Seattle in-

fisheries with an environmental option. He worked
- with the National Marine Frsherres for three years

and has spent a number of years ‘working with the .

, Pyramrd Lake Paiutes in Nevada in their fisheries
" department. While at Pyramid Lake,. Ruger aiso

~ studied at Sierra’ Nevada College, from which he
- Teceived a Bachelor of Science Degree in busrness -

- administration.
Wisconsin is far from foreign turf for Ruger who

grew up in:the milwaukee aréa. He spent many -

- summers as ‘a youth in northern Wisconsin at this
uncles cabin on English Lake near Mellen, so he
. feels.the return to the area is a return “home".
According  to Ray .DePerry, Executive
Admrmstrator of GLIFWC, ‘environmental issues are
- of considerable consequence to-the. tribes today.
- The tribes must be ble to protect the resouce from
‘the effects. of envrronmental degradation and pollu-
. tion: Recently. afrrmed ‘treaty rights on ceded
territories and on the Great Lakes may also give the

. tribes extra leverage when actions .to protect the

environment are needed. . ,
‘The - Great. Lakes lndlan Frsh & erdlrfe

Commrssron represents eleven Chippeqa tribes in -

~the northern Midwest. Minnesota tribes are Mrlle
" Lacs; 'Fond du Lac, and Grand Portage. Michigan-

tribes are Keweenaw Bay-and Bay Mills. Wisconsin-

- tribes include Bad River, Lac.du Flambeau Mole
Lake. Lac Courte Orerlles. and’ Red Clrff

A teleg ram askrng the Governor s rnterventron

in the DNR Board's adoptioh of emergency rules for -
. the 1985 Treaty Deer:Season was sent from the

"- Great 'Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife Board of -
.-Commissioners following a unanimous resolution to

do so at a.Board meeting September 5, -at
Marquette, M. The telegram was sent from Dr. D.,
Executive Director.

The resolution followed lengthy drscussron by
Commrssroners of the problems encountered with -
two sets of rules—those adopted by the tribes and -

those from.the state—which conflict on seasons and_

" the use of uncased, loaded guns. .
) Tribal leaders also questioned the status of

“emergency” which would allow the DNR to adopt
- such emergency rulrng which conflrct wrth the tribal

“regulations, - A
Other matters of discussion surroundrng the
Deer Season, which was to begin on September 7,

- .included the need for tribal unity. Ron Maulson, of
- Lac du Flambeau, as well as Arlyn Ackley, Mole

Lake, emphasized the need for tribes to be unified
on the issues of treaty rrghts

Ackley also asked Commissioners present from
other tribes to consider the use of tribal attorneys, in

" a reciprocal arrangement, when tribal _attorneys -
*cannot represent a tribal member because of

‘conflict of interest in their role as prosecutors within
the tribal court system. _ S
Ackley also-pointed out that there is difficulty

-getting news quickly to tribal members who may be -

living off-reservation but still interested in hunting.
They may be relying purely on media coverage for

_ their - information, and consequently, be -
mrsmformed or confused :

FISH ’CO'MMITTEE

Chairman of the Fish Committee, Joe Corbine,
reported the Committee met in Grand Portage in
July to.discuss the budget and program goals.

Several priorities’ were set .at that time,"
including the need to explore the markéting of fish, -

improve. ‘area law enforcement, and assist in

. commercial fishing attempts around Islae Royal. -

As a follow-up to the-Committee's concern over
marketrng. a consultant was. interviewed by Ray
DePerry and Tom Busiahn as to- explore possible
marketing rdeas .

THE VOlGT COMMITTEE REPORT

Vorgt Task Force Chairman, James Schlender
reported that the Vorgt Task Force has entered into
three agreements since the- ‘Commission last met.

" The tribes have ratified a ricing agreement, a water- -

fowl agreement, and an Inter-Tribal  Deer agree-

ment The waterfow! agreement is unique in that it

was negotiated between the tribes and the federal
government rather than the State. The ‘85 Deer

Hunt agreement also set another precedent in being -
-ratified by the tribes without the WDNR'-

Schlender reported that the Emergency Rules
handed down by the WDNR ‘Board erI be

challenged in court, questronrng whether or not an

emergency does exist.

Schlender also reported. that, the Task Force -
has been involved in- litigation durrng the interim
._ between Commission meetings which have entarled '

8 court proceedings. Members of the Task Force

- have also been involved in preparing for.the court

e proceedrngs whrch were scheduled for September B
- 160

The Task Force has negotrated wrth the WDNR

- twice ‘in the last three months. They successfully o

negotlated a southern boundary line, using road-
ways and waterways as a means of defining the
southern ® line. . Schlénder - ‘says - that

definition left area of the ceded terntory much the
same as before.." B

. . The Voigt Task Force also- met with the .S, -
: Frsh and Wildlife Servrce in St.. Paul on July 10 to - .
negotiate a waterfowl agreement And finally, met -

. with the WDNR on July 26 to negotrate an ‘85 Deer -
.-:“Agreement ‘wrth S.mo

SUCCGSS

GLIFWC BOARD OF
COMMISSIONERS

* biological rnformatron for negotratrons on the dee

. much private land, deer habitat, wetlands, etc. The

Policy Anaysis

: systems

* vacancies that leave the public uneducated abou

in 'so .’
drstrnqurshmg the line, some of the ceded territories,

“was lost in seme areas and gamed in others; so the -

DlVlSlON REPORTS :
Brologrcal Servrces Drvrsron Tom Busrahn

chref biologist, reported on the numerous project-' .
__of inland and lakes brologrsts He also reported thay

~'an environmental biologist, Alan Ruger, had bee;
‘hired, and would be coming on board shortly, -

The erdhfe Section has been working with the
Voigt  Task Force in supplying the necessan

season

“Inland. staff has also completed an’ extensw
wrld rice inventory of northwestern Wisconsin and§
“worked with the policy. analyst and the Voigt Tas
Force to develop the waterfowl season proposal, -

Another major project of the Inland staff jg
enterrng public land data into a computer.data base
Based on one-square - mile section, the stal
identifies how much public land is in a section, hoy

end result will be:a ‘comprehensive study'.o
‘resources available on the ceded terrrtone
accessible through the computer. .

-The Inland Fisheries have completed the Fenc
Lake Chair Study. They are also doing a lakl

inventory similar to the lands survey mentioned
~ above.

‘Staff has been assrstrng in Western Mrchrga
Fishery, compiling information and maintaining
contact with MDNR personnel keeping ther
appraised of development and to obtarn wholesal
fish sale reports.

~ They have ‘also been working on Marke
development and involved in assessrng frsh in th
- Grand Portage area.

David Siegier, polrcy analyst, was unable t
‘attend the meeting due to rnvolvement with the deg
-agreement. However, Ray. DePerry read a me
telling Commissioners that as far as the issue of'l%
Endangered Species Act, it appears likely that the
- Supreme Court will grant a hearing on it, but thp
the efforts to act at a Congressronal level are
seemingly stalled. - - o !

Enforcement

Mike Cardinal, Drvrsron Chref sard that he had
' been spending time considering alternatives ta
bolster-the warden’ staff during the deer hunt.

He also reported that. they had been havrrr :

problems with - receiving BIA approval -0
purchasrng equrpment and. the use of the radro

PIO R _ o -
- Walt Bresette, PIO Director, reported tha :
- media and education have been the primary focus of
PIO attention in the past months, and emphasized
the need to address. vacancies in”the curriculum

- treaties and tribes in general. -
‘Bresette plans to be working, when and ho
possible, to develop changes in the school system .
Bresette also felt the tribes should be considering
the problems which may be confronted during thg

“'86 electrons and consider how to: best addresg
_them. .
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AD RIVER
D OF OJIBWE

A HISTQRY

The Chrppewa lndran Tribe is a member of the_
Algonquran linquistic stock and once was'one of the
largest Indian. tribes north: of Mexico. Before the
arrival of the Europeans. the Chippewa resided in "

-.what is now Quebec and Ontario, Canada. They | later

migrated to the area around Lakes Huron ‘and

Superior'and even into Minnesota and the Dakotas.

Most of this migration was a result of pressure from

‘other eastern tribes; such as the Iroguois who were

moving westward. Frnally a - permanent. Indian
settlement was established on Madeline Island in

Lake Superior. The present. Bad River Band -

descended from these chippewa on Madeline Island.
First -European:' contact with - the Madeline

Island Chippewa Indians came with the arrival of the

- French fur traders and missionaries during the early .- Rivers. These wetlands are some of the most pro- -

- ductive fish. and wildlife areas along the entire
‘ southern shore of Lake Superior. and are especially
“valuable to the Tribe because they are the spawning -

to mid .1600's. The Chippewa "were generally
friendly with the french and often traded with the
French fur traders. Most Chippewa were hunters and

trappers, but they also gathered wild fruits, berries, ‘

and wild rice, fished in the lakes and streams, and

occasionally engaged in farming. The Hudson Bay -

Company established the first trading post on

" Madeline lIsland. Occasronal skirmishes occured

between fur companies, such as that involving the
Hudson Bay Company and the Northwest Fur
Company These conflicts interrupted trade for a

while, but it was later resumed. _
‘ Around 1841, a Protestant missionary named

Wheeler came: to LaPointe, as the settlement
became known, and a few years later the LaPointe

'Band of Chippewa separated, and settlements were »
established at Bad River and Red Cliff. The Bad
_River Indians continued their life of hunting.

gathering, and fishing. In 1854 a treaty was. signed
at LaPointe betwen the Chippewa Bands and the
United States Government. Chief Buffalo
represented- the Chippewa Indians.” The Treaty

officially recognized the various Bands: and | were forced to travel to nearby Ashland to find

established the Reservations . that exist today. It
duaranteed year around huntrng. fishing, and trapp-

~ing rights. for the Indians. It also recognized the ",

Reservations as politically sovereign entities, which
they remain today. The Bad River Reservation was
to be 124,335 acres in size, bound by Lake Superior

. on the north. lncluded in the total acreage was 196 )
- acres oh 'Madeline Island. Each famrly was given an

-80-acre parcel of land.” .- B

- In 1892, the: U.S. Stearns Lumber Company N

came to Odanah, the name given the main settle-

“ment on the Reservation. The lumber company was
. to play a large part in the early development and
- growth of Odanah. The Tribe possessed large tracts .

of valuable timber on the Reservation. and the ex-

tensive “logging " Operations conducted’ by the '

Stearns Lumber Company quickly brought

© prosperity to the area and its people.: The Bad River "
people ‘worked side by - side with the non-Indian
workers and became ‘expert lumberJacks Unfor-

tunately, little restraint was.practiced by the Com-
pany and large areas were clean-cut, leaving lrttle
timeber of value on the Reservation. The virgin

stands of white pine were Bad Rrver s most precious
“-natural resource and these were heavrly explorted
‘and very nearly exhausted.

During the peak lumberlng years the town of

" Odanah had grown to a population of ‘about 2,200
" people. Indian and- non -Indian. Railroad:lines were

constructed: stores. houses. a post office. schools.

