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. A CHRONICLE OF THE .·· 

LAKE 

AT THE TAB_LE 
Happi-ness is· being back to n~gotiatirigl Among represen· k,& 1 

tatives at the,negotlations for spring spearing were, from ; ... 
the left, Hal Berndt, Ralph Christiansen, Geoff Emerson, · · · 

. George Meyer, . John Brasch, .. Dave Jacobson,. ·and ·. . 
attor~ey Mike Lutz. · · 

. . 

., -,-,..~ 

SUPERIOR 
OJIBWAY 

On the other side of the table are the tribal negotiators, some of whom ar~ pictured above. . 
From the left are David Siegler, GLIFWC policy analyst; Howard Bichler, St. Croix tribal at··· 
torney; Tom Maulson, Lacdu Flambeau rep.; Kathryn Tierney, Lac du Flambeau tribal at· 

· torney; Mark Duffy, Red Cliff rep.; and Ken Andrews, Red Cliff, rep. · 

'. 

In 1985 tribal . spearers harvest is maintained . is by 
took 2758 . walleye and 86 looking at pounds of fi_sh taken 
musky duri'ng tht; spring per .acre. of water:· On the 
season . which ran from· April average up to 2-3 pounds of 
19-May 2. Lac du 'Flambeau walleye can be removed per· 

" SPEARING Q 
spearers . took .75~ of . the acre. Tribal members speared 
walleye· (2039 of. them) and walleye in 13. lakes where 
spent more "nights", spearing harvest reached or neared 05 
( 195 to· 328) than Mole Lake. lbs/acre. Each of the three. 
and St.· Croix ·members. tribes voluntarily closed a lake 
Although i up . to 2Q walleye to' continued· 'spearin_g. This · 
could be taken per night, closure at 0.5 lbs/acre occurred 
spearers averaged! around 8 even though harvest by tribal 
walleye or 14 pounds nightly. spearers was still at a safe-level 

. One means of judging if ,and even though the number of· : • 
the resource is· protected .and· fish. taken by· hook-and-line 
of ensuring. that a safe level of . anglers was not determined. 

I ' - I , . ~ 

STUDY SHOW 
NO HARM. TO.·._ ..... 
RESOURCE 

. . . . ' # . . • • 

• tiummary of Spearing H_arvest and Effort In Off~Reservation Lakes During Spri~g 1985~ by Niel Kmeclek, GLIFWC l.nl~nd Lakes Biologist 

· .• Name of Lake 
; . ~ Area in Number of . · Esimated 

Acres . · Walleye · Weight of 
. . . · Speared . · .· Walleye 

Reservation.: 
Lac du Flambeau · l 
Big Lake. · •. 
Big. St. Germaine Lak~ 
Flambeau A ow age · . 

· · North Twin Lake · 
. Squirrel U*e ~· I 
Tomahawk-Lake • 

' . . 'I 

: •su~total. · 
i. 

. Reservation: Mole Lake · . 
.. Enterprise Lake · :. · 
. LacVieux Dese•:t· · i 
· ·Metonga Lake 
· Pelican Lake . . · · 1 

... upper _Post Lake · i 
... :S~btoi:at. :.:·:' · 1.: ·.: 

.. ·, 

850 
1617 

13545 
2788 
1352. 
3392 

• 23544 

. '505' 
·. 2853 
. 1991. 

·3585 
.·• 757· 

:,9691 
. : . 

. Reservation: 'St. Croix · : . 
. :•Big Mc~enzle Lak,ej . . ... ' · , 1185 
, Big Rou~dLake : ·. 1. ··. · · ·. , 1_015 
Sand Lclk~· ·. · .. ···~·· · ·. 

1 

, 322 
'Yellow Lake· · ,: ·' ... ··· ·-'. · .. 2287 
.... <, ·.. :. ._: I.:':.;_' ! .. 

. . .. Subt~tal · . . · . 1 • · i < • · 

.'Total: ·. · ·\ · ,. ,· .. ·. • 

119 
172 
' 21. 

. 365. 
592 
770 

·I, 

180 
246 
. 32 
628 
725 

1495 

:2039.'
1

• . 3298 

168 
49 
88 

·225 .· 
·o 

.. 5~2 

272 
81 

. ,_ 104 
:·· 388 I 

.'0.: . ,. 

. f .. 765 ., 
' 

I. .. , 

Lbs. Per Estimated ,Estimated ~umber Estimated · Lbs. Per 
Acre-· Number of Number of · of Musky Weight or' Acre-Musky 

Walleye Females Males Musky 

0.21 
0.15. 

·. 0.00 
0.22 
0.54 

. 0.44 

·o.s4 
. 0.03 
.0.05 

·.0.09 
o.oo 

. . I . 

0 
13 . ! 
.0 

0 
68 

1 106 

.187 

I 

.. ].2 . 
0 

• 'o . 

I_ . 

! 

9 .. '·' 
1_, 0 
~ ' .• •I 

1.. 0 

149 
0 
0. 

514 
.. 664 ·. 

1327 

109 
0 
0 

. 211 . 
o, 

.320 
.·.1 '· .< , .. ·. 

:1· 

'I 
I 

i. 

0 
2 
0 

14 
2 

11 

30. 

8 
'3 

0 
:. 24' 

·,. ·l 

_I'·· ·t'_'36_·1 ' 

0.0 
'·17.0 

0.0 
'168~0 

. 23.0 
. 154.0. 

362.0 

83.0 
17.0 
. ·o.o 

• 300•() 
15.0 

'415.~ 

0.0 
12.4 
0.00 
o~o6 

0.02 
15.3 

. 0.16 
Q.01 
0.00 . 
·o.o8 
0.0.2 

Walleye· 
Per Boat·· 

HR 

'6,3 
26 

13.1 . 
16.4. 
0~0. 
66 

·.195 

11.3 
7.0 

;-: 6.6 \ . 
' 4.5 

. 0.0 
.· 81 

, l I ' i. I ~ . . . • . 

. ]~~i ;,' !i ii:',: I :;;Ji :· : '.J .• ,ij~~ .· .. i~~ ••·. J. · •. f~~ .. • . 
. :() ::~· r ;. · 20 --:_ · .22o•o . , ./ . · · 

,.··ts47:· ·.I·. ··8fi..··· •·· ·g77~o 

.. 

Number 
Spearers 

28 
6.6 

6 
36 
33 

1U). 

·u 
7 .. 

18 •. 
. 45 . 0 

Walleye. 
Spearer 

4.-2· 
9.5 
35· 

10.1 
. 17.9: 
22.7 

·Pounds 
. Spearer 

6.4 
.. ,. 

. 5.3. 
.17.2 
22~0 . 

,··15.3 ' . 24·.7. 
. 7-.0 . ' ' 11.6 . 

.. 4.4 .. · .•.. · 5.8 
5.0 '. . . 6.-8 
0.0 1... ·. o.o: 

. ' 
. ' 

'16 
12. 
24 . 

:;··. 
• ' I ,.· •• '·.:';_;. ·, .·' 

: ·.· •. s~1 ··., · 14 .. 5. 
. ' . . . . : 

0 

52 

0.9 ·.: . ·' ' 5.5 .. 
1.1. · . 

1
6:5·. 

···o.o.· ~~ ··:o.o 
: ... 
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Negotiation~ looking towards a spring spearing agreement between the Wisconsin Depart-
. · men·t of Natural Resources and the Chippewa tribes with off-reservation hunting arid fishing _ 

rights progress for two days, March 17th and 18th. Talks will be resuming on.Mtnch 27th 
'when WDNR and Voigt Inter-Tribal Task Force representatives once again try to formulate . 

, an agreement satisfactory to each. 

It wasn't so long ago that D1'1R and Voigt inter-Tribal Task Force representatives met a 
press conference fQ1Jowing the 1985 spearing season. Despite lack of biological evidence of 
.depletion, DNR surprised the tribes by announcing another spearing seaso1;1 would never be 
a~ceptable hi Wisconsin. · · 

• L 

I 
.Car melo Mendez. Midwest 

Regional Office, U.S. Commis­
siori on Civil Rights; says the 
Commis_sion will be sponsor-. 
· ing a . press conference in 
Wausau on April- lOth· to ad· 

· dress the subject ofthe treaty 
spring-spearing season and the 

· problems of confrontation 
which. were evident 'in the '85 

. season.· I 

- .. 
... \-··· 
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. 'ill' Law enforcement person- with them on Jake patroL ·.Kathryn Tierney, Lac du 
ne.l gained· a broad-based Flambeau Tribal.Attorney, and 

.· ... i. 

I. 

. I 

· Alan. Ruge.r, left, and David Siegler, both GLIFWC staff, at one of several meetings on a 
. radioacti~e waste r~pository site •. 

The Great Lakes Indian E.PA fe_els it is also important tion to determine more 
·· · Fish and Wildlife Commission · for the activity to be performed specifically the areas of en-

.'-'; (GLIFWC) recently receivea .·. for smaller. reservations as vironmental protection which 
:. . confirmation of a $100,000 . weit. ' warrant the development of 

grant· from . the Enironmental · Ruger ·says. that he and '· local expertise and commence. 
Pr9tection Agency (EPA),to in- Policy Analyst. David Siegler .. their own programs, assessing 
ve~!ory · the . environmental will begin work on the project the benefits of . inter-tribal 
nee~s on member reser~a- · in May. of this year. Th~y will be cooperation in relation to these . 

( tions. according to· .GLIFWC ,performing a· needs assess- , programs. 
Environme!lt~l Biologist Alan· ment in regard to the reserva- .. · According to the EPA. 
Ruger.. . . ·. tions" environment and Phase 11 of the program will be 

·Ruger says :that GLJFWC · .. developing ari options analysis · ''to develop operational exper-
. will be wor!<ing with the Coun, for· all11 reservations. Their tise needed to assume EPA 
cil of Energy Resource Tribes ' st~dy w]ll be taking into ·ac~ . delegable programs". And 
(CERn. EPA's prime contraC.. count tribal values and. desires· Phase Ill will be "the assump­
tor, in lookings at. the en-: ' as well. . . . . . tion and operation of such pro­
_vir~?nmental problems ·of EPA feels thatin order')or. · ·grams, or the operation of 

, , eleven · member ·tribes~ Six tribes to rationally decide what , comparable independent tribal 
tribes ar.e in Wisconsin, three types of environmental pro- programs with a commen-

. in Minnesota. and two . in grams they want to endorse. . surate level of professionalism 

. Michigan. . they first . need to acquire a · and effectiveness". 
The EPA, is cu'rrently fun· broad ·understanding of the Ruger feels that the grant 

.ding a national effort t11rough · problems facing them and. ·and resultant study are a first 
. the Americans of Indian Op- what solutions are. possible. ·. . step in getting tribes involved 
. portunity. (AIO) which. will. be The intent of the program withEPA programs in develop­
.· inventorying . environmental' is that,· following_ the i~itial. ing tribal expertise in en-
needs of largef tribes, however, study, tribes will be in a posi- vironmental issues .. 

··., : 
ODANAH ·. Richard Gur-

nee, Red CliffTribal Chairman · 
, and Chairman of the Great· 
Lakes Indian· Fish and Wildlife ·. 1 

·• 

, Commission: (GUFWC) .is· en~ 
· couraging people ·to. conta~t 

· · their legislators in support of 
Senate: BilL 546,. which ad· . 