. and churches. were built. Before 1915 the town even - v
.-had its own weekly newspaper: The. Stearns Lumber ‘
Company buiit a-saw mill to cut the,_trmber into”

usable lumber and a company store to supply the

40 lumber camps with everything they needed.
In 1922 Stearns ceased operations and moved

_out of Odanah, and as a result.-most of the families

. moved from Odanah. Many of the Indian famrlres

also left Odanah and settled in Ashland. about nine
miles away. The company had harvested a total of
1,267,579,000 board feet  of timeber with a
stumpage value of $6.813,372 from allotted lands
and permanently changed the vegetatrve cover of -
the Bad River Reservation. The predomrnant specres i

has changed from white pine to aspen. -

" Another historically valuable resource to the .
Tribe has been the waters along the shores of Lake -
Superior and the sloughs-of the Kakagon and'Bad

grounds for large runs of walleye and northern piKe.
The area is also home for nesting waterfowl, many

‘migratory birds, and several valuable fur- beanng'y

mamals. The Bad River people have alwayshunted

fished, and trapped in this area, but in recent years

the sloughs have experienced heavy pressure from

increasing  numbers of ‘non-Indian hunters and -

fishermen. The Fribe has moved to discourage this '

. unauthorized hunting and fishing with the help of
- recent favorable court interpretation of the 1854_ :

Treaty
-Since the Stearns Lumber Company left

‘Odanah in 1922, there has been little . major

economic development. Some cutting of wood pulp

- continued on the Reservation. but not enough
_ revenue was produced to support the Tribe. The

harvesting of wild rice, fishing, and trapping could
provide neither sufficient food nor adequate income .
for tribal members. Many of the Bad River people

employment and a large number of these eventually
moved to the city. which was growing rapidly and -
still prosperrng as a rail hub and ore docking port. In
Ashland many Bad River Indians found employment

- in some of the wood products rndustrres and the

various local manufacturers. .
During the 1950's, the United States Govern

'ment instituted a program of relocation for Indian *
- people Under the program. Indians were
- encouraged to move to urban areas of the’ country in
. order to find more and better employment oppor :
~ tunities than those which existed on their reserva- .

tions. Travel and moving expenses were financed by
the Federal Government. as were many of the living
.expenses incurred before the individuals found jobs..
During this period of relocation., many members of

- Bad River Band moved away to Milwaukee. Chicago. - |
-t and Mrnneapolrs St Paul. Now large numbers have

- .returned and are strll returnmg to Odanah- and
Indian life. '

"The Bad River people have progressed from a

'subsrstence economy. through the period of fur -
trapping - and tradmg and eventually into the
- 'prosperous” period. of lumberrng Now, a_gam ‘the

Tribe is ready for a new surge of economic develop- . -

. 'ment and time of prosperity. The healthy growth ‘
. and development of the tribal fish hatchery acom- =
" prehensive program of resource management, the'

tribal . construction. . company.” and - the -tourist-

" -recreation industry. -will transform’ the ‘Bad River -

Reservatron from.‘an-area reliant on surrounding

towns  to a " self- sustarnrng “and- ‘productive

. . community.




" program utilizes WIC "(Women,

"‘-"ilooks at:a high
L .hypertensron in the communrty . - _
" "Also, a goal is a new building: o house ‘the

""“The Bad Rrver
-,Health

. “In recent years, Bad Rrvers health provrsron

' system has: wrtnessed considerable _expansion,” .:
Charlotte -
B Dickerson. It has grown from a department withtwo .
" -positions to one which employees sixteen people in o

'-accordrng to “the: Health Director,

~ numerous facets of health-prevention, intervention,
". emergency services, and education.
COMMUNITY HEALTH

REPRESENTATIVES— Thev-' four

drspensary and’ repair, schedule and assist the
audrologrst -maintain the infant care seat loan
program rand the fire -extinquisher, fire alarm
programs. CHRs also act as generalists under the

guidance of the Community Health Nurse and make " . »

‘home visits.” They are actively involved in
. community education on health issues.

. COMMUNITY HEALTH NURSE~—One “of the
srimary duties of the nurse is to assist’ people -in
olannrng for discharge from the hospital, makrng

sure they have appropriate follow-up care. The

nurse also spends ‘considerable time working with
expectant mothers and with the chrld health
' program.
MATERNAL & CHILD HEALTH

PROGRAM—Run through a state block grant thrs
Infants, and
" Children) as a means of reaching expectant mothers
and new born infants. The aim is to assure proper
‘pre-natal care as well as early infant health. Workers
in the program are also interested in public

' education and'a make home visits.

WOMEN'S OUTREACH—Thrs is one. of the

- newest additions. to Bad River’s Health Department

" and is part of a state program to reach Indian

:women with alcohol or drug abuse problems. It

" emphasizes the development of women's support

droups and works closely with the Alcohol and Drug
Abuse Pr;ogram on the reservatron

- ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE—The Tribe ~

maintains a _full-time alcohol and drug abuse

~ program which includes outpatient counseling and

assessment, .referral and regularly run group

meetings. Again, community education
important aspect to the program. .

TRAILS—Targeting youth with alcohol and

" drug abuse problems, the TRAILS program is run

from a state block grant. Community education
regarding . alcohol and drug use is ‘a. prrmary‘

= emphasis.

" CONTRACT HEALTH PROGRAM This —

_ program provides comprehensive health services to
: elrgrble Indian people, assuring them the ability to

receive needed health services. The Tribe

. administers - the program -for " Indian people in
-Ashland and Iron County. "

"THE BAD RIVER CLINIC—The clrnrc is staffed -

by a family nurse practitioner and a lrcensed
practical nurse. They provide primary care with a

. physician’s: back-up. Community members can '

come in for physicals, check-ups, immunizations,
and limited lab work. The clinic also refers in-

' dIVrduals who may be in need of further health care. -
“MENTAL HEALTH—The Bad River Tribe-has a

‘_ mental health - counselor “who is- available for
' outpatient counselmg assessment, and referral.

- The counselor works extensively with school ‘age *
* childrén in order to assure early intervention should

_there be learning disabilities or special problems

-i'-fundmg for a nutrrtronrst .Dickerson feels a

nutrrtronrst could- enhance several’ exrstrng.]
- programis, such as elderly feedrng headstart, wIC, -

.and also provrde infervention services as.the tribe. "
incidence - of drabetes and .

. clrmc, which is currently housed in the Communrty‘
‘Center, but subjected to crowded conditions. The

‘~plans for a new facility are. complete but fundrng -

. must yet be sought

To Assure.A Healthy Community
Dep_'artmen’t of

CHR
representatives have been involved in a wide span of -
‘health related activities. They operate the eyeglass .

is an’

. Mary, Blgboy. Assistant- Dlrector and Charlotte chkerson. '

Director, keep the multi-faceted health program running
smoothly. :

Bad Rlver alms at preservlng its culture and resources for the B

youth

Emery Mallow, lnstructor of the Log Constructlon Tralnlng

Program, working at the draftlng desks made by the students o
‘ . inthe furnlture class T
‘which may impair a chrlds success in the school

. rsystem _
Presently, the Health Department is pursurng

Beginning .a-new project-a tribal building, using the, tribe's

- timber, sawed at the tribe's mill and built. through the tribe's '

tralnlng program

e

Dana Jackson, Dlrector of - Bad Rlver Department of ;Education.
reviews literature. avallable on higher e ucatlona|

" opportunitles.

To lnsure Educatronal Equrty And

" Opportunity For Tribal Members
The Bad River
‘ Educatron

Growth and expansron has also been evrdenced _ R I o - L
" To Ensure Needs Of Community.

“in the area of Trrbal education. Dana Jackson,-

Education Director, reports the departments
" budget has expanded from $46,000 to one-half
" million dollars since 1983. Twenty people are

employed by the department which provides -

educationally related services to members age 3-50,
HIGHER EDUCATION—The department assists

expenses

ADULT VOCATIONAL TRAINING—Similar to

helps find . !
financing for members who wish to pursue technical

“ Hrgher Education, the department
training or professions in institutions such as WITL.
DIRECT EMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE—This

program assists a ‘tribal member who is relocating

for a job. It provrded back-up, such as subsistencein

financing for the first month, special clothrng, or
tools which may be required.

" LOG CONSTRUCTION TRAINING
PROGRAM— A unique program,

reservation-grown timber and reservation- produced
logs, students are instructed in all areas of the -

construction business, including the actual burldrng' _

process, desrgn cost estimates:.

Their training center stands as an rmpressrve
witness to the skill of students and instructors in last
year's programs. Even windows and door frames
were self-produced by the furniture class as well as

the drawrng -desk’s used in the design aspects of the-

course.

:Essie Leo_'so, secretary, Department of Education, works on the
© computers used-for training in the community building.

Department Of' .

run by Vernon-
Stone, trains tribal members in the techniques of -
building log homes, buildings and furniture. Using.

Booshoo means *“hello”. in Chrppewa a welcome to headstart"
"~ kids.. . ;

Bad Rlver s Manomim (W"d Rice) Pow Wow attracts dances
- and vlsltors every fall. }

Members Are Recognized And Met
Bad River Department Of Social

Servrces

The Department of Social Servrces developed

‘o reservation’in 1977 with the administration
tribal - members find fundrng sources for college ... onthe

of RNIP (Relief for Needy Indian Persons). Since that
time it has expanded. according to Director Glen

Scott to the administration of AFDC, Foed Stamps, .-

and the Income Maintenance Program..
HUMAN SERVICES FACILITATOR—The .
Facilitator acts primarily as a resource person for

" community members, helping people in need of

assistance find the most appropriate avenue to help.
* The Facilitator also helps Scott administer the Low.
Income Energy Assistance Program, which assures -

that people with low incomes have heat for the

winter months.
INDIAN CHILD WELFARE—Under lndran Child
Welfare, the staff is concerned with the placement

of Indian children, for instance, in foster care. By -
Iaw the Tribé is now able to intervene on behalf of an :
- Indian chrld to assure that placement is not made

.. away from the Tribe -and the child's cultural
heritage. The Indian Child Welfare Assistance works

with the Crisis Respite Program helping in

.emergency situations which might arise in a family.

INCOME MAINTENANCE—This program
“administers the distribution of food stamps and
AFDC benefits,. assessing family . situations, and
‘providing assistance which will assure subsistence.

WORK EXPERIENCE PROGRAM—Run in
conjunction with RNIP, Work Experrence provides
- work situations for recipients of RNIP benefrts

. AGING PROGRAM—Designed to meet the -

needs of the communities’ elderly, ‘the program
" administers  the elderly feeding program which
sefves noon meals at the Community Center and
-provides transportation to and from the meal.

~ FOOD. DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM—This
" program administers the distribution: of commodrty.
foods to eligible tribal members.

COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS— Workrng-
through the State Department of Health and Social
- Services, the staff person works largely with people
~on parole

R . The Bad Rlver Indian- Mrlls pro
- <. other lumber, for use by the log Construction Tralnlng Program
and self-help homes under constructlon

duces the cedar logs. as well as’

wild rlce is thick. ln the Kakagon Sloughs and has tradltlonally '
been an important and protected source of food. -

‘ At Pow-Wow tlme. it is time to dance. T

- To Enhance And To Preserve For

Future Generatrons

'Bad River Department Of Natural'
‘Resources'.

Combining several separately un conservatron programs R
under one umbrella, Bad River initiated it's Department of

' Natural Resources as a pilot project on April 1st, 1985.

- According to Bad River DNR Director, Irvin Soulier, the

" department's programs include fish and game management,

forestry program, rice protection, tribal court, and the
Wisconsin Conservation Corps project for 1985 t0 1986. .
TRIBAL COURT—Bad River's Tribal Court was

reinstated i1 1983 following the Voigt Decision. It comes under

the Tribe's DNR because mostly conservation violations are

" heard in the court. Soulier, whorsalsomembal]udge.presrdes-‘ o

over the court which is held six times a year. .
FISH AND GAME MANAGEMENT—The Bad River
Hatchery, which has been operating since 1975, is one of the

_major highlights of this program. Currently, the hatchery is -

largely engaged in the production of walleye fry for restocking
purposes. However, the recent addition of four rearing ponds,
to be completed by spring of 1986, will give the hatchery the . -
ability to rear fingerlings. The Tribe is also lookinginto the -

possibility of selling fry and finerlings, provided there is a

surplus after re-stocking has taken place.