1 dresse~· the. acid rain problem .. 
· I in northern Wisconsin .. · 
. , . The GLIFWC represents 

1 eleven Chippewa -Tribes in · .. 
··:Wisconsin. Minnesota.· .and 

· .I Michigan ·in the exercis~ of. 
· · ; their .. off-reservation· treaty· · 

·I 

.• I 

i 

· .' rights. Six of these tribes are 
1 ' within. Wiscorisin. Approx­
' .. · imat~ly · thf!! upper . third of 

Wisconsin is within the treaty · 
, ·.:·area where .the Chippewas re-. · 

. ta.in·. hunting; :Jishing, · and 

. gathering righ~s ..... · . ,·;. . ... Richar~ Gurnoe, Chairman :of ·GLJFWC and Red Cliff Tribal, 
. Chairman · · 

, .. · In· .a.· letter 'to Represen-· 
. tative 'jeanet~e. Bell, Gurnee will help to mitigate additiorial of Wisconsin·cannot afford to 

.I rioted tha(Sen.ate''Bilf 546 will pr.oblems with heavy metals ·see, the $3 billion tourism and 
. ··:reach the Assembly .·floor . such as mercury, according to recreational industry depleted 
' . ·within. the next· several days. · Gurnoe.. . .· ·. . I. · and the Tribes cannot afford to 
: · : ihe :commission . maintains · Afthough .sulfur dioxide ·.·see their hunting,. fishing, and· 

·· : , that passage Qf this :Sill is· . • (S02) emissions are about gathering rights · usurped by 
... essentiai for th'e protection of . 375.000 toils for 1985, a reduc- pollution. 
:,. ·the. natura1l. resources ,Qf .. tion to 250,000 tons per.vear is: .· ·' · · i 
· · Wiscorisi'n · · · , · ; : .. :· · · essential to. controF further "We ·wm all benefit from 

· Gu.nn.be: ··'i~'· .. c~-n~erned .. damage to Wisconsin's lakes •. 'passag·e of SB 546 .with the 1.2 · 
I -~ •. b~c~use a: n~mber of northerll . <A key provision. of SB !?46 lbs. sq2 limi~. and we. urge . 
>-.w·lsconsirl :.lakes, .have been _would limit S02 emissions t? . positive.·. action by the· 
O:altered by acid precipitatic;>_n· · L2 Jbs; per million: BTU's by<. Assembly," Qurnoe stated on , : 

·. ·. and. -~t leasf l.4QQ. ot.hers. a~e _: ,1~93. This provision rriust. re- behalf 
1 
of the· ·commission 

·. known 1to be. :vulrieraJ?le~ The ·. ' main in the Bill for.~~ to. have ar tribes. . . ·. I .. 

· ·perspective . on . enforcement The first two days' of the! Howard Bichler, St. Croix· · 
issues, such treaties, ·treaty · training provided. pa~tidpants Tribal Attorney, provided 
rights. and tribal jurisdiction, with background . on treaties background information on the ; ' 
at a four-day training session. and treaty issues. Walt- various cases Which have .af, 
held·· in Keweenaw Bay in Bresette, GLJFWC PIO, talked· firmed treaty rights. Cardinal . · 
February. about the significance of the: . also went over the implications 

Th , treaties, explai'ning that' oftheSettl.ervs.LeJ'miereCase 
e session · was co- · d h · h · d.· · 

. treaties an t e ng ts reserve : from . the Pacific Northwe. st; 
sponsored by the Keweenaw in them are not new, or · 
Bay Indian Commu~ity arid the demonstrated tribal juris9ic- · 
Great. Lakes Indian Fish. and something recently grarited to tion ·over members -in ceded 

W ldl f the tribes by the courts, ·but . territo. rt'es. 
i i e Commision (GLIFWC) h ff' · h 

f h rat er . a · re-a tr.matton t. at Cardt'nat· says .that .·the· or t e benefit of both tribal en-
forcement and social services · those rights and treaties re- presentations were fruitful .in·· 
staff. main valid today. clearing·. up basic .misconcep-

. Cardinal says that the tions about·· the ·treaties and 
GLIFWC Chief Warden MDNR sllggested some addi-. promoted: ·considerable 

Mike Carina I felt the atten- tional tribal codes be approved dialogue. over such . issues as 
dance of many of the Michigan which would make the DNR's tribal jurisdiction ·and ·:of( 

. Department of Natural' enforcement job easier, such reservation. · 
Resources (MDNR) staff made as the marking of nets. ·DNR Other aspectsof tile train- . 

. the workshop particularly pro· spokesmen also agreed to ing session . covered more 
ductive. It provided an oppor- work cooperatively with the routine matters of enforce~· 

tunity for open dialogue, ques- , tribal and GLIFWC wardens in ment, such as arrest techni­
tions, and responses, between monitoring the season by pass- ques, weapons use, and how to. 
tribal and state personnel and ing along information on viola- handle suspects. 
also channeUed thought tioris to appropriate personnel. Cardinal felt the entire ses- .· 
towards more cooperative en~ and also, by trying to get their sian. to be very fruitful for all 
forcement of the up-coming large patrol boat into Lake participants and . hopes a 
commercial fishing season, ac- 'Superior for several weeks so similar session can be arrang-
cording to Cardinal. the GLIFWC wardens can work ed again in the coming year .. 

. . 

Mike Cardinal, GLIFWC Chief Warden 
¥ 

Kathryn Tierney, Lac du Flambeau· Tribal 
Attorney . presented background on litigation 

. at .the training center. . 

D. I ~· **.**************.******************* .· .... ; 
~*********************************'' ·. . . - . . . . . . ·. :· .·· ··. : . . 

,· 
I. 

Above and below, a media workshop was sponsored jointly by the GLIFWC and Lac du . 
Flambeau Public Information Offices. The purpose was to acqu~int tribal particpants .with •· 
various area media staff arid to also work on technical skills such as writing press releases~ · , , . 
Representatives from newspaper:s, t.v~ and radio were present to explain how to reach the 
media most effectively. · · · . :·1 

_,· 
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·· relationship 9f acid· pr~clpita· • .. impact on the acid precipita-
. · . tion. ~n'd the ·.!Jptake . of heavy~· . tion pro.bl~m, says Gurnoe: ' .. · S~nate BiU ~6, w_ith lhe ! . 

·metals· .· .. ~y ·aquatic ..Jlfe . is.,: ' ·. · .. ·• \ ... · ·: < .. :·.: .1.; ;: 1.2 lbs~. o~ ~02 per million· 
~I , ' • .' 

. · . · tiier area ·which is of great·· , Wisconsm s · f1sh,_ wl!dhfe ·and · .BTU's. pr9v1saqn, .Is a: step. for- · ·. : • · 1 

·· ~;~cer~· to the tribes:. This ;Biil ·. natural resources; .. The pe~ple .'!'.·ward for all those. who enjoy · i., .:2]!~~2J!!!! 
' . . .J ., .. f; ·,.,·.:. '··.J··/, 1,/~.:,,~:.· :!·i· 

.... · .. , .. , · .. 

.· '.· ,., 

~ ' . : \ .: · .. ,·,1:'. . . ~ .. \.'· ,. 
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A' l'IHKE WASTE DHMI> 
IN··•· THEIR· BACKYARD• 

· The :citizens of Hanford; and the State of Oregon; . · down except one. The federal . .. . . 1 • . · ...• _.,_. • 

. Washington, . want a nucl~ar· The tour vias sponsored in governn:tentthen started a pro-
waste repository. In fact, they order to give people concerned gram to diversify the site, in· 
are supporting the selection of. with the issues of a second itiating other programs. Cur­
Hanford . for the ·first nuclear repository site in Wisconsin . rently 7 to 8 programs, in­
waste dump and are one ,ofthe and Minnesota a first hand eluding several in research. are 

. three now being considefed by , glimpse of a major radioactive in operation. 
the Department · of Energy. waste facility and to discern- Work is also going full 
(DOE) · . ' · the possible effects as well as . steam ahead with the testing of 
. . A, . numb_er of ar.ea · operation of such a site. the basalt rock, whith would 

representatives from Wiscon- , hold the first . permanent 
. sin tribes and from the Great Ruger says that · DOE · repository . 
. Lakes Indian Fish and Wildlife started the Hanford .·site· in Hanford citizens are doing 

·· (. c·ommlsSion .(GLIFWC) rece'11t.. 1942,_ sO_· presently ·the -Hal)for~ their best tO prove that Hanford 
·. ly ·retu,rned . (rom an . observa: · community. represents the 3rd · is the best place in America for 
tion tour of the Hanford ,site. · generation of "nuke" people, the storage of high-level·radio· 

·1' which 'is currently · ~ large· ·people who have made a living active waste, despite the poten­
develoment . researching' . on , on production and disposal of tial pollution in the Columbia 
and dis'posing of military ra~io- · . nuclear wste. Essentially, the River and' the leakages in the 
active ·waste and produc,ing people of the community are current operation. 
nuclear energy. · · totally dependent upon . the . Unfortunately for Hanford • 

. . However, accordil)g ·.to I Hanford site, with about 3/4.of not everyone thinks it is the 
GLIFWC ·Environmental the population relying on it best place scientifically. Ruger ' 
Biologist Alan Ruger. who took economically. . , says that ·several geologists 
p'art in t_he tour. not everyone I . Radioactive waste is cor- who have no direct ties to the 

. I. 

I / 

I 

.,· 

., . 

.· .. : 

in the area shares the Hanfor- rently being stored at Hanford · Hanford site feel it has become 
.. . dites enthusiasm for the siting. from the defense department· an institution and that is· not Lecture~ on the Hanford tour stands on a truck used to transport nuclear waste. He stands . 
, .of a. repository, at ~an~'lr~. _ · . . and power plants. It is only par- · best choice. 

Because the s1te heslclose tially below ground, and th'e 
by one of the canisters. · · 

. ! 
' , ~ I 

i to the Columbia River, t~e sur' ' ·storage system has a history of · · 
rounding tribes which iriclude leakage. Ruger ·note& The 
the Nez Perce, Yakima and largest leak,· he. says, ·was 
Umatilla. strongly object, fear, 500,000 gallons ·a leak which 
ful .of contamination . of the is still continuing to emit 
river and eventually destruc· tridium into the. environment 

'l. 

'.I 

tion of their fishing resource. · today. 
1

. • 

· JoiningthetribesaretlieState' Originally . th'e site 
of Washinton. ·. ihe city of operated 9 reaCtors. but due to 
Portland (which· lies: at the _a cutback il1 funding during the 
mouth of the Columbia River), 1970's _all have be~n closed 

• L ' ( • 

.. ,. 

.·.I 

Donning a Richland .. Bombers'" hat, replete with Qlushroom 
cloud logo, is Jim Schlender who went 011 the Handford site 

. . 