The Bad River Tribe also,maintains hunting and fishing
«codes for on-reservation activity, limiting the deer huntingand- -
fishing seasons in order to protect the Reservation’s resources

» from the possibility of depletion.

RICE PROTECTION—One of the most cherished of Bad
‘River's resources is wild rice. The winding waterways of the
Kakagon Slughs which lead out to Lake Supenor are lrned wrth
the rare- and fragile plant. ‘

A ricé protection program began in 1976 in, effort to -
assure that the wild rice was not rmproperly harvested orthe -

- beds dug up by boaters. Bad River biologists and DNR staff h

have worked with other agencies in developing a management [
plan for the wild rice crop as well as participated in a survey to '
obtain baseline data on the Reservation's wild rice fields.
WCC—The Bad River Tribe and the Great Lakes Indian
Fish & Wildlife Commission are cosponsors of a seven man
WCC crew. The crew will be participating in waterfowl and-

-deer surveys as ‘well as trout stream assessment on the:
- Reservation under the supervision of Tribal and Commission

biologists. in addition, they will be creatrng a park near the
Tribe's Pow-Wow grounds..

With the various programs operated under a central

_ " department, they are effectively able to dove-tail therr efforts
- for a more effective, comprehensive conservation program o,

the Reservatron, according to Soulier. The primary concem of

 the Departrient, and of the Tribe, is “to enhanice our environ-
, ment and preserve our, resources for the future generatrons. '

_'Every spring there is'a stir of activity in the Bad Rlver Flsh 5

Hatchery where walleye aie produced for the re-stocklng pro- )

.. gram, Recently four rearlng ponds liave been added ‘to the !
. faclllty .
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MEETING CHALLENGES
EXPANDING HORIZONS

) ,Bad Rlver Trlbal Chalrman Joseph Corblne

Trlbal Government

* . The Bad River Tribe has a seven member Tribal

: Cpuncrl which’is the law and pollcy making boedy of

the; reservation, approving such things as

" conservation’ codes and’ zoning regulations. The

‘Tribal Council also serves as an appellate court for
the Tribal Court and deals with the Tribe's employ-

" ment policies and personnel decisions. With.about

'60 programs in operation as well as businesses such .

‘as bingo, the Council's tasks and responsrbllrtles
.cannot be underestimated.

- Bad River holds elections every year. However

_ council members are on staggered terms, so each

" elected councrl member holds a two year term in
* office.

Current members of the Tribal Councrl are"
-Chairman, Joe Corbine; Vice Chairman, Frank
Connors, Sr.; Treasurer, 'Ang'eline Lemieux;
- Secretary, Karen Corbine; Sr. Council member,
Dana Jackson; Sr. Council member, Bob Bender;
, and Jr.. Counc1l member Ron Maday. -

" for the tribe,

)governments agencres

Jlm Thannum. Tnbal Planner and Joe Corbme, Trlbal .

Chairman, sign final papers for the Living Arts/ Hentage Center

.. grant,

' Challenges Face Tnbes And Tribal

Governments , :
Tribal Chairman Joe Corbine says that the Bad

R.iver Tribe has been in the process of department..

alizing their numerous programs in order to more
effectively manage them and maximize their beneflt
to the Tribe and community.

One of the keys for Tribal government, Corbine

feels, is the ability to integrate the various programs
so that they are complimentary to one another and
serve to spur the economy. He cites the use of the
Bad River Indian Mill, the Log Construction Training
Program, and the new Living Arts/Héritage building
as an example of programs, business, and projects

-blendmg in a supportive manner, stimulating the

economic, development of the Tribe and the
community at large. . - :

Corbine feels the Tribe must focus on using
their natural resources in promoting .tourist
business, but in a non-consumptive manner. He
would like to see visitors drawn to the reservation to

- enjoy the natural beauty so abundant on the reserva-
tion and to have an opportunity to appreciate the
~ culture: and heritage which the reservation still

retains.

Economic development he says. is. top priority
but not something that can be
effectively accomplished. by the tribe in isolation
from the larger community or without also working

with the private sector. More cooperatlve efforts he ’

feels, must be sought.

. The challenge, he says. s in assisting the

‘private sector as needs be, provrdmg support to in-
dividuals who are willing to take the risks that -

developing private sector businesses entail.

He feels also that tribal leadership must main-
tain contacts within the larger community and seek
support, assistance, and opportunity for the tribe.
This entails maintaining contact with the Ashland
community, with State and national officials and
organizations. The more involvement with other
organizations, the more

awareness. will be developed. he

I3

: Trlbal Planner "Blg Jlm" Tha'r?num ‘meéts wrth Bad
L7t River/Ashland -County Committee.. The Committee pursues -
. .. cooperative planning and _problem solving and is made up of
: County Board members and tribal members.

. Bad Rlver Elder. Vlncent Bender.

“‘to youth

_ devi feels, of
. _opportunities for the Tribe or tribal members to use

The Log Constructton Trammg bulldmg stands as a powerful
example of the skills of students and instructors.

’

LIVING ARTS HERITAGE CENTER

Bad River has recently signed off on a grant for
the sonstruction of -a new Living Arts/Heritage
Center. According to Bad River Tribal Chairman Joe
Corbine the center will continue and expand upon a
current grant program which encourages the
transmission of crafts and heritage from the elderly
to the community’s youth.

The new Center will also be built of logs, using
reservation timeber from the Bad River Indian Saw
Mill and using the expertise of craftsmand who have

been involved in the Bad Rlver Log Construction -

Training program.

Corbine says the new facility will provnde space -

needed for -elders and community members to
actively pursue their crafts. It will house a perma-
nent display of ‘the community’s history,- and also
provide visitors the opportunity to see craftsmen in
the process of their art. An oral history lounge is
also part of the facility, providing an environment
for commumty members to comfortably pass on-
through their oral tradition the history of their tribe.
The center will be located near the Log Con-
struction Training building-on Highway 2, so will be

‘accessible to tourists. Corbine hopes it will add to

attracting tourists both to the reservation, en-

. couraging more contact between communities, and
also enhance the interest of the entire area to

visitors.

teaches craft of hide tannl'ng. .

Standlng for the tradltlonal “lnvocatlon" whlch begln Pow Wow o
) festivltles - :

The grant was secured through the Department T
.. Housmg and (eran Development '

lNDlANS SEEK 1854 TREATY REAFFIRMATION ‘
Wntten by Susan Stamch from the Duluth News Tnbune 8/27/85

A anesota Ojrbwe band has filed a suit that if

successful would restore hunting and flshmg nghts

‘to 'Indians on “some_ non-reservation -lands in

.‘_;“HOrtheastern anesota.‘ mcludlng Superlor

Natronal Forest.

" The Indians would be able to hunt, . frsh or
gather wild ricé on the lands without state licenses.
A similar challenge: by Wisconsin Ojibwe was

‘successful That. court ruling, which affected only -

pubhc lands, has sparked controversy in northern
Wlsconsm over Indian hunting and fishing rights.
The Lake Superior Chippewa, which includes
snx tribes
Mlnnesota. ‘claim an 1854 ‘treaty grants them

hunting, fishing, and rice-gathering rights on lands

-near Lake Superior that they ceded to the govern-

.I‘ ment Those rights would supersede any state laws.

'The ceded land in anesota runs west from
Lake Superior along the Canadian border to near
" the eastern end of Rainy Lake, and southward into
- Carlton County. ‘It includes the Superior National
" Forest, which includes the BWCA. Some of the land
“now is privately owned.

-The "Grand Portage Band and two of its
“‘members filed the suit last week in (.S. District
.- Court in St. Paul against the.state of Minnesota and
Joseph Alexander, commissioner
. Department of Natural Resources:

“It's an action to have the federal court declare

- ‘what the hunting, trapping, fishing, and wild-ricing
- rights are, pursuant to the 1854 treaty .both on the
" reservation and in ceded territory,”

“Tupper of St. Paul, attorney for the band.

The Wisconsin- tribes- fought court battles for

almost 10 years -that ended in 1983 with the so-

‘called Voigt decision, which reaffirmed those rights.

" Since then, the Wisconsin DNR and the tribes have
‘negotiated temporary hunting and fishing seasons,

- sand the tribes have held public information sessions

'4& counter organizations that want the treaties

abridged or abrogated. ..
. The Grand Portage Band, the Bois Forte Band
~ . north of Virginia, and the Fond du Lac Band near

Cloquet are the only Minnesoata bands affected by
. the 1854 treaty.

involved Curtis Gagnon of Grand Portage. who was

-
!

n

' MlNNEbOTA

ORAND PORTAGE RESERVATION— ‘

in Wisconsin. and three bands in,

of the state -

said Kent :

The case that prompted the anesota suit

hunting on the reservation last November Tupper

o

GRAND PORTAGE sEEngg
-~ TREATY RIGHT 8 -

satd Gagnon is alleged to have shot at a moose He

‘ then called the reservation- -game warden to say he -

“Tupper said.

was going to follow it and. might leave the reserva-

tion. The tribal warden told a state game warden.

1who arrested Gagnon for hunting out of season.
‘Band Chairman’ James Hendricksoh. sald the~'
band has a good relationship with the DNR. '

Gagnon and - Hendrickson are the other. two
plalntrffs in .thé suit. The state’s case against.
Gagnon was continued indefinitely last week ‘in
Cook County, pendmg the federal court decision,

"Authorities have been expectmg such a case,

" “We knew that sooner or later, the 1854 (treaty)
was going to be tried,” the DNR's Alexander said
Monday in a telephone interview, “We didn't know
where or under what crrcumstances, but we knew it -
was commg

“It could be the ‘54 ceded- terntory case that
people have been waltmg around for,” said Henry
Buffalo, tribal attorney at Fond du Lac who headed

- the Wisconsin tribes’ negotiation and conservatlon

organization.

Some  Minnesota legisl'ators considered
introducing a bill in the last legislative session that
would have directed the DNR to negotiate directly

- with the bands and by-pass the expensrve litigation

that occupned Wisconsin for so long. However the

bill never was introduced.

Alexander said such a bill would have grven the »

- DNR ‘more authority to negotiate, but.he said he

_thinks a court case is necessary.

Alexander said the DNR and Ojibwe bands have 4

a good relatlonshrp ‘one solidly estabhshed at Leech
Lake Reservation in the early 1970s. There, the two
governments cooperate in wildlife management,
conservation, and enforcement. In addition, the
band and local countjes, townships, and businesses
have  established an alllance to promote
conservation and tourism.

“In fact, I've had other states come in and talk

" to-us about how we managed that,” he said. We

_thought Wisconsin might have learned from us.’

He said he doesn't anticipate that Minnesota
will have as difficult a time as Wisconsin, where
negotlatlons often have been heated and are now at
a standstill.

We know the (trlbal) attorneys and respect
them. We know it's a tough case, but we're not gomg
to approach it as enemies,’ Alexander said.

(from Duluth News Tribune. 8127/85)

_ FISH AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT :

The Biological Services staff consists of six blologlsts. g

. working in the areas of the Great Lakes llshe&e&lnland
al
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. COMMISSION

The commlsslon is comprised of eleven Chlpoewa-; SR
_ (Ojibwa)_tribes around  Lake Supetlor. and northern
- Wiconsin—Including Grand Portage, Fond du Lac, and .
- T Milte Lacs (Mlnnesota), Keweenaw Bay and Bay Mills . -
" (Michigan); and Red Giiff, Bad River; Lac CourteOrellles. o
Mole Lake. St Crolx and Lac du Flambeau (Wlsconsln)

i PURPOSE

1) The proteetlon of- treaty guaranteed rlghts to tlsh
“hunt and gather in the ceded territory;- -

~2) The protectlon of treaty tlshlng rlghts on the Great
. Lakes; -

© 3) The protection of the resources through ellectlve

management and self-regulation.

_ .. The organization represents the consolldatlon ot the ‘
Great Lakes indian Fisheries. Commission (GLIFC) and -

. the Voigt.Inter-tribal Task Force for the purpose of

- coordinating member tribes’ efforts In exerclslng treaty .

rights, and regulating and managing all area'iol

- ’ ‘responsibility inherent in exercising those rights.

Recognizing the need to develop a comprehensive -
- approach to regulating, enforcing and ‘co-managing the
resources entrusted.to the tribe, the GLIFWG provldes
member tribas with the foliowing servlces

- tisheries, wildlife, and environmental - -h In
cooperation with individual tribal. cons¥tvation ..
programs, they provide’ member tribes with the technical
expertise necessary for effective.co-management of fish

cooperation with state and federal agencies. - .

. Thetechnlcal services provided by the biological statl
include: developing a comprehensive data base on fish,
wildlife. and. other 'natural "resources In -the’ ceded

- lertitories; providing recommendations for levels of

harvest for treaty hunting.and fishing; monitoring the
treaty harvest and Its impact on the resources; and
monitoring the eftects of harvest and environmental
change ‘under the ]urlsdlctlon of other management

agencies.

© On the Great Lakes

tribal programs exlst. in inland ceded territory the staff
ls the primary source of blologlcal expertlse for the
member tribes.

FISH AND WILDLIFE ENFORCEMENT _
with enforcement an integral. part of
management, GLIFWC provides a varlety of Iaw

enforcement services.

These Include the coordlnatlon of an Inter- trlbal courl
program, the implementation of Interim off-reservation
enlorcement programs, and a liaison program between

“tribal, state and federal judicial enforcement systems.

Within Wisconsin the Commission provides two.
tralned enforcement officers to each of the six
Wisconsin tribes and assists In coordinating

. enlorcement programs for member tribes in the state.

PUBLIC INFORMATION - -

GLIFWC also acts as an instrument to promote public
understanding of treaty fishing, hunting and gathering .
rights "as well "as of the actlvltles and  accepted -
responsibilities of the tribes.

The Commission is . a collection and distribution

" eenter of factual Information to all members of the

community, promoting a spirit of cooperation and wise
decislon-making through Informed opinions. Staff -Is
available to the media as well as to tribal and other

. organizations interested in speakers on Issues related

to the GLIFWC's actlvities. Reports .as well as a bi-

through the Commission.

***ﬁ*ﬁ***ﬁﬁﬁa*a*ﬁﬁ*#g*ﬁ*g*aé

.The Grand Portage reservation is one of six which
comprise the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe as organized
under the 1934 Indian Reorganization Act. It covers
about 45000 acres and 1s aitvated on the
U.S.—Canadian border on the north shore of Lake
Superior. THE GRAND PORTAGE BAND, P.O. BOX 428, -
GRAND PORTAGE, MN 55605-—PHONE 218/4752279.

FOND DU LAC RESERVATION—

L The Fond du Lac Reservation is about twenty miles

~_west ol Duluth and 1s a member of the Minnasola - |-
Chippewa Triba. The St. Louts River, which empties into .

Lake Superior at Duluth, runs thiough the 100,000 acre

resarvation. THE FOND DU LAC TRIBE, 105 UNIVERSITY

NOAD, CLOQUET. MN 55720—PHONE 218/8794593

MILLE LACS RESERVATION— ' C
This Minnesola reservatlon 1s loealed on Mllle Lacs'
.. Lake. its 3.000 acres Is broken Into three groups. all
. adjacent to the farge inland lake.
- The Mitie Lacs Reservation maintains a Tribal Court
system and a law enforcement program, with a staffol -
four enforcement olficers. It alsohasa newly developed -
Fishery Management program.
MILLE LACS BUSINESS COMMITTEE, STAR ROVUTE,
. ONAMIA; MN 56359—PHONE 8121532-418‘ -

' .’WISCONSIN

RED CLIFF RESERVATION— : . .
Red Clift is tha northern most Chippewa stoservationin
Wisconsin. it Is located on the tip of Baylleld Peninsula
with extensive shoreline and some docking facliities.
There are about 14,000 acres within.its boundarles. THE
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LAC DU FLAMBEAU— -

There are 126 lakes on lh:s inland reservation wh:ch
has 70,000 acres within Vilas, Oneida and Iron Counties.
The reseivation Is abundanl 0 natural - resources,
particularly timber and lish.

for many years has maintained an extensive
conservation program, including a tribal fish hatchery.
LT i Lac du Flameau 2also had ils own Tnbal Couti system
. with a conservation code inclusive.

LAC DU FLAMBEAU TRIBAL COUNCIL, 80X 67
LAC Du FLAMBEAU, W 54853—PHONE 715/588: 3306

' SOKACGON CHIPPEWA COMMUNI‘I’Y—
" (MOLE.LAKE BAND). .. 2 .
. The Sokaogon Chippewa COmmumty ls one ol the-
- smaller reseryations with a.conliguous land base. 'l’hey
have about 2,000 acres In Florence County and are the .-
- eastern-most Chippewa resecvation in Wisconsin. -
The Community is in the process of establishing a

appointed by the tribat council. MOLE LAKE TRIBAL -
*COUNCIL, ROUTE 1,
'54520—PHONE 715/4 78 2604,

oy

al MlCHlGAN

' _ KEWEENAW BAY RESERVATION—-
With about 58,000 acres, this is the larqestreservatlon

©. " REDCLIFF.TRIBAL COUNCIL, P.O: BOX 529 BAYFIELD
) .'-“4': 54814—PHONE 715/7795@5. I

. BAD’ RlVER RESERVA?ION-\
' Wun an approximate size of 125,000 acrss, Bad Rlver A
7 Is ‘the targest of the six Wisconsin Chippews
- Resarvations. It gets its name from the Bad River ‘which ...
flows 1hrough the reservallon enroule 16 Lake Superior.
THE BAD RIVER TRIBAL COUNCIL, ROUTE 2, BOX :oo L
. .ASHLAND WI m—PHONE 715/582-4212 .

. ST, CROIX RESERVATION=~"

Rather than a contiguous area there are a number of
separate land parcels -which comprise the St. ‘Crolx

?*ﬁﬁ*******ﬁ'*ﬁ**ﬁ***kﬁ

L Resorvatlen They are the weslem -most Chlppewa slte
Co- ’ - inWisconsin and hold tands In Barron, Polk and Burnett
. “Counties, totaling about 2,200 acres.

The S!. Croix. Band does have a conservation
departmant, wltn warden staft and has'a Trlbal Court

.SYSST CROfX TRIBM. COUNCIL, STAR ROUTE
: WEBSTER. wi 5‘893—PHONE 715!349-2295

e COURTE onmtzs nessnvmou- . o
- ‘Located In Sawyer County,. northwestern Wisconsin, |
the Lac Courte Orellles (LCO) reservation encompasses

***ﬁ*‘kﬁ**ﬁ***ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁ**

'about 80, 000 acres of land.”

o sleam enhancement project crew.

* have sought 10 ensure the prot

Lo The.lribe has a Conservation Doparlment cornposed
~ of several wardens, an assistant tribal forester and 3~

- They also malintaln thelr own Tribal Court system and
tion and e

_and ‘wildlife resources In the. treaty-ceded. teultqry in

. the staff supports s‘everal .
existing tribal figsheries programs and fills in where.no -

resouree

" tribal court and does have a conservatlon warden stafl -

B8OX 552 CRANDON Wl )

 In the state of Michigan. 1t 1s located at the easiern base

physically separated by - the . Keweenaw Bay.
: ’BARAGA Ml 49908-PHONE 906!3536623. :
. BAY MlLLs RESEl\VATlON—- )

ST e vCode adoptod In 1978, - -

54843—-PHON£ 715/634-8934.

o of -the-reservation’s natural resources . through the
" enactment of a Fishing, Hunting, Trapplnq and Rlcing .-

- LAC COURTE OREILLES ROUTE 2 HAYWARD WI’;

This ressrvation in Michigan's 'uppor penlnsula has
2200 acres. Bay Mills has two separate sites, one ‘aboul
_twanly miles west.of Saull Sle. Matle and another about
. -1 L " one mile east on Sugar island. They are jocated near the
" mouth .of the upper.Si..Mary’s River.In Whitafish Bay.
“THE BAY MILLS INDIAN COMMUNITY, ROUTE 1, BOX ’
313, BRIMLEY, Ml 49715—PHONE 90612483241 = -

- KEWEENAW ' BAY INDIAN COMMUNITY, ROUTE '-,

***ﬁ**#ﬁ*ﬁﬁ***ﬁ**ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁﬁ**

"“,,-}me GREAT LAKES INDIAN FISH AND WILDLIFE‘;_’;' o

« 0

“monthly newsletter, Geego-lkay, ' are also. available v

The tribe has a targe Fish ang Game Deparlmenl and

" of the Kewednaw Peninsula and Ihe reservaton is. )



MASINAIGAN PAGEFO(]RTEEN U e e L e e

GLIFWPV ANNUAL

| PA'G'E'H'F;rEEN-"’t 'ms,mmm' TR

W‘TH ERFER'S

NEEDED

— | “racism AND FEAR ARE' h
| THE STATE'S 1SSUES AND
i b EDUCTIONAL ISSUES *?

A reorgamzatxon of Equal " _.’
- - Rights for Everyone, ' Inc. -
AR %&?E’p““ tions Bet Mutlaly,
resident Pau ullaly,
of Hayward. ERFE members ERFE Ol"gues SOfety
~ have been informed that ERFE
" is phasing out the individual

hapters, Mullaly said that uf lc
e ol . ‘mcunieation or new stote co or
‘will be conducted through the’ HAYWARD — At a recent .

head A busses load and trevel dunng L
HZ;W‘L‘;:“" l°°“ed . 1B meeting of. Equal Rights For theprxmehuntmghoureolearly TR

. Everyone (ERFE), the board of mormng and early eVenmg . S
Our chapter officers have girectors took action which Lo e
done a tremendous job in the urges the state to immediately " Paul Mu_llaly. ERFE Lo
last 18 mon_ths recruiting new ,4opt blaze orange as the of- presxdent stated that every .
- members,” Mullaly smdﬁ“bu* ficial state color. Members of: citizen should be made aware of
~ allare strictly volunteer. We felt the board felt such a move was the risk when entering ‘‘ceded” - ..
~ it not énly was time to ease pecessary to help. ensure ‘‘the territory. “Stray bulleta could -
some of the workload on these gafety of our citizens, tourists travel nearly..two miles,” be.
~ dedicated people,” he said, but and school children.” - .said, and with the bea\mfnl fall

~also to possibly . improve weather, more people would be.
communications by having Gene Skille, ERFE vice in thecountry 8

direct contact with our mem-. presxdent stated that the main

. THEDAILY Paess-nhland. Wls.-Monday. smcmur u.-». , B

The 2nd - Annual Conference of the |
Great - Lakes lndlan ‘Fish and Wlldllfe'

: . o o bers.” "“““t for the ﬂ?hzerl‘"ﬁi " Skilled also said, “Unhl our. ' _‘
5 S A e o | oAty RIGHTS e RS Ll B SonE emmaing
. cess o e ‘ tion - 7 u a e . . ~ -
MYRTLE TOLONE_N Tnbal Chanrperson for the . -“conferénce was marked . by its’ abllity to TS DO NOT lnforma lén : . - .efficient handling of funds if all dians. “It is imperative,” he' responslbrhty and act ‘on -the