_Robotics forthe cannister storing.nuclear waste at the Ha 
ford site. It is all done by remote control so no one is expo d . 
to the waste. · 

In the tunnel leading -into a mountain ~here the Hanford site ... 
is doing tests on heat & compression ~n the sait rock • 'trying 
to prove tl:tis is the best place for a reposi~ory •. _·· · tour. ' 

· · ProteFtion ofLong Island .dangered piping· plover.· alternation to the nativ~ flora 
, . Upda~on the Acquisi~ionof However, shortly after the bill and fauna. 

_,. 
Lqng Island by National Park 'was introduced there was talk _ Through discussions with ' 

. Service . :of developing the lighthouse· Washington representatives we 
by . area as an interpretive center learned that there was little in· 

' .. ·Jon Gilbert , . and the creation of picnic areas terest in defeating HR 2182 and 
. · . . · i , and swimming. beaches. Many proposing an alternative. In the 

Long Island ·is a vety im· people could nqt understand · same discussions, howev~r. we 
portant islan.d in the' how the National ParkService. also learned that there may be 1 

quamegon Bay. It is a barrier: could . protec~ the. critical. a way to address the concerns 
island which helps to protect ; h~bitat's while at'the same time of the tribe and other groups 
the bay and, along with Che· promote tourisrn in the area. · interested in Long island's pro-
quamegon Pt., helps to protect . These seemed to be confliCting tection. A . document entitled 

· the Kakagon Sloughs. 1 The uses. The Bad River Trib.e was Report on the Intent of Con-
. islanc:l suppo~ts the last ne~ting • also' concerned that increased'' . gress which states what the 
pairs of ··piping . 'plover~ in ·boat traffic to Long lsl.and Congress intends with a par· . 
Wisconsin. It also has th~ first .·· ..vould .mean increased .boat ticular piece of legislation. We 

'· lighthouse constructed on· the : traffic in the Kakagori Sloughs.. have been ·given assurances 
shores ·Qf Lake Superior a~d is : Tbere is evidence that' boat · that if the natur~l resource 
a very important island in the traffic. in wild . rice beds, agencies in-the Chequamegon 
culture and hist()ry of the <:hip; especially during the. .riCe's · Bay area· will draft this report, 

· pewa people. For these reasons floating leaf stage is detrimen- Senator Kasten and Represen· 
i,t is imperative that .the island . tal to .the riCe. The tribe is tative Obey will include it as 

: . · and it's natural· and cultural dedicated to· the protection of. part oft he legislation, 
· ·resources .. be protected .. 1 the rice in the sloughs. IUs for 

believe that this ·is a valid and these reasons ·that.' the Bad· 
. appropriated rofe of the Na- . 'River.tribe opposed HR 2182 .. 
tional Park Service. 1·· • . The tribe and. other . 

Representative. O~ey ·has -~-. organizations. (Nature Conser~. 
. int~oduced. a. bill ~HR j2182_~ :,.··.vancy, fo~ exa~j>le)_ 'y,e,t~ in­
which would authonze the Na- . · .. terested · 1n ,developmg; .to a 

1 
• •• tion~ll Park Service to ai:quire · positive ytay; an , alternative 

i Long Island aspart of the Nci~ proposal which wou.ld pro~e~t · 
,tional··. Lake .Shore. lnitial1y;_ . Long Island and the Ka.ka~on· 

-,. when Rep; Obey if!troaucedthe' · Slough. The tribe met:witil the · 
· .· legislation therewas some con~ N<;tture. Conserva~cy ~Q discuss 

.. ' cern . that . the bill' was· not the . idea .of establishing a 

·. All natural resource agen' 
cies in the Bay area'; ·r:~ational · 
ParkService, Wisconsin DNR. 
~igurd Olson Jnstitute, Nature · 

·Conservancy, Bad River Tribe, 
and the GLIFWC will meet at 
the Sigurd Olson Institute _to · 
, draft this report; I am confident ' 
that'we will succeed in writing 
a report which will outline the · 
ways in which· the natural and 

.· cultural resources · on · Long 
Island will.be protected. 

. I ani confident' that'if we 
· specific enough. to aff~rd ad~~ ,na~!Jral area which· 'would . in­

quateprotedlon.to thls~ri~ical .·::chide ·Long< tsla.nd,<'Che- _·. 
habit~t. · ';- .. · : ,· ·: p.: : · · quC!rriegon · ~qint an~- the . are successful in writing this · 

.. The .concerns · were·· Kakagon Slough. A· natural . report the National ,Park Ser-
. twof91d. The bill was proposed area desigr)ati()n woutdpr()Vide :. vice will do an outstanding job 
to protect.c:ritical habitats· and .. protection · by . prohibiting. in ensuring the protE!ction of 

. the ~esthig grounds of the en- significant. development·:.and , . this criUc.al habi~at. . . ........ ·· ; .. y,· .. :. ' i ; ' .. ~ ·' . . . . '·.· .• 

. . ,. .... '"-: .·; I. . ·.~::. (.: 
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Excerpted From :the· 
Summary of the 1985 Off­
Reservation Treaty Waterfowl 
Season· In Northern Wisconsin 

Compiled by: 
· · Timothy Andryk , 

The 1985 tribal hunt was 
the first off-reservation treaty 

Table 3. 

St. Croix 

Red Cliff 

Lcob 

·Mille .Lac's 

·wATERFOWL· 
~ . . . 

Summary of off-reaervation treaty waterfowl season, 9/20/85·9/29/85 an.d ]J)/5/85-11/13/85. 

Permits· 
issued 

49 

27 

26 

2Q 

9 ... I 

3 .. I 

Number 
hunting 

13 

14 

7 

5 

4 

Hunters 
succesful 

6 

5 

4 

D.uck 
harvest 

9.0 

i 7 

50 

35 

. ~ I 

Ducktfi 
per season 

3.85 

6.43. 

1.00 . 

10.00 . 

8.8 

Goose 
harvest 

19 

5. 

12 

4 

2 

GeesJ 
· per seas·on 

1.116 

0.36 

1.71 

o.8o 
0.50 

Goot 
harvest. 

59 

2-9 

. I. 

. . . . . ' : . . . 

PAGE 5. MASINAIGAN .· .•. 

~.....-.·~--~~-
. D~:iring the course of _the . 

1 
• 

· .GLIFWC bio~ogists have 
involved in: numerous 

surveys and' have spent many . 
hours · iii the field -.at · the 
. various··. reservations . collec-. 
ting data on deer, fish, water-

·. fowl, and wild rice~ .· . . 
Winter months .provide • · 

them the time to computerize 
collected data, formulate it in- ... 
to an orga-nized bo~y of .· 
material and analyze ' wha't . 
. they have found. . · 

Consequently, in· M.arch -'. 
several reports tesulting Jronr• 
their studi.es have been pro-. " 
duced. Excerpts from· several 
of them are included _in this •· 
section of MASINAIGAN.. · . :, · 

Much of the work done by 
GLIFWC biologists helps 
substantiate· both~ litigatron. ·. ' , 
and negotiation stances for 
the ·eleven member tribes in 
the realm of treaty hunting, ·· · ' · 
fishing, ·and· gathering: 
agreements •. · However, they 
also serve as a basis for the in~ 
dividual tribes and GLIFWCto 
better assess and, th~s. more· · 
effectively manage .their 

' • I . 

resources • 

:i 

. waterfowl' season in northern 
Wisconsin . .The hunting regula·· 

·· ·tion~ initi~IIY. proposed by the 
Great Lakes Indian. Fish' -and 

Bad River. 

Mole Lake· 

KBc 

1 

1 1 1 3 2 0.50 . Should any'one w.ish 
cop!es of. an entire· report, 1 

please contact GLJFWC,· 
Public Information Office; Box 
9, Odanah, 54861. or call· 
(715) 682-6619 •. 

·. ·,.-. 

Total (rep)e 
Total (est) : 

. 136 
1 136. 

44g 
63 

. 0.95 . 
_0.95 

88 
124 1 

' I • 

· Wildlife Commission (GLIF\VC). 
were modified somewhat· by 
the U.S. fish and Wildlife Ser~ 

' .. vice (USFWS)' after joint1 con· 
· sultation with GLIFWC and the 
Wisconsin Department of 
·Natural'' Resources (WDNR). 
The proposed regulations were 
re\!iewed by .. the . -Mississippi 

aLDF • Lac du Flambeau. 
bLco • Lac Courte Orei1les. 
cJ{e • Keweenaw Bay. 

·dPer season per hunter·· reported hal'vest/reporteci. number hunting. 
eTota1s reported by hunters surveyed. . . 
.f'l'otal Harvest • estimated early season harvest plus estimated regular season harvest •. 
gEstimated -total number hunting • total estimated harvest/reported ducks or geese per season per hunter. 

· · Flyway Council and· published 
in. the .. Federal . Register . for 
public comment. GLIFWC and 

lEstimated number of s~cceRs!ul hunters • reported successful hunters x estimated number hunting/ 
reported number hunting (63/411). ·· 

I . WDNR subs~quently concurred . Wood. ducks comprised 
with .. lhe ' regulations, when the largest ·.portion of the .· 

. harvest . during the entire 
finalized by WSFWS •. and 

I • 'entered intO ar\ agreement 
· season. Wood duck. numbers 

I ·· .allowing for joint implementa· 
. tion and . enforcement . of the 
hun,t. · . · 

..... 
The dates for. the tribal · 

appear to be increasing in nor-
. thern Wisconsin, probably in 

part due to the abundant 
beav~r populations. Migrant 
ducks, especially scaup ... 

1 
duck and coot seasons were: · became a major component of 

I •. 20-29. September and 5· Oc- the bag in the 2nd hunt. and 
tober · ·13 November, with an .contributed to. the greater 
additional scaup 'only season .. ht.iriter~succe~s.' · · - · .. ,, c, .. 
·14-29 November (Apendix' A). . ·.St. Croix members.harves· 

· A five day. closed period bet· · ed the largest number of ducks • 
ween· the early and regula~ taking approximately 38% of 
seasons(30 Septem.ber · 4 Oc· the estimated 336 ducks taken· 

i> · tober) .was implemented to by treaty hunters. Lac du, 
· .. allow · waterfowl ,- to . Flambeau members harvested 

i. reco'rigregate in areas that rnay the largest number of geese, 
·.experience localized "burriout" taking approximately 43% of: 
from t~ibal hunting pressure. · · th!'!. estimated 63 harvested 
The Canada goose season during the treaty. hunt. Tribal · 
dates· were 28·29 September hunters· averaged 5 .. 3_, 
and· 5'22 October. Bag 'and ducks/seasof1, which is roughly 

i possession limits ·for ducks what-. the· Wisconsin state 
1 

• followed the 1985 federal point ·hunters averaged. 
1. · · values. and for Canada Geese . ·.Tribal hunters harvested 

were 3 daily and 6 in posses· i approximately 96 ducks, 19 . 
I sion. All federa.l and state clos- geese, and 48 coots during the 

I
. ed areas; permissible methods, · September hunt. Sixty-five per· 

:and shooting hour restrictions ' cent of the ducks harvested 
were the same for the tribes. ' . were reported to be taken by 

The purpose of this report . St. Croix and (Lac Courte 
: is to present the results of the . Oreilles members) 50% of the 
·. 1985 off-reservation treaty 

waterfowl · season, including · 
·. tr.ibal hu.riter participation, ef· · 
. fort, success and harvest. 