, Keweenaw. Bay Indian Community and Chairperson ‘
- for the Michigan Inter-Tribal Council

3 brlng in speakers representlng both local,"
‘state, ;and - national organizations con-.
cerned both wlth Indian issues and those.
of resource management and to plnpolnt
' problems and successes. -

- 1t offered. partlclpants avchance to '

REFER TO THE GIVING (IP OF
- RIGHTS.” '

WadeTeeple, Tribal Chairman of the Bay Milis
“Indian Community in Michigan “kicked off’ the
conference. with several  introductory remarks

: e e expenditures were handled _edid, *‘that unsuspecting yreaty issue to end this unequal
S . g L ) directly through the Visitors berry pickers, bow.and .iation once and  for all,
e "U"“‘ treaty issues are viewed as an headquarters office. - siiall game hunters and school perhaps the publicity of blaze .
educatlonal issue, it will never be resolved,” were According to’ Mullaly all ‘I&?égﬂbe aware °IM" ommm '

- the emphatlc words of Waiter Bresette, Public Infor- :

: ex re met by mem- °EE!£R.ML“.&‘L&F‘°.§’; at_least give our_
~« mation" Director for GLIFWC  and conference, begs;‘:.fe;. private d):)natlom duwwmﬁw._ visl

“LET US NOT FAIL"

; T8 an at silent
. inator. " )
hear. what is occuring” in’ other states, rega[‘fimg the Michigan experience. "r_,-.CQOdBrZsette speakmg bnefly several times dunng ' ?&im::;bhﬁl; toW:e:w&;: Donna Salzmann, ERFE majonity 3 Of -
- Myrtle Tolonen, Chairperson for-the Keweenaw neighborhoods and across the nation, as’ For o:ee _It_hr”sl‘t of Tegp'ﬁ s ’g’essage was t“’°f°ld . the course of the conference, was unforgiving in his these funds are used in the most
Bay Indian Community, looks upon the inter-tribal - -, well as an-opportunity to exchange ideas when ne eepte ,warfne : tribes to exerc;‘se caution - ‘ Judgements on both the educational system in ~ effective way possible,” he said.
- agreement for fishing the Western waters of Lake and share éxperiences. . : egotiating for the exercise of their treaty. s

“ rights. Secondly he emphasrzed the need for'tribes Amerlca and media coverage of treaty issues. Mullaly also said that due to

A common. theme relating to. the to be unified. "The most obvious problems relating to'Voigtin ~  the rapid growth of ERFE,

“Superior as a success in terms of three interested
exercise of treaty rlghts is prevalent. All

' tnbes forming and partrcrpatmg in an agreement.

trib. Having recently entered into a 15 - Wisconsin and the Voigt Decision in Michigan have somne members felt it was time
The agreement. between Bad River, Red Cliff, ribes in all states with decisions similar . ment w thgth X y ¢ Michi ah hyear agree- “been” 1.) the lack of a coherent policy by the  "t0 do away with the volunteer - o
and Keweenaw Bay, established quotas -and |- @ that of Voigt have experienced white by th lB IS\'TI ateGo dIFT igan. which was signed " ‘educational system and the legislature and 2.) the organization and develop a .
_-guidelines by which fishermen from all three  backlash and initial difficulties in deallng My_ . eT 'aby ills, Grand Traverse, and Ste. Sault ‘lack of understanding by the medla of the issue,. - more corporate image.’
b S ommunities could fish the waters. . ‘wlth their respectlve states.. arie Tribes, as well as the state of michigan and

While recognizing seme of the ~ [[5 g, Tpad T ﬂr_’-
advantages. of such a move, Al= ‘ : R A : - :
"Mullaly said the board of

accordmg to Bresette.

several sports organizations, Teeple warned tribes The media.” he said. is  one of our - most -

However, optimism- ‘was also ‘ : '
to be cautious of what you sign, what you say, and

- However, the challenge to cooperatively work’
expressed Blologlsts in Washinton are

" together will again face the three tribes when the

tant educational tools and yet they have done directors felt that the n
. what you may write as they could appear-in f d | impor ‘ wecwors 1e re was no
‘current agreement expires on October 1. The tribes ;‘ifl‘;l?\blet:;k:::i:)a:k °‘l’e; ten'hard years, - courtyas eVId)e/nce against i//our casepp caera . such a “poor job” in presenting the public with the . better alternative than to o
will have to go back to the table again. ‘she said, to g - has led to successful " The agreement which essentiall alloc tes th . ~ facts relating to treaty issues. He cited. for example. - ‘ continue the original grass-roots
work out' another agreement . which ~will _ cooperative. management between the g Y. ates the " the initial announcement of the Voigt Decision two policy that has appealed to its
accommodate, to the greatest measure it can, the tribes and the state. They are included in resource, ‘although slgned by t-he trlbe Teeple feels, years ago ‘when the press published across the state wembers.
interests of all. These ‘agreements stand. as a resource planning processes at all levels, is unfair to the Bay Mills fishing interests. He says. that the decision granted Chippewa UNLIMITED *“This way we can continue to
- - challenge for tribes to work together, to including participation in :the recent that through the agreement Bay Mills gave up hunting and fishing rights in the ceded territories. representthemembera as they
cooperatively solve dlffrculhes and to emerge [ treaty with Canada on the’ salmon , 11,500 ;sq. miles for 70% .of the total allowed " The facts wére false. he said. and it has taken two ‘have supported us in the past.
© unified. fisheries. harvest (TAC) of whitefish. However, this represents ' ear nce that time to try- to undo. the he said. i
Keweenaw Bay, Tolonen also said. is concerned - It all points to the fact, that sound a resource that will not be . available to tribal ' y s sinc a y: NG PPOL00PP0 P00 000000000004

" misinformation presented through the media.
Echoing . the perceptions of Henry Buffalo,
- Bresette feels strongly that the * ‘educational system -

fishermen because they are not equippedto get it. In
) other. words, the harvestable resource- is
lnaCCESSlble to the flshermen with thelr present'

leaders, ‘with perserverance and foreslght
~for both the non-lndian and Indian public:\t
“can carry "both the' tribes, ‘the ‘white -

wnth the need for public education regarding treaty
“rights for both the lndlan and non- lndlan people in.
' % Michigan.

i

“Tolonen cautioned that orgamzatnons are

actively working against the rights of tribes to pur- '

- _sue the implemeptation of their treaty agreements ,
She mentioned that Equal Rights for Everyone, Inc., -
~ an anti-indian and antj-treaty’organization which has

:been active in Wisconsin over the past year and a -
half,” will be holding ‘a meeting in Houghton on -

September 24—a signal that more and continued

communlty, and the. resource through to |
: safe and equitable conclusion—one which

~.can allow us. all'to live in harmony while ;
-allowing the exercise of tribal rights and!]‘
.supportlng A the Amerlcan system of :

gear. o

Currently, Bay Mrlls is part:cnpatmg ina flfteen
year-agreement which is not.serving its fishermen,

nor perhaps adequate enough to aIIOW'for'their -

survival until the present agreement expires. -

Teeple feels that people should be aware and

understand that treaty rights do not refer to the

~miust. come forth and accept the responsibility of ..

publlc ignorance' about treaties and about tribes.
As a result of |gnorance “everything becomes

.a red flag-smoke shops, bingos, and down. the’
~line....and this will always be until there is some

_understanding of tnbes and tribal governments he
. said.

- Playing on pubhc ignorance are anti-Indian |

" Ad Al dlldaddd

0.0 00

INDIAN X e

ABROGATION/JURISDICTION

HUNTING AND FISHING

giving up of nghts but the takmg of nghts—nghts '
Wthh were reserved ST -

" organizations who are “out there fearmongenng and
: scanng people,” said Bresette. People thmk indians
" are going to steal the gold fish rlght out of their
- bowls, 'he sald They are told we are stoppmg
~tourism. T ‘
- “The challenge of getting over . that fear is
- monumental,” according ‘to Bresette, “yet it is
‘ignorance and fear that contlnues to cut our,
Credlbnhty out from uriderneath us.”. '
~  Racism and fear are not Indian issues, Bresette .
- told participants, rather they are the state’s issues
- and educational |ssues ‘which, unless recognized,
~amounts to a undamental abdication of
responsrbllrty by educatron state government and =
the media." :
v In the mldst of monumental problems. of
v COntmumg environmental. degradatlon through acid
.fain and pollution, the WDHR still questlons the ‘.
. tribes’ ability to manage the resources.. ‘Bresette
. commented rromcally This_ will remain in question
“as will the exercise of. treaty rights, ‘which has- .
minimal .impact-“on' the resource, while powerr_,‘.
_ ‘companies are hunting. and flshlng wrthout a llcense"
. and wrthout regulatlon R

opposmon to the exercise of treaty rights is evrdent
Clim Mlchrgan o
~ " Tolonen also mentloned that several Mrchrgan :
.'sports groups have recently passed resolutions
: which aré before the Michigan legislature, stating'

“that they refuse to buy fishing licenses in Baraga
~. County because tribes are granted special rights. -
© . The need for tribes to continue to build up their -
regulatory and enforcement capabllltres was
emphasrzed by Tolonen.. She feels ‘that these
-+ abilities'on the part of the tribes must be able to
- effectively meet the scope of the program. ce T
In conclusion, Tolonen quoted GLIFWC Board S

- Chairmen, Joe Corbine: "Let's continue as a unified .
.volce....Let's not fail.” The’ challenge to the tnbes'

all of the tnbes is clear, she sard

RIGHTS/T RIBAL GOVERNMENT e
 CONFUSING! o
 MADDENING!
'SHOCKING! S
HARD TO TAKE!
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AT THE LOWEST CEVEL
' THROUGH WORKING -
~ COMMITTEE; o

 FRANK OPULKA, Upper
' Director, Michigan DNR .

~ The State of Michigan, ‘recently .partyito ai 15
~._year agreement with the Ste. Sault Marie, Grand

Traverse, and Bay Mills Chippewa tribes, feels that
the formation of several standing committees as
part of the agreement should provide a forum for
problem resolution wrthout immediate recourse to
" litigation, ‘according to the Mlchrgan DNR Division
of Enforcement.

_Michigan has been mvolved with the rrghts of
tribal .members to fish in the Great Lakes since the
Fox decision in 1979, It took until March, 1985; for

- the State and the tribes to enter into an agreement
- on the commercial fishery.

Under the agreement the tribes will be fishing -

commercrally under: the provisions of the agree-
“ment and ‘under the regulations adopted by the

Chlppewa Ottawa Treaty Flshery Management
Authority (COTFMA). )

Several standing committees.have been formed

_under the agreement, including the information and

- Education Committee, !
- Committee, the Technical Advice' Committee, and
- - the Executive Council. The latter is composed of the
tribal charrpersons and the director of the Mrchlgan ‘

"the Joint Enforcement

DNR.

. A provision for data collectron and exchange of

- information has also been included with a budget of

$4.5 million to implement the agreement. They .also
said a resolution dispute mechanism has also been
added to try to resolve problems at the lowest level.

-_Pe_nnisula 'Regional -

R

LIFWC CONFERENCE
C HALLE \ GES ¢ _' fi

“EVERY TIME E
FLEX ‘THEIR MUSCLES, TH
PABLIC GETS UP IN ARMS”

HENRY BUFFALO, former Executive Administrator
of GLIFWC -and attorney for the FOND DU LAC
Chlppewa :

“IN_THE VOID THEY HAVE AN

"ANGRY RESPONSE TO  ANY
ACTIONS OF -~ TRIBAL
GOVERNMENTS.”

1

' 'The State of Michigan was not party to the

- -has, however, ‘maintained an informal relationship

. with Keweenaw Bay. The State has opened the doors

of communication and has discussed issues around

"7 the table with Keweenaw Bay representatives. The~

- State has also had some input into tribal ie ulatrons _
- and. would like to keep doors open . for further

drscussrons wrth theltnbe

‘ Vorgt Decision, which affected Keweenaw Bay, -
" another of Michigan's Chippewa tribes. The State

* Henry B‘uffalo. Jr., representing the Fond du
Lac Chippewa in Minnesota, is the former executive

. 'director of GLIFWC. It was his vision that provided

the impetus for the founding first of the Great Lakes
Indian, Fish Commission, concerned with. tribal

fishing rights on the Great Lakes. Later, following:

the Voigt Decision, he was instrumental in. merging
the Voigt Inter- Tribal Task Force and the GLIFWC
into the present day'GLIFWC, whlch assists tribes in

rmplementmg treaty rlghts both on the inland ceded
territories and lakes under Vorgt and in the Great h

'Lakes

Buffalo noted that in Minnesota, the members :

of the Fond du Lac Trrbe‘have been concerned
about obtaining their treaty rights.

he said.
Recently,. the tribe_ has instituted tribal
licensing for on-reservation businesses, he said, and

that. has provoked a negative public reaction. A-

question -on -all these issues, hunting and fishing

 rights, licensing, and so forth, which pertain to the -

~.exercise of tribal rights, is how to effectrvely

communicate with the general public. .

Buffalo remarked that today people are strll-r -

writing the same letters, asking the same question,

‘remain as mcredulous over tribal rights and powers
- as they did the two years ago—despite efforts at -

publnc mformatron and the medra coverage

To Buffalo the rnabrlrty of the pubhc to accept
_the .actions and -

rights. of trlbes and their

: governments is'a result of ignorance. about tribal

. governments
" ‘governments,”

he sard

governments.”

anesota is just entermg into the rssue of L L

f,.treaty huntrng and fishing rlghts -as the’ Grand

. Portage Band of Chippewa have recently filed suit
.- there on behalf of ‘one.of its tribal members. As in . .
Wrsconsrn Michigan, and the western states, wheré -

~ these \ssues have already emerged public educa.

< tion will remain a key to the peaceful rmplementa

tron of’ rrghts

“We - have
»-recelved a cont.nuous call ‘to push for their tribal
“. rights,” :

" DR. EARL BARLOW, Director of the Minneapotis

Area Office of the Bureau of Indian Affairs

Dr: ‘Earl Barlow. Director of the Minneapolis
Area Office of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), has

_ been advocating a change in the role of the BIA, he

told conference participants. That change, as
defined by Barlow, is one of movingfrom the role of

‘regulating to a service funtion..

Barlow feels that the change in role is being

- given impetus by the increase in numbers of
"qualified, professional Indian people who can move

into the upper echelons of the bureaucracy into
decision-making positions. Indian people, he said,
are no longer only the janitors and cleaning ladies.
but are capable of asuming positions of power.
Two recent court decisions, LCO vs. Voigt, and

'U.S. vs. ‘Michigan, Barlow says, have required a ’

quick response to assist tribes in implementing the
court decisions. They presented immediate needs ta
meet, such as providing' management and enforce-
ment systems and assistance in alleviating publrc

fears about responsrble Indian management L
‘ ‘Barlow feels the
~ record, to date, is excellent in serving those needs
. and implementing the court affirmed treaty rights. -

Despite ‘“growing pains”

Recognizing that many problems yet need to be
faced, Barlow feels the tribes can and will overcome

-them; “There’s no teacher like experience,” he said,

‘and encouraged those concerned to look -back and -
lzarn from both successes and mistakes'in the past.
Treaty huntrng and flshmg are just one of the

issues concerning tribes “today. he .said. Others
include bingo and the rlght of tribes to lncense ’

busrnesses

“Every time the tr\bes flex therr muscles the
3 publ_rc gets up in arms,” Barlow-commented. ‘Every .

time tribes- take-a position on anything, the whole .

-structure of the tribes are affected lt becomes a-

socral thing.”

‘Because the publrc cannot attack the trrbes on.
‘conservatron on enforcement, or .on regulatmg

‘they have to find" somethrng else whatever lt may .

“They never did fearn about tribal . ‘be Barlow concluded

‘s in the void people have - .
- an- angry.- response to actrons taken by tribal .

* - responsibility for
.. President called for federal
specrahzed assistance and expertise to.Tribes to
1. . create a positive environment in Indian Country, .

and .Energy,

- Retrievable Site location;

RV

.STRENGTH";W]  
PERSERVERANCE

The followmg is an excerpt from a presentatron by
- & Robert Holden, Natural Resources Researchers for .
'-ji‘._the National Congress of American Indians. -

. President Reagan issued an Indian Pollcy State-
,‘-‘menl on January 24, 1983, which 1) reaffirmed the

government -to-government relatronshrp between
- the
»-expressed the primary role of Tribal Governments in
- reservation affairs, and 3) called for special efforts
¢+ 1o develop reservation economies. The President
.. agrees with us that Tribal Governments, like state
*. and local governments, are'more aware of the needs
_and desires of their citizens than is the federal

Indian Tribes and the United States, 2)

government and should, therefore, have the primary.
meeting those needs. The

. The Environmental Protection Agency,
accordmgly. developed an Indian Policy which was
“issued just prior to the start of this Admmrstratron s
_second term.

with several- Indian Tribes in the repository siting

- process as mandated by Congress under the Nuclear
' Waste Policy Act of 1982. -

The National Congress of American Indians,

- which is the oldest, largest, and most representative
" organization serving American Indian. and Alaska-
. Native governments and individuals, coordinated a

mid-August meeting in Albuquerque. This meeting
brought together Tribal Governments. federal
s@gency .representatives, state representatives, and
" interested parties. This meeting was one in a series
~of meetings that allows us to disseminate informa-

© " tion and provide techincal assistance to American.

Indian Governments regarding nuclear.
' manag'ement ' reposrtory site selection,
- transportation issues.

‘We are very fortunate that the Department of
_Energy has provided us with a:grant and worked
_with us to address the concerns Indian Country face

waste

" today regarding these important subjects.

A relationship is now developing between
“Indian Nations, the Departments of Transportation
and the Nuclear Regulatory

Commission regarding the transportation of high
-~ level nuclear waste. The Department of Transporta-

--tion- is responsrble for the routing: of .hazardous

material -across the country. Prelrmrnary Depart-
- ‘ment of

Enerqy touting plans reveal that, reg_rdless of the
first or second repository site selection or Monitored
transporting nuclear
waste without crossing Indian reservations or

* Tribally-owned land is_highly improbable. Many

. Indian Nations believe it is incumbent on the NRC

" and the DOT to implement and outreach program

similar to the one DOE has been mandated to cafry -
-'out..1 commend the ‘NRC for, inviting the Indian_
= ‘Tribal Representatrves to this important meeting.

| must add here, however that some Indian

~ "Tribes and the NCAIl recently had to ‘respond to
- changes in 10 CFR 60, Part 60, proposed by the
~ NRC. The proposed changes would ‘serve to limit -
.~ participation by an -already narrow category of
:Indian. Tribes in the NRC high- level waste geologic
- repository licensing - procedures The proposed -
. change would préclude participation by tribally-

sanctioned organizations whose assistance may be’
requested by more than one-tribal government in:

-~ 'the interest of cost-saving and information-sharing

- and technical assistance. Most importantly, the
- Yaproposed change would preclude parthlPa“O“ of
.- Tribes that are not at this time “affected” Tribes .. -
. under the Nuclear Waste Policy Act. There are only -

- three Tribes at present that have petrtroned for and .

. Teceived “affected” status. Most ‘Tribes in the’ frrst+
" and second repository states. have not. petltroned for . -

affGCted 'status and some have just become aware;

_“that they are .potentially - afected.- Indian Tribes, - -
: @xcepting the three mentroned are years behmd the' :

~correct through discretiona

agencies to offer .

The Department of Energy has been working-

-~ Also,
numerous acts recognizing the property and usage

‘“Tribes,

g their establishment method. Since the NRC rule and
and .

states in ‘receiving' financial assistance to address

siting.and transportation issues. Though this may

be an error to be laid at the feet of Congress, it may

be one that the federal agencies may attempt to
g%pollcy procedures;

Another concern of the proposed change in the
regs is they may further limit participation by Tribes
that have land and usage rights that are not the sub-
jéct of Congressronally ratified treaties. Section 2(2)

of the NWPA mentions both federally defined

possessory or usage rights and congressionally-

_ratified treaties, the latter being one method of

establishing reservation boundaries and Indian
Country.

interpreted it to mean to include all reservation’

. lands, with the term reservation being a term of art -
meaning - all. Indian lands which are- subject .to -
" restrictions against alienation, notwithstanding the

issuance of any patent. In 1871, in an appropriations

act, Congress restricted its fut_ure treaty-making
- with Indian Nations and Tribes. Since that time,
“nearly 30 million acres have been federally defined

s . reservations or Indian Country, through
Congressional settlements, Executive Orders,
administrative procedures and court decisions.
since - that time. Congress has passed

rights of Tribes. including the National
Environmental Policy Act, the American Indian
Religious Freedom Act and the Archaeological
Resources Protection Act, all of ‘which recognize
their rights and property irrespective of

the NWPA address, 'in the first instance, property
that would be affected by nuclear waste, the focus
here should be on the character of that property and

related jurisdictional systems, rather than on the

precise manner in which they were federally defrned -
" or recognized.

What the - Tribes ask is that all of the

" representatives of the federal agencies participating
. in this meeting keep in mind the trust responsibility

of each agency and that the Tribes continue to be

included- in future meetings. It is the will of the
Tribes o also meet with state governments and

agencies to share information.
Several Indian Nations sacrificed hundreds of
thousands of acres for the people of this- Country

when they allowed the a.s. Government to take land .

for experimental projects during initial research and
. development of nuclear weapons. Lands belonging .

to the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakima
“Nation,. the Nez Perce Reservation, the Umatilia
" Reservation, the San lldifonso Pueble, and the Santa
. Clara Pueblo, to name a few areas, are still under

government control. Sacred sites and areas of

‘ tradrtronal cultural srgnrfrcance are located on these -
federal reservations. Indians have no doubt risen to.
" the occasion-when natronal securrty mterests were -

at stake. .. .
Meanwhlle
problem that brings us together at this time. The

. ‘source of this radiation, this uranium, is the same as

all things the Creator put here. It is like the trees, the

grasses, the mountains, the rivers, the four-legged |
and winged creatures. It was here before any of us -

" were, it is here now, and it will surely bé here after -

" h.we are gone\. Eet us seek' an answer together.- '

Indian "'Country is .defined in Section
- 1151(a) of the United States Code and the Court has

let us work together on thrs '
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‘ROBERT HOLDEN Natural Resources Researcher.

NCAI

“LET US SEE.K AN ANSWER
TOGETHER” |

:'presentatlon on “An Indlan Perspectlve /\

A Taos Pueble elder sat on. his: root‘ one:
iafternoon with ‘his back to the sun. He-was
'speaking to a young non-Indianlady who’-}':'.
‘wanted to write a story on the Taos Pueblo =
People,- - = - :
- You know how lt is.. People come here
and they want to know our secrets of Iife.*}_‘.‘
They ask many questlons, but therr mmds are -
.already made up. They' admire our: children = B
but they feel sorry for them. They come to our - -
‘dances but ‘they are always wanting to take;;t.
pictures. They comeinto our homes
expecting to learn about us in five minutes..
"Our - homes,  which are made. of mud-and
straw, look. strange to them. They are glad
"they do not live here. Yet, they are not sure’.:
whether or not we: know something which is
the key to all understanding. Our. secret of life
would take forever to find’ out. E.ven then,

hey would not: belreve it :

Many -of you. may wonder }
~to give up Tribal' 1dentrty, why‘
_tenaciously to our lands and’ traditional T
~way of llt‘e. itisa behef a: feellng,~
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: _“When . cultures dle, great
‘ lost"-—lost are centuries of an entire culture’s.obser-
- vations about the environment and eco-system, an

" often unique sense of. aesthetlcs religion, and an
. historical : perspecttve, Thomas Vennum, ethno--
: musrcologlst with " the . Smithsonian Institute,
told’ parttcipants of the Great -
‘Lakes Indian Fish and erdlife Commission’s annual

: Washmgton. D.C.,

: _conference in Marquette, Mlchlgan last week.