Hunter arid .harvest statistics 
.. were derived by . prorating . 

totals reported during mail and 
·' teleph'one' surveys by the 

response rats. . Seventy-four 
· · percent of .individuals issued 

huntin·g permits for· the 
·s~ptember . hunt(20·29 
Septe~ber) and 68% .· of in·. 
dividuals hunting during the 
2nd · hunt . (5 October - 13 
November). responded to mail 
and teleplione. surveys. . 

. . ' . 

One hundred and· thirty· 
six tribal members were issued. 
off-reservation waterfowl llun· 

··. ting permits, of which roughly 
· 63 actually hunted. harvesting 
·approximately 5~3 bir.ds· (336 
ducks, 63 ·.geese.- and.~ 124 
coots). Roughly one third of the 
harvest· occurred dur,ing the 

. 10-day'September hunt: Duck ·. 
.. hunting success. was lower dur· · . 
· .ing t~e.$ept!!mber hunt,_.most ·: 
likely be~ause of unseasonably .. · .. 

. cold, weather)u~tpr.i~.r _·tp the r 
· hunt and , the , res~ltmg early .,: 

dep2srture: of maj~r con,ce~tra~: I' ' 
tions of· blue~winged teak The -: 
over~ll t.dbal:hUnt_e~:success of . 

· •1A. 'duckSJtrip is :higher: tllarL: · 
. the average Wiscoflidn. state :, 
hunter·s\:iccess,of 1' .or s_lightly '. 
Jess ~hcin 1. duck/trip.. -: · ;'{: 

. . . . _: · .. · i·\":_.:·_" 
>\'··:_! • 

~ . :; ':' ~ '. :_ .. , ~ _:.·~. 
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geese by Lac du Flambeau the September hunt. This 
members. Wood ducks made 'region accounted for approx· 
up the largest portion of the · imately 46% of the tribal duck 

. bag. A cold front on 19 and coot hunting trips, 58% of 
'september resulted in the early ·the duck harvest and all of the 
departure; before the hunt · reported coot harvest. Hunter 
·,began. of major concentrations · 1 success in the ric.e pothole . · · 
of blue-winged teal from nor- . regi.on. reported at 1.5 ducks/· 
them Wisconsin, resulting in a . day. was higher than the tribal 
lower than expected percen- 1 average for the . September 

Excerpted From the Assess­
ment of the 1985 Early Tribal. 
Off-Reservat!on . Waterfowl 
Season in Northern Wiscon- · 
sin, 20-29 September 1985 

By,: 
Timothy Andryk 

Grec,t' Lakes Indian Fish and 
Wildlife Commission 

tage of blue-winged teal in the hunt. Powell . Marsh in Vilas . . . 
_bag: . Tribal. ~unter~ i wer.~ _ . <;ou.P,\}'. received the heavie~t-~-. <?bJectl~es . state hunters during .theJirst £. 
·limited to·huntmg geese for 2 goose hunting pressure and · The objectives of the days of the regular tribal~state 
. days during the early hunt ... h~rvest with roughly 48'7o of study were to monitor the early season. A mail surveywas sen~ 
,28-29 September, consequent· the goose hunting trips and off-reservation hunt and assess to all tribal hunters is~ued pe~· 
ly the goose harvest was low.. -43% of the goose harvest. . its impacts, specifically: flyway mits to hunt during the early· 

Tribal hunters harvested I • The wild rice lake-pothole. waterfowl populations. season, and was followed up 
approximately_ 240 ducks, 44 region . of; Burnett and . Polk L The impact of tribal with a telephone survey ·of 
geese and. 76 coots during the counties received the heaviest harvest on local, state, and non respondents to • ob_ti~in · 
2nd hunt (10/5185 · I 1113/85) .. · tribal. hunting pressure and flyway waterfowl populations. harvest and hunter effort infor" 

. Sixty-seven percent of the · harvest during the 2nd hunt. 2.The impact of tribal hunter matjon. · Harvest · aQd effort 
ducks were reported . to be . This region also had a high disturbance on state hunter op- estimate-S were proj~cted fron'l · 
·harvested by St. Croix and Lac duck h~.:~nter success reported port unity. · · · · the data· reported by 74'% of . 
du Flambeau members. and al 1.8 ducks/trip. Powell Marsh Specific. ·areas of an- the tribal members who were 
70% of the geese by Lac du and Chequan'legon · Bay (in ticipated tribal hun~ing is~ued off-reservation water' 
Flambeau and Red Cliff Ashland and Bayfield Coun·. · pressure to be monitored were: fowl hunting permits. 
members. Mallards made up' ties) accounted for a reported. 1. Powel.J Mars~.-rougly a Approximately :278. 
the largest percentage of the '. 42% of the tribal goose hun.- 4,300 acre state wildlife area, hunters hunted the Glacial . 
hunters bag followed closely ting pressure and 60% of the adjacent to the Lac du Lake Grantsburg state wildlife; 
by scaup and wood ducks. goose· harvest Chequamegon Flambeau Reservation in Vilas areas on ·opening weekend of : 

The wild rice lake-pothole • Bay and the Chequamegon Na- aJ'!d lrc:>n counties of northcen· the state: arid regu_lar tribal 
'region of Burnett and Polk ' tiona I Forest had. the highest tral Wisconsin. . . seasons. No tribal hunters were 
counties received the heaviest ·• goose hunter success, reported 2.Glacial Lake Grantsburg, found during bag checks of 
tribal duck and coot hunting · at · 1.3 and .1.5 geese/trip comprised· of· 3 state. wildlife . almost two-thirds of· t~ 
pressure and harvest during · respectively. areas: 30,000. acre Crex hunters. An estimated 360-380 

Meadows, · 14,000 acre Fish -ducks were hinvested opening 
Lake, and 7,500 acre Amster· weekend. at a rate of 0.9 
dam Sl.oughs. in western · ducks/day/hunter, which was 
Burnett County, northwestern · down from the long term 
Wisconsin. . · average of 1_ .2 -~ · . 1,5 

3.Wild rice lakes and river in ducks/dayihunter. Mallards 
eastern Burnett County, nor·· comprised 47% of the bag . 
ttiwestern Wisconsin. as followed bY 19% ·for green: .. 
follows: ],500 acre Upper and winged.teal and 14% for ring· 
Lower Clam Lak~. 160 acre · necked duck~~ No b!ue-wing~d 

· Gaslyn Lake; 55 acre Briggs . teal were found in hunter bags 
Lake, and a 5 mile stretch of · (P. Kooiker pers. comm:). · 
the Yellow River. 

.• I 

Discussio~ 

Ceded Territory 

· · The 1985 total tr.il)al early 
·season harvest of approximate­
ly 96 ducks. 48coots, and t9. 

.. r. 
• ! ~ . 

' ·' 
.1' : 

geese was insignificant and did. . .... 
This study was an ·inter·· not- impact local, state, or· 

Methods 

·."··'. • •• J 
•. i .· 

'· 
·,, ,. ~ I 

.. , 
: j.r. 
1.1 .. ,. 
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agency effort conducted by ·. fly~ay ·populations. However. · 
· personnel of GLIFWC, .WDNR, weather did have a substantial 

and USFWS, including wildlife· impact on waterfowl concen, 
managers; biologists, teciJni· trations and mov~mei'lts .. 
cians, and wardens: Unseasonably cold weather hi 

. Waterfowl counts to ·mid and late September 
monitor density . · and resulted in an .early departure, . 
movements were conducted on· before 1. October, (and before . 
the specific study areas ;1 to 3 20 Septembe·r i'n many ·areas) 
days prior to the early hunt · of local blue:winged teal and to 
(16-19 September), dt.iringJhe a lesser.extent wood ducks and. 

1 • • • _early hunt (2():29 September),·' inallarc!'s 'fro.m northern 
.l I. ' l :d6ring the 5'day rest Period (30. Wisconsin; as reflected in. the' I 

.··September • '4 October), and low composition of't~a·l in the . 

'. .. 'i.-.· ... 
. . ·I·· 

... i /. .. 

'durin~) the first· part ·ar the· tribal hunter ba:g_ (Table: 1). ·. 
1 

•• •• 

1 

· regular .tribal~state season· (5 ··; State. hunter. duck harvest in . ·, 
l7 October); ' Bag check northern Wisconsin, during the . ·· 

• surveys were conducted, to col~ . early part of the state season.-.. ' .. 
lect .. harvest~ and effl)(t data (4-6 October), wa's : low~r as a ··I· . 

from tribal hunters_dur.ing the result.ofthe early duck depar~ ; ;, ' 
early hu~t, and 0~ tJibaJ and ture, . , . . . . : .. I . 

. <c~n'ti~u~«{on P~~e 6> "~ .·_,;' · 
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. : .. COMMERCIAL··.··. 
-----cA·TCH IN----~· 

Unpre~edented h;igh ·wn4 Rice Lakes __ · ·• :. 
,numbers of Canada geese in . The tribal harvest of ·ap· 
northern Wisconsin arrived· in · proximately4l.ducks,36'c~ots 
early. October, -when (anada . and l goose. during the· early 

LAK.E SUP RIOR ··· 
I experienced and 'early Winter. :hunt On the Wild riCe lakes· was· . 

. storrri. At the- peak contentra· insignificant 'and· had no im· · 
tion. a minimum·. of 100.009 pact on local populations .. We. 
Canada geese were est!mated did not observe any change in 

·to be in Ashland, Bayfield. . waterfowl concentra.tions or· 
. Douglas; and. iron COU!lties on movements in response . to 
. '2 ·october ·(F .. Strand pers .. tribal hunting pressure.: Hun­

ccimm.). Consequently. state ting pressure was light, as no · 

.- . : Mi-1 
-/ 

/ 
. :' /. 

/· 
/ .. 

/ 
/-

/ .· 

Ml·3 

·' ., .. 

, .. 

j' · · hunter goose· harvest in nor- tribal hunters were found dur­
. · thern Wisconsin during the ear- ing bag check surveys. 

'1y part of the state season was . Weather also seemeq to. 

;--1 
. I ~ 

'I / _.· ·_ I. I /, l 
. I 

i 

. much higher than average.·· ·be the major faCtor affecting 
I / I MN·3 

1022 

Powell Marsh 

The trib~l harvest ~at 

· Pow~ll Marsh during early 
season. of · approximately • 6 

·, geese and 2 ducks. was in· 
significant. clearly not impac_­

· duck concentrations and' 
movements on the wild rice 
lakes .. Significant concentra­
tions of ducks had already left 

I / . l _· __ . _ -f / Ml·2 [ -...4-:-~:-:-:-2'/i. 
_WI·2. I. 

, ting local populationsJ Thert;! 
appeared· to be. no change i';l 
duck and goose, numbers- o,f 

.. movemen.ts i·n ,response to 
tribal hunting pressure .. as 
duck and. goose number~ ap· ' 

·pea red to 'remain stable or ih· 

· the rice lakes before the early, 
tribal, 'hunt began. It appears 
ducks moved from surroun­
ding 1 wild rice ·lakes and 
potholes to stage earlier at. · 

· Crex Meadows, in response to 
unseasonably cold weather and . 
little available rice (due to the 

.wet and. windy weather) in 
September (D. Evenson pers. 