One of Vennum's primary concerns is to pre- -

' vent the growing “cultural grey:out” threatemng the

" diversity of culture- which has long been part of the - ;

American heritage, Intregal to this concern are both

the . proposed plans. for Long Island "and the

maintenance of Bad River's wild.rice crop.

He 'quoted - Alan Lomax, famed folksong -

collector, in defining the problem: “Today, cultural
variety lies under the threat of extinction. A grey-out

is in progress whlch if it continues unchecked, will.

fill our human skies with the smog of the phoney

" and cut the families of men off from a vision of their
-own cultural constellations. ‘A mismanaged, over-

centralized electronic communication system is

- imposing a few standardized, mass‘produced and -

cheapened cultures everywhere.”

In response to the threat of cultural grey-out,
the Smlthsoman Institute maintains a program of
cultural ‘conservation.. designed to reserve and

. restore cultures Wthh do exist wnthm the Umtedi

- States.
© New laws have also been passed by Congress
which are desrgned to protect cultural heritage,
Vennum .says, . including . thase “intangible
-elements” which are frequently not comprehended
“by the'general public. -~ .7
In particular, Vennum crted the srgmflcance of
wild rice to Indian tribes. For the non-indian publtc
‘he says, wild rice is largely just another, fairly
expenswe food available in gourmet shops, or sent
to Aunt Tlllle in St. Louis at Christmas time.
‘- “There is no general recognition that this food
is in fact considered by many Indians sacred, and
’that its discovery by Wenabozho, its propagation

l.

and abundance or decline are at the mercy of the _

supernatural " Vennum sald

‘resources are

. ‘being even further
“development such as Exxon's discovery of mineral

Thomas Vennum, enthnomusncaloglst with - the
Smithsonian Institute, Washington, D.C., gave a
presentatlon at the Conference banquet

- People dont know the place of wnld rice in

Indian culture—that it is traditionally served at"
" Indian memorials and must, in some places, still be

blessed by a medicine man before the community’
eats it, or that it was placed in the graves of the dead
to feed them on their journey to the land of souls.

Wild rice, know as manomin, Vennum said, was

considered a gift from the Great Spirit through

. Wenabozho, who discovered it, and who with his
was . the first to’

great ‘grandmother Nokomis,
“transplant i |t to another lake. The rice, he said, was

viewed as "a spiritual food for the lndlan people o

given by their Great Spirit.”

‘But currently wild rice is under selge says Ven:
num—suffering from the disturbances of develop-
ment. Wild rice fields are on the decline. They are
threatened, he said, -by

deposits near the Mole Lake rice beds, a portent for

an irreversible pollution problem that could wrpe‘

out the stand for the Mole Lake’ people

" deed, attached to the mainland.”
Vennum feels a thorough treaty search may well -

A GI-"- FROM THE GREAT SPIRIT

The consnderatlon of convertlng Long lsland to '» ' ;

part of the National Lakeshore of the Apostle

: '_'lslands 'poses’ an. equal threat to the functron of
- -'Long Island as a teef to- protect the: Kakagon
" sloughs, where the Bad Rlver Ojlbway have their
- traditional -rice beds." 7
“The ecological. and thus economic threats to _
) Vennum told the - -

- audience: Creating a public park off Long Island will . - '
only invite increased powerboat traffic to the area, .
Vepnum. contends, and the rice beds have already '

‘the Bad River people are plam

stffered from minimal traffic.

“Vennum also noted that the O_ubway people

~ there, are powerless to prevent boat traffic unless a
boat lands on reservation lands.

- Another pornt raised by Vennum was that Long
: Island was probably once attached to: the .-

reservation. ‘In' . fact, it was known “as
shaqawamlkong, meaning long penlnsula “At the
time of the treaty cessions.in 1854,” he said; *
is considerable evidence to suggest that it was, in-

~ Consequently,

reveal the island is actually reservation land.
Shagawamikong is also'a sacred place in
Ojlbway history, as it was a.point of emergence .of
the spirit Otter who carried the sacred shell given by
the Great Spirit. Wherever Otter emerged form

. gltchlgamml (Lake Superior), tradition holds he was -
. to establish a medicine lodge and there the people

would stay and flourish.

“With. so much of both the tanglble and
intangible elements of culture at risk for the
Ojibway, Vennum feels the Indian people must ex-
plore. all avenues .to protect
resources. '
“But- the cultural conservation of Indian rights
is a never-ending battle,” and protecting one's
heritage and way of life from intrusion is ultimately
the goal of every American, if we are to live up to the
standards which = are clearly défined in our
Constitution and . the Bill of Rights.” Vennum

concluded. “Otherwise, Alan Lomax's fear of the =

cultural grey-out, where we all eat fast food, watch
‘All My Children’ at noon, don wet suits and waterski
through the Kakagon sloughs is . our ultlmate

N desttny

Chlppewa trlbal members from Wlsconsm and

Mlnnesota gathered on Madeline Island Sunday '

desplte chllly autumn. weather to celebrate the

signing of the 1854 treaty whlch took. pLg.e on the .

.island 131 years ago.

.The celebration was held with a theme of
'afftrmmg the treaties signed by the grand-fathers
~ and great-grandfathers of those gathered Sunday at -
: the Tréaty Rally. - :

The rally, sponsored by the Red Cliff Cultural
Insititute; offered educational workshops, a sump
tuous feast, dancing, and speeches, -

" Addressing participants of a workshop were

Jon Anderson, President of the Lac Courte.Oreilles
- Community College, Walter Bresette, Public Infor-

: *[ mation with the Great Lakes Indian Fish & Wildlife-
Professor of

.. Comrnission, ‘and David Damrell,
S_ocrology, Northiand College.

-The speakers all emphasrzed the need for_,,'

1 hlstory books to be rewritten to include a more com-
. prehensive ‘and truthful picture -of Indian - tribes,
- governments, and just how the West was really won.
Bresette claimed the  schools: are

dysfunctlonal" in that they rarely talk about the h

e tnbes as federally recogmzed governments The
- as. government -state and court system - all

. sovereign nations, Bresette said, but the educa
+ tional, ‘systems do.not. T

.Damrell told the audrence that soclety seems.

capable of accepting only the culture of the Indian,. -
~ and only thelr past. culture at that. _They really show -
little interest in the “present, ‘real, viable human .

bemgs" which live around them, he said.
Damrell said this.is not a white: socrety. but

vrather it is a society of many races, labeled as a .

whlte socnety thr0ugh the process of conquest

‘ there -

those cultural

: Trlbal leaders Joe Corbine, left, Bad River Trlbal Chalrman. and
- Leo LaFemler, Red Cliff Vice Chain'nan. chat at Treaty Rally

‘governments as dependent .’

_ Among several speakers at the pow -Wow -
grounds was Joe Corbine, Bad River Tribal Chair--

man, who addressed .the frustrations of. the -

negotlatmg process between the tnbes and the'
state.

rights digusts me
gathered crowd:.

Corbme told the

‘Referring to -the SB 88 whrch ehmmates the -
_tights . of handicapped hinters to shoot from . .
" vehicles and which will also nullify the 34.day treaty.
 season allowing :shooting. from. vehicles; Corbine. -
. said, “jt shows to what extent the Government will.
) go to deny us-justice.” . ‘
7 Corbine felt the rally should serve as a reaffrr j
" mation of resolve to continue on to what tribes can "
-do to preserve the rights preserved by their -
forefathers in.the treaties. He said, “We must not .
. desecrate the treaties, but honor them and maintain B

" “The states dealmg wnth us on huntmg and .
- fishing -

treatres and equal Justlce under the law '

Alsc commenting on the recent legislation, SB B
88, was Paul DeMain, Governor’s Advisor on Indian

Affairs. DeMain said that this. piece of

: gleglslatron“must have broken all records-in getti
- passd in three days.”

- day night and the Senate last' Thursday night,
. skipping both a commlttee stage and a pubhc hear

It passed the house fast Tues-

rng.

, played and the’ people ‘danced as an expression of
commitment to herltage and the valldrty of therr "

treatles

P

bt §

o g ten o

. -

DeMam labeled the legrslature s-actions ‘as =’
power ‘politics in its rawest. form" and said the bill ~ "
- was “passed for all the wrong .reasons, passed .
because they felt it would void the agreement and aq
) get treaty hunters off the road.”

Despite the frustrations’ expressed the drums SN

© MARK EBENER. Lakes Biologist for 'Gquc

':“THE BIGGEST ISSUE ON THE

" GREAT LAKES IS LAKE TR
REHAB]LITATION” OUT

. Wlth the total tribal harvest of the Great Lakes '
in 1984 worth. approximately $800,000,

the
economlc impact of the Great Lakes fishery is

substantral for the tribes, according to Mark Ebener
_ Great Lakes Biologist for GLIFWC,

© Currently, the GLIFWC works with a number of
- Chippewa tribes. concerned with the-Great Lakes

~ fishery. They are Keweenaw Bay, Bay Mills (also a .

" member of the Chippewa/Ottawa Treaty Fishery
Management Authority), Grand Portage, Fond du,
~Lac, Red Cliff, and Bad River.

Ebener, indicated that in terms of fishery

- management, the tribes approach management
with a different philosophy from that of the states.:

The tribes, he said, are not always seeking “the big-

gest band for the buck;” as are the states. For in

- stance, -Ebener cited the states’ willingness to cater

"fo the sports fishing industry and the practice of

. stocking in areas where there is a large sports -

“fishery—despite, perhaps, the effectiveness of the
stocking program in terms of rehabilitation.

The largest issue facing the Great Lakes flshery |

rs the ' rehabilitation of lake trout,

acording to
_Ebener. Rehabilitation essentially

refers to

- achieving the self-reproduction of lake trout and is,

_therefore, intrinsically linked to another major lakes

_ issue—Ilake trout stocking. v
Ebener explained that lake trout rehabllrtatton
has. not been successful to date. The threat of
‘lamprey still exists. There is also a lack of adequate
forage, partially due to the importation of exotic
. salmonoid for the sports fishery which deplete the

- forage for the: lake trout, and also because lake trout -
have not always - been stocked in areas which are -
return and’
reproductron (again because of the difference of
state DNRs to the sports fishery). Ebener ‘also
pointed out that although most lake trout is actually

: most - highly conducive to their

-faised by the federal government programs, they
are given to the individual state’s to stock.
The conflict between the sport and commercial

- fishery was also identified by Ebener as a major

issue. Besides, the fact that the sports fishery has
the greatest economic impact for the states, so is
“'given preferential treatment, " the hostlllty

emanating from sports fishermen directly impact

the tribal commercial fishermen. Ebener cited in-

- - cidences of damage to tribal fishermen’s equipment -

-and boats. A Keweenaw Bay tribal member bought a
fishing boat, he said. Shortly afterwards, it had

dlsappeared from its dockage and has never been‘
o seen agaln

Other issues cited by Ebener whnch are of con-
- . cern to . the . tribal
. marketmg the test of the 1854 Treaty in Minnesota, -

commercial fishery - ‘include

_tribal vs. state “allocation for commercial fishing,

-inter-tribal confhcts and regulatton and enforce
. ment,

The fact that the state commercral fishermen .

‘use trapnets give them an edge over the tribal
. “fishermen usmg gillnets in’ several ways, Ebener

‘. noted. For one, the. trapnet is much more efftcrent ¥ .
he said. Secondly, trapnetted fish are much more -
: marketable than gillnetted fish. L '

Ma mar 'concern of-.
rketing remains to be a primary contmued

_harvesting the resources 2.) increased enhancement-

tnbal fishermen who are 'subjected: to the fluctua-

tnons of the. fish market, which can range from 30 ¢

“C
ents per pound to $2 per pound. Assistance in. . role as an mformatlonal source for tnbal and non-

o tnbal conservatlon programs.,

'establrshlnq a. more stable . market for ‘tribal.

flshermen is an area Wthh is bemg explored

“TRIBAL DEER HARVES
"ABOUT- 1% ~ OF.. STAT
HARVEST " T
o According  to Jonathan Gilbert, \l/ildlife'"

Bioldgist for GLIFWC, white-tailed deer are the most "

important wildlife. resource to- tribal members. To -

date, two deer seasons have passed under Voigt with-
approxlmately 1,500 tribal participants. .

- During both-seasons, tribal hunters have had’

.extended seasons and noindividual bag limits.

Gilbert says that no.individual bag limits are "
appropriate for ‘tribal members as many of them -

- hunt and supply meat for an extended family. There

_ has been required reglstratnon of deer through both '

seasons.

Despite relaxed regulatlons for tnbal hunters
‘under interim agreements with the State. the impact

of the tribal hunter on the deer population remains
- small, says Gilbert, aaccounting for only about 1% of

the annual deer harvest

GLIFWC is in the process of doing comparatlve -

deer studies in order to establish a data base on the
deer population in-Wisconsin ceded territories. Two

off-reservation and two on-reservation deer studies

are being performed, according to Gilbert. to test
-the hypothesis that “no regulations would wipe-out

- the deer.population,” as deer have been hunting on

reservations with very minimal regulation. Also, the

studies are important in order to establish quotas -

for interim agreements as they are negotiated.

In the area of wild rice, which Gilbert labeils as
the second most important resource being managed
by the wildlife section, some unique managgment
developments have occured in the last years Tim
Andryk, GLIFWC Waterfowl and Wild Rice

- Biologist, has been working primarily in-this area.

For one, a technical working group with tribal
and state participants has been formed to consider
-changes in the regulation of the wild rice harvest,

. and changes have been enacted following the con-
sultation with tribal- members, who. are nghtfully.

considered the experts on wild rice.

A comprehensive wild rice survey was also -

. coordinated by the GLIFWC staff which studied over
200 wild rice beds throughout the ceded’ territories,

_including currently producing beds and areas that

‘formerly produced wild rice.
’ As a result of this survey and the consuderatlons

of the technical working group on wild rice, a com-:

prehensive management plan for the state wrll be
developed. -

Another major area for Inland Wildlife staff has
" been waterfowl. Recently a waterfowl agreement,

allowing the harvest -.of waterfowl” on ceded
territories, has been negotiated, largely working .
with the federal government through the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.

. The agreement allows an early season to tnbal
hunters and a larger bag limit for geese, but other:
wise must adhere to state regulations, Gilbert says.

. Andryk has been working with the Mississippi

Flyway Council as a technical committee member

and as an observer of the Status of Regulations -

- Committee. As such, he has had an opportunity to
express tribal concerns.on the regulation of water-
fowl and .also is ‘seeking the opportunity to be

included on a polrcy maklng committee as a voting
member

Although the non- -Indian publtc has no interest »

in the resale of most wildlife species, the area of
furbearing animals is different. Gilbert,. who has -
provided ‘technical assistance in negotiating two
" trapping seasons to date, says for furbearers, both
Indian and non-indian; are interested in selhng their

' catch

‘ Tribal trappers have harvested only mlnlmally
_off-reservation under the two agreements. Gllbert

" feels this may, be because on-reservation trapping is s
1o good that there is httle need to travel far from -

‘home.

Recently, staff attended a workshop on snarlng
whlch was presented by the WDNR to study snaring
.asan "alternative method for harvesting. furbearers.

“This is being. looked at both for Chlppewa trappers'

and non-Indian trappers..

“In summary, Gilbert looked at the future con-- -

“cerns of the Inland Wildlife Division. He predicts 1.)
mvolvement

activities for deer and waterfow} management 3. ) 8
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 NEIL KMIECIK, lnland Fisheries  Biologist for

GLIFWC . _
“WlSCONSlN 1s AIMED AT
" PROVIDING THE MAXIMUM
"NUMBER OF FISH

TO THE
SPORTSMEN.” = .~

Protectlon of the resource in the iniand lakes
on the ceded territories is one of the major.concerns.
for inland blologlsts working with GLIFWC, says
Neil Kmiecik, Inland Fishery Biologist for GLIFWC.

In order to adequately protect the resource, two
definitions need to be made, according to Kmiecik.
For one, the resource has to be thoroughly defined,
and secondly, the impact of the methods used for -
harvest needs to be identified.

* Inland fisheries biologists have been worktng

on inland lakes to study the resource, targeting -

walleye and musky which are species of primary in-
terest to the tribes. They are concerned with
surveying the lakes to establish the quantlty and
“health of those species in the lakes. .

They have also been surveying the results of
using different methods of harvest, such as spearing
‘or gillnetting on inland lakes. As part of their com-
_parative studies, inland biologists have been
inventorying some on-reservation lakes where tradi-
tional methods, such as gillnetting and spearing;
have been employed steadily over a number of
. years. The health of the resource in on- reservation
lakes where traditional methods have been the

_custom will give brologlsts an idea as to the long

term possrble rmpact of those methods on the ftsh
populattons '

* Kmiecik noted that in surveymg the resources
available to the tribes under the Voigt decision,
about 12,000 of Wlsconsm s 15,000 inland lakes are
‘in the ceded terrrtory However, he said, many of .
these are too small to produce significant amounts
of the resource ‘

Inland blologtsts -are _also concerned with
. rehabilitation,

-although walleye appear to be -
sustaining their populatlon very well in Wlsconsm
~ lakes. They are currently classrfylng lakes in a man- -

~ner which identifies lakes as havrng self-sustaining __
-fish populatlons stocked ora combmatton of the .

two.

, Kmrecrk also pomted out that some harvestable
" lakes have no'public access, but are ‘entirely flanked -
by privately owned property—a problem for the
tribal fisherman who would wish to fish the lake,

The impact of the tribal fish harvest on inland

. lakes is, ideed, very small, accordmg to Kmiecik. He'_
compared figures relating tribal vs. sports harvest .

" for 1985. The sports harvest is projected tobe .9to -

1.5 ‘million pounds of walleye, whereas the tribal’

- harvest was 2,800 pounds. mcludmg spearing dur-

‘ing spawning. The ratio on ‘muskKy harvest for sports
'vs. tribal members is roughly 300 to'1.
-The real concern for GLIFWC blologrsts and the

ftnbes is to ‘prevent. the overharvest ‘of “individual -
in - monitoring and:|5kes, - Kmiecik . concluded. ‘When walleye Takes .

neared a harvest of one- -half pound per acre, they .
were closed to further harvest. Prevention of over-
harvest and depletlon of the stocks will contmue to-
be a ptiority for the mland lakes flshery staff



< PR . L. : R D

Perhaps you have been confused about "treaty lssues and the much.
-wrltten about Volgt Decision, Perhaps. you have‘even gotten angry after
- readlng abotrt Indian:treaty rlghts‘ If 50, why don’t you give themi a callt’

The trlbes areready, wllllng. and: able to hear your concerns answer some
questlons, and,explaln exactly what th 3

:INFORMATION :

LA varlety of: publicatlons address the. lncllanltreaty rlght |ssue. The )
_newspaper. MASINAIGAN, deals exclusively with Chippewa treaty tights
and keeps you up-to.date on current happenings. For a free subscrlptlon o

write: P.O. Box 9, Odanah Wl 54861 ‘or glve us,a call for other forms of g
lnformatlon .

'SCHOOLSIClVlC ORGAN!ZATIONS

" Within your aréathere are many people who are famlllar wlth these
Issues 1 you would llke a.classroom or luncheon presentation, give.us a E
call and, we.will assist in. ‘arranging for a .speaker to suit; your needs
‘Presentations at evenlng meetlngs can also be arranged lee usa call.

s Wecanpro#ldeanumberol‘ spdekersonavarietyof toplcs. lncludlng
‘history, culture. law, blology, courts, enlt...cement. and:socic-political -

) ‘concerns. if you would like to set up a workshop to address one or several e
.of thenabov ! ) . 2

Y: 2 -—6 5;11:9--'
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" UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
RULES . KLAMATH TRIBE .CEDED
HUNTING. AND FISHING RIGHTS

B BOULDER COLORADO In a recent decrsron ,

. during the final days of the 1984-85 term, ‘the -

~U.S:S.C. ruled that the Klamath Tribe in Oregon no -

longer retains hunting, flshmg, and trapping rights -

~. on larids ceded:to the U.S. over eighty years ago.
The 6-2 decision.in Oregon Departrent of Fish and

- Wildlife vs. Klamath Indian Tribe reversed a court.of
appeals decision holding that the Tribe's rights on

almost 700,000 acres of ceded land were never

abrogated :

.In reversing the lower court, the Supreme Court

said: “We agree with the Court of Appeals that.
. Indians may enjoy special hunting and fishing rights
© . that are independent of any ownership of land, and
.that, as demonstrated in...the 1954 Termination Act
“for the Klamath Tribe, such rights may survive the
termination of an Indian reservation. Moreover, the
Court of Appeals was entirely correct in its veiw that
‘doubts concerning the meaning of a treaty with an
Indian tribe should be resolved in favor of the tribe.” .

-But the Court went on to hold that the Tribe' s
rights were extlnqurshed by a 1901 agreement
which contained “a broad and - unequivocal
conveyance of the Tribe's -title to the land and a
surrender. of all their claim, right, title, and interest
in.and to that portion of the reservation.” The Court

~ also reasoned that the Tribe's exclusive hunting and
fishing rights secured by their 1864 treaty were
restricted to the boundaries of the Tribe’ S -
reservation, and that once the boundaries were
- reduced, the Tribe's rights were similarly limited
unless expressly retained. The Tribe had argued that
its rights. were retained unless expressly'
extinquished and that, neither the 1901 agreement-
nor any other act expressly extinquished their

- rights,

. Justice Marshall, joined by Justice Brennan,
dissented from the Court's decision saying: The
‘Court today holds that the Klamath Tribe has no
special right to hunt and fish -on certain lands
although it has done so- undisturbed from trme
immemorial.

Although all agree that huntmg and flshlng
have'  historically -been vital to the contmued
prosperrty of the Klamath, the Court today assumes
that the Klamath Tribe silently gave up its rights to
hunt and fish on these lands in a 1901 agreement, -
approved by Congress in 1906, that had no purpose
other than to benefit the Tribe for a previous
injustice. It reaches this conclusion even though
there is no historical evidence that any party to the
agreement envisioned it as ‘having the effect of
altering tribal hunting and frshrng practices, and
even though hunting and fishing practices did notin

“fact change as-a result of the agreement. . .

The Court said it reviewed the Klamath case in
.order to resolve a conflict with a. decision in the
Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals which had held that
the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indian's hunting,
fishing, and ricing rights were extinquished despite

~the Band's claim that diminishment of their reserva-
tion boundaries dld not abrogate such rights absent
exphcrt reference
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