'.I • 

I 

I 
I 

I 
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comm.). 
1 

' . crease during the early tribal 

' hunt (Fig. 2). . ' ! . Conclusions 
The major departure , of 

1 
. • - , -

ducks and geese o·n 5 Qctober The tribal 1 harvest of ap· 
· was most likely due to the col~ proximately 96 d4cks, 48 

northerly. winds that morning coots. and 19 geese. during the 
·and the depletion of the food 1985 early off-reservation 
patcfl:es within the goose refue. · waterfowi season in Wisconsin, 
The goos refuge (rougly 35~o · was insignificant and did not 
of the Powell Marsh Wildlife impact the sta~us of local, state 
Area) 'usually holds geese dur- or. flyway populations .. 
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Figure. 1. Michigan waters surrounding ~~e Ke\.,eenaw Penin~ula, 
' · statis_tical grids and Lake ~Trout Manag-ement Un1ts used 

to compile commercial h~rvest and effort data. 
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ing the fall until they exhaust , Tribal hunting pressure Biological and Comme~cial · positive trend toward recovery, 
the food patches plante9 there, during the 1985 early . tribal . Catch Statistics from Inter, the expanding tribal commer- · 

from the focus of fishing activi- · concentrated just outside the . 
ty, fishermen were individually West Entry in grids 1121 and 

(C. Botwinski pets. comm.).' season did not affect state Tribal Fishing in Michigan. cial fishery should minimize in-
. However, there .was 20 · 25% · hunter opportunity during the Waters of Lake Superior in creases in lake ·trout fishing 

·.requested to fish in selected . 1122. More specifically, 59% 
locations 'during_ the fishing . of all tribal gill net effort in 
season. The fishermen were to Michigan waters occurred in · 
set between 5,000 and 6,000 ft grids 1121 and 1122.. · . 
of gill net consisting of several · Catch rates Jor whitefish·. 
different mesh sizes arid tribal . and lake trout varied con-. 
technicians or biologists would sid~rably from one location to 
sample the entire .catt:!h. For another, but it ·appeared that 
these lifts 100 lbs of lake trout · wher~ whitefish were abun· 
applied to. the fisherman's _ dant, iake trout were not, and· 
quota regardless of the total vice · versa. Areas · w.ith the 
poundage of lean lake trout • largest whitefis.h- -CPE:s were 

less food plar1ted in 1985. and state season. Localized "bur· 1985 , mortality, especially on 
much of the crop planted was nout" did n~t occur because Prepared for the Red Cliff; natives. 
flooded out. so less food. was tribal hunting pressure was Bad Rivenind Keweenaw Bay Of equal· concern is the. 
available within the goos(! neither sufficiently large nor Band of Lake Superior protection of Gull Island Shoal 
refuge. Also, th~ fall migration concentrated , to affect water· Chippewas lake trout which are known to 
was earlier this fall as thepeak . fo~l concentrations or distribu- · By move along the south shore i'n· 
goose concentration was about tion. · Mark P. Ebener to Michigan waters during 

.a' week earlier than normal ·at . Weather and . not • tribal Great Lakes Indian Fish and . parts ofthe year. A fish refuge _ 
Powell Marsh. hunting pressure affected duck Wildlife Commission , in Wisconsin waters ·of Lake 
· .: Duck harvest . at Powell,-_ and goose concentrations and · ;; ._Superior, e~tab_lished' in 197_5, 

· · h w· Introduction 
Marsh, during the early part of movements m nort ern· ·~· · · • protects. this self"reproducing 
the sta~e and tribal ' regul\)r . consin in 1985. Unseasonably . In the fall of 1984, the Red 'stock in Wisconsin. The Red · caught by the fishermen. · from Fourteeri Mile Pt. (grid 

seasons (5-6 .October). was I 'cold weather it:~ mid and late Cliff, Bad River, and Keweena'w Cliff and Bad River Bands, by Eastern Keweenaw Peninsula 
· " · · · S · b. 1 ·d · th I Bay Bands of Lake Superior 
.. among the lowest ever because .. eptem er resu te m e ear y not targeting . this stock for In accordance with the 1985 

1219) up to Five MiJ~ Pt .. (gid 
· 1023, and in theBete Grise_Bay· 
area (grid 1026). The whiteFish· 
to lake trout ratio (WF/LT) in 
these . areas· :were. ·high 
(9.5-180.0) .. Areas . with high· 
lake trout abundance (a low· · 
WF/LT ratio) were from Little 
Girl Pt. (grid ·t-511-1512) · 
through the Porcupine Mts: in . 
Ml-2, and in all 'grids of Ml-4 · 
south of Bete Gr:ise ~ay. The 
WF/L T in these areas r~nged 

· f 1 1 d · t b f 1 October Chippewas initiated an inter- d 
·of the early departure o oca epar ure. e ore . • . 'over ten years, have a veste agreem.en.t on·I.Y. lt'censed · 20 S b · tribal fisheries assessment of 
ducks. corresponding: with the (and before eptem er 10 

· - - · i interest in maintaining-the in-. _ft'shermen from Kew_ een· 'aw_B.ay · · · ' · ) f · · previously · underutilized fish 
· cold front, and few incoming ··many areas. o maJor concen· . · tegrity of the Gull Island Shoal w·ere allowed- to r

1
·sh -on th.;,. 

· f bl · d t. I stocks in Michigan waters on ... 
migrimt ducks, However. the ·. trat10ns o · · ue-wmge . ea . 1 po.pulation. Efforts to control eastern st'de of ·the Kew-eenaw· 

0 · · d ' · t · t d the west side of the Keweenaw Peak count of roughtly·_ 35 _0 ·an to some ex en , woo exploitation on the Gull .. lslan_d · · · 
P · I Ob' t' to Peninsula in 1985. There was . Canada_geese was am, _ong th_ e , ducks and mallards. An early . emnsu a; Jec Jves were . fish in Michig-an waters should 

' · 11 t d. db' 1 · ·1 • f · · no lean lake trout quota ap- · . highest · r_ecorde. d at. .Powell · winter storm in· Canada co ec nee e 10 ogtca 10 or· be·const'de· red in order to assist · 
d ·d h' h · f t f th plied to the east side of the · Ma· rs_h and the goose h_arvest,_ resulted in unprece ente · Jg -matton or managemen. 0 e rehab'tl"•tat'to· n efforts_ in 

· · d f h · d t Peninsula· but Keweenaw Bay · du_ ring_ the early part ·of t~. e numbers of Canada geese in . ·share is resources an · o Wisconsin waters. 1 
· th w· o· s·n durin· g· ·assess the . feasibility of fishermen were required by· state seasoJJ, was high despite 'nor . ern · •s~ . n 1· - · • Methods 

d r early October establishing a. substantial tribal · tribal law to tag all lean lake the_ early goose_ ·. __ e_ part.ure. · . · · w tern Michigan Waters h 
commercial fishery. The 1984 es · - trout harvested. The fis ermen . from less than l.O to 1.8~ · 

j .• 

· T~bJe 1. Total reported tribal catch and effort statistics by grid 
for units Ml·1, '2, and· 3; Lake Superior, 1985. Pounds, are 
dressed weight. · i. . 

. Unit.· Grid· 
. Effort Whitefish CPE . 

{H) (pounds) WF 

MI-l . 818 ,3000 ':1' 6 16 

·Subtotal · · 
I . 

3000 6 2 

Ml-2 

' I 

1511 
'1512 

·. I 1316 
1219 

'. :1220 

·I 
.'58900. 
29200 
:13QOO 
141000. 

121000 ' 

3468 59 
2041- 70 

155 12 
7937 194 

25562 211 

·Subtotal 263100' 39i63 149 

Ml-3 
. 1122 

1023 
·1024 

1121. 1281700 '121798 95 
653800 83712 ' 1286238 
179400 30536 1701990 
'46800 4024 . 861059 

·. ·. Subtotal 2161700 240070 111 
.• ·, . 

Ml-4• 1026 . 270800 80205 296 
. I' 1124 30000 ', 5716.191 

I 1125 . ·. 79500 7281 92 
1224 13200 ·. . 4314. 327 

:. · 1323 117800 I 2092 18 

! . 
.1324 . 24000 l674 70 
1325 . 48100 ' :4991 104 
1326 2400 : . 490 . 204 

,..: . ·.· ' 142.3 .276600 I ,59,?6· 22 

Subtotal; . 8624o6 . 112719 131 
; ' . . . l - . II· 

· Grarld Total~,· . . .
1 

I . 

. and Means: :0: · 3290200 · 39195~ 
,,. . • • .I 

,., ... 

··l· . -:: 

Lake 
lrout 

(pounds) 

160 

160 

4355 
3184 
1699 

108 
. .142 

19488 

'12815 
13.42 
-15.34 

3.80 

·22102 

. -WF/LT 
ratio 

0.04 

0.04_" 

·_o.ao 
0.64 

.· 0.09 
• 73.49 

'180.01 . 

4.13 

. 9.50 
_,. 

.. 10.86 

7207 . I 11.13 
3141 ': 1.82 . 

'59~1 1.22. 
• 3225 I 1.34 

. 11931.. 1.08 
919. l/·1· .1.82 

' 2706"' . ! . f.84 
-· _ · . 567 -. ! · • o;86 · 

-3679- ,: .''·.].62 

.. 2936.6 : .;, '3.s4 
. 'I 

·61116 ''i . 6:41 
·. -. . .·.r,.,_:·'· 

. I . . 
"1· .• 

data was . insufficient to Pursuant to the 19851nter- were also required to submit_· 
develop such recommenda· tribal Assessment Agreement, monthly catch· and effort 

3/4Seasonal Di~trlbutlon of the 

: tions' requiring additional in· • ·six commerCial gill net tugs · reports to the Keweenaw Bay · 
formation from spring and were licensed to harvest tribal government. Tribal com­
summer fishing activities., whitefish and lake trout in Lake - mercia! harvests from the east 
Therefore, with the signingof a Trout Management Units Ml-2 side. of the. Peninsula were 
renewed· inter-tribal· agree· and Ml-3. No more than two monitored from April through. 
ment,. the assessment effort boats from eac:h tribe were September by GLIFWC person- There were distinct 
was extended from the spring allowed to fisn in the affectep nel_ or a Keweenaw ~ay . seasonal changes ·_ in . the. 

Catch 

through the fall· of 1985. In ad-. area ~t any.one time. The tribes fisheries aide.-. ·distribution of whitefish and 
dition.: we were requested by agreed to limit the total lean . Jake trout within M1-2 and Ml-3: 
the tribal governments to pre· lake trout harvest and Red Cliff based on fishery CPE and 
sent some initial proposals for was assigned an individual lean directed· assessments by com· 
managing tribal commercial , lake trout quota of 3,750 lbs. mercia( fishermen. Whitefish 
fisheries along the eastern side · The Keweenaw Bay fishermen appeared to move from west to . 
of the Keweenaw Peninsula had a 30,000 lb. q·uota. All . . . east a'tong the western Ke· 
because of demands by tribal large boat operators were re- . weenaw Peninsula from spring 
·commercial fishermen to· in-_-, quired to submit daily catch Results t f 

11 
F A. ·•

1 
th. gh May· 

Commerc::ia-1 H .. a· rvest· and. o a . rom pn .- rou . . crease fishing activity in this: and effort data on ·a weekly whitefish :were concentrated in 
._portion of . tl}e treaty-cede9 . basis, To enforce the lake trout Effort Statistics· _ the Misery Bay· to. Redridge 
. waters. This report presents a , quota large boat operators Tribal fishermen reported . area, but by June and July the 

summary of the biological and were required to tag all lean lifting 3.3 million_ feet· of gill fishery was centered just out· 
commercial catch statistics ·lake trout harvested ·by their net in manag~ment units Ml~ 1 side of We~t _ Entry.By late 

·collected in 1985 from both. boats, and daily catch reports through· Ml-4 'ih · 1985 and September most of·· the 
sides of the Keweenaw Penin-· were cross-referenced by reported a harvest of39o:ooo whitefish fishing occurred 
sua lin Michigan waters of Lake • · biologists with fish wholesale lbs of whitefish. and 61,000 lbs north of West Entry up to: the 
Superior. records fror:n ·volume fish of lake trout. Whitefish catch· ·· Five Mile Pt. area. · · 

buyers · in Wisconsin and per-unit-effort · (CPE) for all . Lake tro~t appeare~ to .be 
. Management Concerns Michigan. units . combined . was 124 · fliore widely distributed in May 

Lake · trout and lake trout lbs/1000 ft of gill net. No lake than most' other months. Data 
rehabilitation are our major Commercial .catches were trout CPE could be calculated from directed assessmen~s in' 

. biological concern in develop- -monitored and biological data for units M!~2 or Ml~3 because dicated lake trout were. abun· 
ing trH~al commercial fisheries. collected by fishery .. techni- commerci~;tl fishermen were dant at·Five mile Pt. and Eagle· 
along- the Keweenaw Penin· _ clans· and biologists from the ta~geting • for whitefish ~ and River in early May, bot by June 
sui a. Progress towards Red Cliff Fisheries Department returning lake trout to the whitefish we're much·: more 
rehabilitation on the east and (RCFD) and the Great Lakes water to avoid catching their abundant than iake trout a.t . · 

. west sides of the Keweenaw Section of the Great Lakes In• .. individual lake trout· quotas. . bottilocatlons.' The same pat· 
p e 0 in 5 u 1 a is p r OITll s 10 g ._ dian Fish and W:tdlife Com- However, in Ml-4 where Ke- tern was true for the West En· 

. because native and. sexually . mission {GLIFWC).Information. weenaw -Bay fishermen could try area, where lake trout were 
mature fish (age 7 and older) • collected consisted of total fish. target for lcike trout; and . no. · . lliore abundant in early May 
comprise ·a comparatively length,·. weight, lake tr().ut fin -• lake trout quota was. in effect . than In late M~y; t:Jowevef, lake · 

11arge_ proportion of. the _ total .. clip observations, occurrence CPE was 39 ll>S/1 000 ft of gj ti · trout were consistently found 
. population; natural r~produc- and classification of sea.. lam· net. ' · ·_ -· · · · · · from Little GirlPt. through the ·. 
.lion is occurring, and. tota,l. pr~y .wounds and scars, _and _ Th~ majbrity of. _.the Porcupine. Mts. ·Only one'· 
mortality is at or below the ' scale samples for age deter~ harvest' and effor.t occun:ed in . assessment was ·made in the . 

. !50% target level . set by . the:.' !Jlinatlons. ': .. ; . • . ·. ' ,. I ' ' Ml-3, . ind1Jding 6.1% .·'of. the.. Ontonagon . are~ but . it ap· 
Lake Superior Lake Trouti . . In an attempt to collect in·.·,_whiteftsh·.harvest and_ 66% of.: · ~ared 'that Jake trout: w~re 

:Technical Committee. In order .. format.ion . on whitefish and ·_the gill net effort.· Both harvest more :abundant than white(tsh . 
to :~"1aintain the curren~: lake trout ,In areas remove~- :_an~ effort. within Ml~3 'were . th~r~~ . ·,. ·. . . ; 

I' •. .. ' . . . . ~. ' _·.I 
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Excerpted F:rom Summary of December 2 the back tag and · heavily harvested units., Unit 
the 1985 Off-Reservation. blaze orange were no longer .re- 39 had a four-fold increase in 

· Treaty Deer Season 'quired. harves't.. It is not known what 
. · By . In an unusual 'step, follow- accounted for this large ·in-

. Wildlife Section Leadel' ing the state's deer-gun season crease. 

~. Jf' 
• ' (I. 

;; 
'. 'I 

:I 
. ~ I 

l .. ... 

Introduction WDNR biologists and· ad- A total of 10712 biweekly· , . - · 
In 1985 a third interim ,ministrators determined 'that .antlerless deer· permits were .• 

agreement governing the ex~r- the antlerless deer harvest was issued during the 1985 off:· : 
cies of off-reservation hunting . insufficient in 19 deer manage-. re~ervation treaty deer seas()ri: ; . 
rights was negotiated between ment units statewide. Six of .• Weekly pen:ni~s were issued for, .. 
the Wisconsin bands of Lake these units were in the cedet:l a few units after . .75% of the · 
Superior Chippewa and the · territories. The state permitted unit.quota had been met. Using '· 
Wisconsin ·Department of .tribal members to hunt in the number' of ~ntlerles~ per· 
Natural Resources (WDNR). those wiits which had a friba!'· mits issued as an indicator of. 
The 1985 off-reservation treaty quota remaining. Only Lac du hunter pressure it· is· apparent 
deer season agreement provid- Flambeau ele~ted to extend that hunter pressure was high . 
ed for an 85 day gun season . the season ... No · deer were during the opening 2 . we~k 
from September 14 through harvested during· this "time. period. Pressure decreased dur- · 
December 14 with an 8 day The purpose of this report ing the next two permit periods 
break from November. 15 .is to present the-results of the and then began to increi;)seln 

. through November 22. The off· 1985 off-reservation treaty November. The period of most.· 
reservation treaty bow season deer season including . a hunter participation occurred · 
coincided with ·the Wisconsin description of the carcass during the state's deer gun · 
state bows_eason. tag/antlerless deer permit season~ Hunter pressure drop· 

· For the most part. the system.. ·. ped dramatically . after 
1985 regulationS' paralleled the December L . 

.... ~.--.~~~~~~~~,....~~.-1984 off-reservation deer .·.There .wer~ 16 units·.: 
. I • . 

Lake Trout ·Growth Trends in because _1) sample sizes . at 
Lake Superior those ages are generally suffi· 
Thomas· R; Busiahn , cient; l) growth in length at 
Great Lakes· Indian· Fish· and :those ages is approximately 
Wildlife Commi.ssio'n .. line~r; 3) ages 6-8 encompass 

·P.O. Box.9,0danah, Wl5486l the broad peak of 4-1/z inch gill 
.·net selectivity; 4) ages 6-8 

Data from Grand Portage in 
Zone MN-3 is not part of a long-

. term data series, · but shows a · 
two-year trend similar to the 
Wisconsin and Michigan zones. 

· I n t r o ·d u c t i o n make up roughly 60% of lake Recommendations 
Growth of lake trout is im- trout biomass; 5} growth rates · It is not known if-declining 

portant to nihabili~ation at ages. 6·8 ar~ intermediate growth represents a major 
beca.use rriat~rity is size- between older and younger threat to the rehabilitation ef-

. ·depen"dent, and delayed· .se~ments of the population. . fort. Causes for declining 
maturity exposes lake trout, .. ' , growth ·are not readily ap-
partkulariY . females, to . a ·,Data Sources parent. However, these results 
longer period· of fishing and· Data · in this report·. are · indicate that. lake trout growth 
lamprey mortal.ity. before· from 3 sources: 1) Michigan ·rates should be a continuing 
reproduction.' S]rowth is also Department ·of Natural· concern throughout Lake 

. ·. important in _determining 1 the· ·. Resourc~s ·spring ~ssessment Superior. Growth rates· should 
size and quality of fisheries. · fishery •. Ashland Biological be further. examined at an 

,~ This reporf updates two of · Station,· 2) Red Cliff Fisheries · i.nter-ag~~\=Y. level in light of 
the data series on lake trout . Department samples from the lake trout food habits, prey 
length : at age · presented in . Red Cliff tribal commercial · abundance and size structure: 
1985 at the Council of Lake fishery,.and 3} Great La.kes In· and water temperatures. Lake 
Committees session lon dian Fish and Wildlife Com- trout. population dynamics 

· : predator/prey issues ("Predator mission samples from the ·should be analyzed at lower 
Responses to Fish Community Grand Portage tribal commer- growth rates, to estimate ef- · 

Changes in Lake ·superior} in cial fishery~ fects on potential egg deposi-
·.· GLFC with. problems as. an in- Results .. tion. Length at age data should 
· dicator of growth, it seems to Indicators of growth from continue to. be collected by 
· be the best indicator currently . the 1984 growing season ·(the agencies, and more effective 
. available in Lake Superio,r data . most ··recent- available from and .timely ways to measure 
, sets. ' . . . length at age data} decrease~ growth should be investigated . 
. · To .pr<>-.:ide a single in Management Zone W-2, after. Monitoring . of_ lake trout 
· number describing growth. in a . poor gro~th in 1982 and ~bout · stomach contents should be 

given year, 1 used.length at a'ge average growth in 1983. An er, .. · co.nti nued · or increased. · 
to calculate ·instantaneous ratic downward trend in growth Studies of ·. other predator 
growth .in ten·gtl:l ot cohorts. at ·. is apparent in both the Wiscon- - species should be initiated to 

. 6 7 . d 8 . I sin and Michigan management determine whether competi-ages , , an . . 1 • • . • , • 

Ages 6-8 were select~d zones since the late 1970's. tion for food is occuring. . 

• I 

· The off-reservation~.treaty. deer harvest was distribu~ed between 22 counties. However, 
.70% of the harvest was taken from only 6 counties (i.e. Bayfi~ld, Burnett, ~ore11t, Oneida, 
Sawyer, and Vilas). As ·with the harvest by deer management umt these counttes are all close 
to reservations and have' large areas of public _lands. . · · • . · 

-· • · I. • .• 
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Table 1. Distributio~ ofcarc~ss tags and hunter success during the 1985 off·r.~servation treaty . 
·deer season by. registration station. , · 

'Re-gistration 
·Station ' 

Bad River 
LCO 
LDF 

·Mole Lake 
Red Cliff 

·st. Croix 
Keweenaw Bay· 
Mille Lacs 

;. ·carcass 
, Tags-

·· ( Allotted 

.; 300 

I . I 

I ··2000. 
:· 3000 

1000 
700 .. 

lr · • ·60Q.; 
. I ... · 

I 
.I. . 'i !-' 

Carcass 
Tags· 

·Issued 

220 
1462 

' 1646 
602 
675 
472 

·.Number 
Of 

·Hunte~s 

180 
402 

,413 
109 
274 

"·1()3(65) 
' 5 

• . ' 68 
'•. 

. f _ .:·~ .'''·..J, ( . ·. }. I f ··~ 

I <7600 . ' 5077 ," ·.' : :, \t476 

Number of 
Successful 

· Hunters 

• 

54 
149 
163 
52 
50 
37 
3 

18 

526 

Percent 
Successful 

Hunters 

30.0 
37.0 
39.4 
47;7 
18.2 
56.8 .. 
60:0 
64.2 

35.6· 
Totals I ., · ... r > . I . :: 

· ·. ' Thi~ table sh~~s the -~~.ribe/oi hunters ~nd t~e nu~b~·r and percent of the hunters who 
. · • f 1 A successful hunt~r is defhied as a person who harvested 1 or more de~r. Of 

were success u • . . . · . . 11- .. d. · "f' bl 0 1 th 65 h t · 
. the 1 03:St""Crolx hunters only 65were indl.vtdua y 1 ent11a ~~ n y . ese .. un er~ were m-

.. ~ eluded in-the si.tcc~ss rat!: calculation. K~weenaw ~ay_ ~nd M1!f~ Lacs members obtamed car: 
. cass ta.gs frqm one of the six Wlscon~in tribal regtstratt~n statton3s.. . h 1331 ld b 
. . b . fd er allotted to tribal members was 399 o[ whlc. cou e 

. The num .er o. · e . . . . • · . · 11 tt d ·· . t r 1 to the · 
antlerless. Tribal conseryat:i9n. c;tepartments ·were a c:l .e . car1cass_d~tgstp"rb:op1or tonab · 

· · f 1· . 1 · · d. ·'in· "1984 :The number of carcc;~ss tags . ssue o. n a mem ers was 
number o tags· ssue .·. · · .: · · · ·. · · · ·h th h. th 1 t ih t 

· . · · h in 1984 because 2 tags w.ere: 1ssued per unter ra er t an ~ ag u~ er . 
~uchgr~atert. ahn. t .. · ·. ·b·t·a.'tn'.ed tags in' 1985 than:ln ·1984. This may be a result of tr1bal . 
m 1984. Fewer Ull.~r~ 0 . .. . ·. . .· . · · .. ·· ·. · . · d · · ·1 bl f · th · 

· · · · ·. • ·. · confident that there are enought~gs a~ perm1~s .avat a e or . etr . 
members becommg. . . . . · . . · hild · · t . bt • t s · 
needs~SO they .di~ no.t send ~he~r spouses pr C I r~n ~ <? .atn ag : > , _: . : . · . . . 

· Th,e ri~rnb~t ~f:su~c~~sful. h~nters incre,as~d iil J 9B5.()~er 1984. Th~ tribal per~it syst~m .· 
ail owed fot a . reater oumb~rof himters in t~e .field a~ an~ tune •. and th~r~f()re p~rml~ted mo~e 
h · · · · .... ·h··'~ · ·t·d.eer Th·e·tn.crease in t.he number of sJ,tccessful. hunters and the decrease 1n' · 

unters to. arves ·· . . . · · ·· · · · t · 35 601 f th "1984 t f 
the n"limber oftotafhunters increased t~.e 1"1unt,~r succ:~~s. rae to ·. : ~~o: {~1"1.,~,-~..::_,..~ .. e o . 

25.0%,!i~::~~:.·;>;-,;~-.~~'f~·:.'-_-:;~:f:t•' :-.:,·-..' ;: '_f. . :< ' •. ~' · . .. ·. . ' 1 . j ' •• 
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"season regulations except for a which received heavy. hunting 
few important differences. Two ·· pressure (300 permits issued,) 
carcass tags were issued at a These . units. were i generally 
time to each tribal member. close to. the reservations and 
Ant lei-less deer permits· were had large areas- of publlc land, 
valid for 2 weeks. and were a pattern which·was establish-
issued based on a success rate. . Most of the tribal harvest· ed in 1984. Howeve~. i"n 1984 
The season was divided into 3 (87.3%) occurred .in 23 of the . the more heavily hunted uhits 

·parts with regulatory dif-. ·53 deer management units also had large quotas. In 1985. 
ferences between each · part.- . (where the unit harvest was quotas in many units . with . 
Carrying loaded· and uncased · greater than 30 deer). Harvest high hunter .pressure were the . 
guns while hunting and figures were highest in units same, except for units 13,·35. 
shooting form unpaved roads ' 13, 35, 36, and 39. Thre~ of and 36 which -had the three 
was permitted from September these 4 units (Le. 13, 35, 36) . highest quotas (and largest · 
28 through October 12. (The sustained the highest harvest ·harvests). Units ·13 and 35 had 

. October 12 closure was trig- in . the 1984 tribal season as .cmore permits issued that any 
· gered by a provision in the ·. welL This reflects a similar pat- other units, following the pat­
agreement, which in turn was tern as that in 1984 where units tern es(ablished . in 1984 of 

~triggered by passage. of with relatively large quotas, hunter. pressure following 
Wisconsin Senate ·Bill, 88r: iA . dose to reservations. and with largerquotas. Unit 36 was cl()s·. 
full discussion of this matter i~ large acres of public lands had · ed to antlerless deer hunting 
·beyond the scope of this the largest harvests. Unit 10, because its quota was attained 
report.) During the state's deer- . which had one of the highest by October 28. before the peak 
gun . season (November 23 harvests iri 1984; also had an _.-hunting pressure. This may ac· 
-December 1) tribal members · increased harvest in 1985, but count for the . relatively lov; 
were. required to wear. back other units (i.e. units 2, ·3 arid number of permits iss·ued in .· 
tags and blaze orange clothing, 8) had larger increases. These this unit. 
the. same as state-licensed 3 units. also share the. same 
deer-gun hunters~ After characteristics as ·the· more (continued on page 8) 

·Table 4. Age and sex_distribution of deer har~ested during the 19B5 off-reservation treaty deer 

., 

season by county. · · · · · · 

County Antlered· 
Deer 

% 'female 
'Deer 

.. 6 25.0 
"1 16.6 

37 31.6 . 
. 62 .· 48.4 
30 37.5 

% ·fawns 

66.6· 
83.3 
53.8 

·48.4 
•47.5 

100.0. 

% Total•'' 
.Deer 

•24 
1
24;. ' 

117 I .· 

128 .· 
·80 

2 .· . 

Ashland 
Barron 
Bayfield 
Burnett 
Douglas 
Eau Claire. 
Florence 
Forest 

0 0.0 
3 23.0 

16 
5 

63 
62 
38 

2 
7 

68 
53.8 

:,44.4 
'46.1 ... 
.56~0 

2 
0 

17 
4 

12 
0 
3 

31 

.. 8.3 

0.0 
14.5 .· 
3.f 

15.0. 
0.0 ' 

23.0 
20.2.·· 

13 '\ 1· .. 

Iron 
1

. 

Langlade '. 
Lincoln 
Marathon · 
Marinette 1 

. 

-~canto I 
· Onelcia · · I .. 
··Polk 
Price 
Rusk· 

··sawyer. 
St. Croix 1 

Vilas. 
Washburn 
Unknown 
County. 

·. - TotaJli~ ·~· .:...l _ 

, . 
.,_ 

I. 
,I ··I 

. 54 35.2. 
7 26.9 
6 24~0 

1. 10;0 
0. 0.0 
8 ·.· 38.1 
1 20.0 

.. 25 25;7 
6 . 54.5 .. · 

. 11 19.6 
16 ·44.4. 

. 49. . . 39.8 
j . •, 100.0. 

87 24.3 
18 29.0. 

./ 6. 25.0 

~----. -~-·-:·:-· .:·:. •-:: 

..•.. l' 

12 
14 

9·. 
. 0 

9 
4 

.61 
4 

90.0·· 
0.0 

42;8 
80.0 
62.8 
36.3 
"60.7 34 

16 
62 

- 44.4 

0 
215·. 
. 37 .. ·· 

i3. 

\ ·. 75} ... 

., . 

50.4 
.. · 9.0 

60.0 
59.6 
54.1 

54A· · 

.I 

I 

7 
5 
0 
2 
4 
·o. 
11 
1 

11. 
4 .· 

12 
·O·. 
56 

7 
5 

:194· 

.·,· 

26.9 
20.0 
o:o 

. 100.0" 
19.0 .. · 
0.0 

1 L3- .· 
19.6 
19.6 
ll.l 
- 9.7 
. 0.0 . 

. 15.6 
lL2: .. 

• . 20.8 . 

·153. 
26 
25 
1o" 

. 2 .• 
. 21· . 

.· .. 5. '1. 

97'.· :: 

56 . ·.!. 
5.6 .. '· 

:'.:36 · .. 
123-:; ,' .· ]:-

1 .. 
358 .•.. 
: 62._: 

24 ;~ ·. ···.· ... 

.·.· 

' 1.:· 

• 1J80 ', ··. :•; :: I 

' ~' . . 

. ' 

· .• "t·:,l 
··i '-; .. :. it ·.:-

I' f
. .. ; . .: 1··.·: 1. 

. ' ' . • " • ~. ... 1' . 
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. - t ·_ ."j.· 
· (continuedfromppg~ 7) . ·had to mi:lk~ up the differ~nce; ~ · 

. . The tribes harvested ?1 % . As. tribal . members ·.· become • 
·' of the antlerless deer allotted · more accustome~ to hunting . · 

t~ them. Unit harvest reached ·off reservation, and as improved 
the quot~ in 19 ofthe 53 deer· regulations allow for a greater 
management units. These harvest,. tribal quotas will be. 
units were closed to antlerless .consistently achieved.· If the 
deer hunting as th¢ quota ·was tribal quota is not accounted 
reached. The successlul for in future years, many units 
closure of these units proves will be subject to con·sistent 
that the system implemented .. over-barvest. which will 
and · monitored ·,by the tribes significantly. redu~:e herd size. 

··was effective in preventing an _1 
•• managers ' using · a . set. of . .. . . • . r 

··over-harvest of antlerl~ss deer. • guidlines developed by the 
The antlerless deer harvest ex- WDNR 8ureau of· Research. 

· ceeded the quot_a in ;11 of 53'' These recommended quotas 
units. None .of these i excesses are s_ubmitted to . the DNR .. 

. represents a, biological o~er~ Natural Resources Board (NRB) 
harvest especially. in light of for approval through· the 
the under-harvest of quota deer emergency rule 'making pro­
in many units by state licen~ed · cess. The Department is. then· 
hunters. The . largest excess required to issue permits in 

· was in unit 3. The harvest was such a manner to achieve thi's . 
39 and the quota was 25 .. Mbst quota. The number of permits ' 

. of this harvest was achieved by 1 issued is determined by a for-
. Red Cliff hunters .during the · mula· defined in the Ad• 
. fifth permit pefio~ when '27 . ministrative Code: By knowing 
·deer were killed. · the number of ·permits issued 
. ·. · The nmnber of antlerles~ by the state actual quotas may · · 

deer to be harvested ~ach year . be· catcuiated. The sum of the 
is ·recommended ~y wildlife state:s quota a·nd the tribal 

· • · 

1 

· quota should equal the quota 
. ·For mos~ units thJ · approved by the NRB. This'. 

. state quotas were set without table' shows that in ·many cases 
• regard to the entire tribal' the actual quota exceeds that 

quota ora portjon.of the tribal approved by the NRB. Because 
· quota .. A'pparently, . WDNR WDNR approved the· tribal 
. ,believed the· tribes were in-'. quotas and implemented their 
capable of harvesting their por- . quotas independently, .·there 
tion of the quota in these units was apparently a lack of coor·. · 
and state hunters. therefore. dination within WDNR. 

. I 

. . 
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··.·· R'ES~·lJ'LTS :'· · 
could be misleading if.·. number of additional·. deer 
response bias is not first ex- 'n~eded is2096.(99l + 110~). ' 

Mail Questionnaires 
Methods... . 

·After the conciusion of th~ 
treaty deer season all hunters 
who ·obtained a·n off­
reservationdeer ta~ were mail­
ed an anonymous questionnaire, 
The questionnaire was divided 

.. amined. An indication of this Hunters were asked ito m-
bias is gained from iater ques~ dicate . on a map ~here they . 
tions. . · most frequently· hunted. De_er 

Twenty:thr.ee percent of. rrianag~ment units ~· 13; a_nd, 
all hunters and 385% of sue- 35 rece1ved the most pressure.' 

.· into 2 parts, the first part in-
· cessful hunters were satisifed These units were close to reser- · 

. -eluded questions concerning 
deer . hunting practices· in 
general. either on or off the. 

. with their harvest. Incidentally, vation lands. a~d h~d l~rge: 
12.3% of the satisfied hunters amounts ofpubhc land. Umt35 
harvested no deer. · Hunters also had the largest harvest 
who were not satisfie~ with the· · 

1 

with. 14.7% of the tot~ I tribal . I 

reported harvest were asked . harvest; however, unit · 3 had 
how many additional deer they 'Jess than 2% and unit 13 had . 
would need to be satisified; An 7.1% of the total tribal harvest. 
estimation of total· ·need for · Therefore, deer harvest by 
deer :by the respondents is ~ribal me~bers di_d.not occur_ ... 

· reservation.· Questions ad­
. dressed the months hunted, 
methods and weapon$ used, 
the number o{ deer killed and 
what use the hunte~ made with 
any deer killed. 1 

.r The second half of the · 
questionnaire. specifically ask- . 

2462 ( 1161 + 1301 ). · - · · m proJ?ortJon to tnbal eff~rt. , 
·Rather· a complex. com· 

bination of factors influence 
tribal harvest levels. The three 
.most important' factors appear . 

· 'ed about off-reservation hun­
ting under the. negotiated in­
terim agreement. Hunting ef". · 

The large majority of peo- · 
pie hunted for their. family's 
consumption, although. many 
hunters shared theii. ~eer kills . 

· fort (in days and hours) was ·Successful hunters wer more 
quantified. Hunter distribution' than likely to say they would 
was determined by each hunter share their· deer· than all 
marking. on a map the. unit(s} · hunters combined. · 
he or she most frequently · The rest. of the ques~ions 

. hunted. Comments on any pro~ addressed off-reservation hufl· .. 
b1ems encountered were ting· under the 1984 off. 
solicited. Results are presented reservation treaty deer seaso·n. 
as percent of respondents Ten percent o_f ·the. 
answering· the question. In respondents who hunted did . 
most cases more than 1 answer . not go off . the · reservation. 

· to a given question was accep­
tat>le. therefore, percents do 
not always sum to 100. 

~easons given for not huPting 
off reservation ·ran !=jed from be­
ing afraid of physical harm 
(28.5%) to being satisfied with 

Results on-reservation hunting 
. There were . 705 (18.3%). 

respondents to. the question- When tribal members did 
naires, yielding a response rate go off reservation the majority 
of · 4-2.9<rp-. Of those ·had no such problems. Most 
respondents. 91.8% . hunted. people who experienced pro­
deer in 1984. -If a person did blems felt that their lack of 
not hunt further .information knowledge of public land was 
was neither required nor ac· the primary cause. Others h<1d 
cepted. pro_blems with -the". per· 

•to be deer de-nsity,'proximity·to. 
the reservations and the area of 
·public iand~. At. this early stage 
it is not possible to explain the . 
exact relationships between .. 

. these tliree factors. The units 
with the larges( tribal deer 
harvest all have relatively high 
deer densities, are close to l or 
more .. reservations, and 'have 
large . areas of. public land.- . 
Other units, which 'may have 
much public iand and which . 
are close to. reservations, ·but 
have low qeer densiti.~s. yield-
ed low harvests (e.g. unit 29b). 
Units with nigh deer density 1 · · 

and much. public l~nq but far. . 
1 

. 

from reservations also had 
low tribal harvest (e.g~·urlit45). -, · 
Season Recommendations 

. Based on the results· of 2 
years of experience and."'the 
results of 2 . questionnaire; 
there are a few modifications in 
the 1984 season which appear 

Generally hunting was in· mitrregistration ·system . 
frequent during the late winter.. (35.7%), · anti-Indian. attitudes 

'•~ , spring and early summer and (29.6%) or harassment from 
:~ : 'began to increase in'J~te sum- ,~on-tr~bal :rpembe.rs or, WDN.~ 
· ~· , mer during the fir_.c;fJy season. , . conser>~ation wardens (26.9% ). 

necessary. . . 
.. Season timing was much 

improved in 1984 over 1983, 
however. ,t~e ,9pportur:tity(. to~· · 
hurit in late s·uminer should-be::, · 
given to . tribal menibers in. ·, 
order to reflect. tradition. . ,. 

! . 

The · most frequently hunted The percent of respondents 
months. were Noves:nber indicating ·that 'they harvested 
(93.7%)and October (57.8%). a deer off reservation was Shining-and-hunting frorn' · 

vehicles are imp·9rtimt 
methods which have their: roots 

The favorite hunting 44.9%. It appears that 83.4% 
method was by foot. The ma- of the successful hunters 
jority .of the hunters' indicated responded to the question­
that they hunted during a drive naire. Using this information 
or, to a-lesser extent. from a the best estimate of the total 

in tradition and _are _widespread 
practices today on reservation 
lands. These methods should 

vehicle. Approximately 25% of deer harvest .. on or off reserva­
the respondents indicated they tion. is 1392 (1161/.834). 

_be included in future seasons .. 
The number ·of .·deer 

allocated to tribes appears suf; hunted fi-om a tree or at night_ 
while shining. Few people 
hunted. from a boat or· over 
bait. Generally, methods which 
were frequently marked on 
the· mail questionnaire were 
also those methods used by 
successful deer hunters. 

The ,percent of 
respondents to the mail survey · 

· using one of the 5 weapon 
types ·was very similar to. the · 
registration information. There 
were, however, relatively more 
bow hunters than people who · 
registered deer shot .with a bow 
and arrow; · indicating the 
relative inefficiency • of this 
method. · · . 

The total deer kill reported 
by 317 successfal respondents 
was 1161. This yields 3. 7 deer 
harvested per successfuJ 
respondent and a success rate . 

·of 44.9% (317/705). Extrapola· 
1 tion of this information t() ~ 

estima~e total tribal harve~! 

.. IJ:ii <. : I 
' •• ,. ""'' l 
.• l.. . . .I. 

I. 
• 

f .. ~/:;. 

' ~ J~~;~4}':: 

The questl6n concerning ficient to meet tribal needs. In 
the number of additional deer_ · a state where 250,000 plus· 
needed for a tribal member to, . deer are harvested annually a 
be satisfied was also examined few hundred or thousand more 
for differences between sue- would not adversely affect deer . 
cesful and unsuccessful numbers .or sta.te·lkensecl 
hunters. The average number hunter succe$S. However, the 
of additional deer needed f~>r permit system employed by .. 
the j 17 successful hunters to the tribes in 1984 was unduly i 

be satisfied. was 3.5. This was restrictive. It accomplished its· 
significantly. more than the · · objective of limiting antlerless' 
average of2.1 a·dditional deer harvest·tobelow quota lev_els. · 
needed in order for the 252 un- - It also severely limited hunter. 
successful .hunters to be ·-opportunity. 
satisfied (P .01 ), The total s·ome accommodation 
number of deer needed for· should be made for those tribal 
respondents to be satisfed was ·r.nembers living off the reserva,' 
1301. In order to extrapolate tion and having to travel long 
this number, we must ·adjust distances· to obtain. tags a,nd. 
for the respons bias of sue--. register deer. Perhaps registra" 
cessful hunters. Therefore:the tion stati-ons could· be 
additional. number of deer established outside the reser­
needed for all successful vat_ions to give members the · 
hunters was 991 (827f.834) and opportunity to register a deer· 
1105 (474/.429) for unsuc- closer to their . pla<:e · of, 1 

cessful hunters.· The total residence .. 

j ... · GUFW_C Inland Wildlife Biologists, from _the left, Jonathan Gllb~r~ and Tim ~n~r}'k·:' 
T. , 
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Everyone (ERFE), a 40,000 
member Wisconsin and n:a· 

· · . tiona! organization, will span· · 
sor a public "Rights Rally~· at · 
noon on April19 in'Hayward . 

Commitments ·from 1 ;000 
persons must be received by 
the first week in AprU for the 
rally to go on. Federal and 
state representatives have said 1 

they are willing to attend if · 
. commitments are reached, ac­
cording to Paul. R. Mullaly, 

, FORMED _, , 
. . . . . . 

Trib~l· judges· met once· .i>art of the, Great Lakes Tr.ibal 
again to move towards the for-.. Judges Association. Within 
mation of · the·· Great Lclkes .. their own • ranks are several 
T~ibal Judges ·Association. highly qualified trainers who 
They ~et on March. 6tl) ~t could • initiate. training 
K¢weenaw Bay, MI. . . . . · workshop~ for judges and· 

A prominant ChippeV:,a Sorrie of the · objectives . . , 
spokesman, James Schlender,· which were approved· were: ' • 
Lac · Courte Oreilles; was -,;-- Participating ·in the site. 
elected Chair!11an of a regional review process . 

... Addr~ssing.the assembled clerks. · 
judges was Lorraine. Roussea·u A. h' · . · not er reason for the 
from the Northern Plains Tribal Association is pr~vide a forum 
Judges Association. Rousseau for 'tribal. judges 'toopenly 
explained the function of Nor· discuss problems and concerns 
thern Plains and proposed that ·, which they confront in· tribal 
the . Great 'Lakes judges con- · court and seek input from their 

· soiidate ·with . the Northe·rn . peers. . . . 
Pl?ins organization. The association will also 
'· :However,. the judges .be striving to renew interest in 
decided to continue with the the National Tribal Judges 
formation of their own regional Association. · 
organization. They will be . . 1 

meeting again on April 9th in The Great. Lakes Assoc,ia-

·.ERFE president. 
Persons' interested should. 

call 634-4238, or write ERFE, 
· Rt. 1, Hayward, WI 54843. · 

March 14. 1986 
Box 3 
Herbster, WI 54844 · 

Dear Editor: 

TO THE 
·EDITOR 

I I 
Minneapolis for the purpose of . tion will be ·the fourth tribal 
electing officers and forma liz- judges' assodatiori in the coun~ 
ing the Associatio.ri. · . ·.try. Currently, there ·are the 
. ·One ofthereasons for the Northwest Tribal Judges 

Association, ·and for the com··. Association, the Southwest · 
mittment to remain regional, is ,Tribal Judges Associatiqn, and 

·to be able to provide training the. Northern Plains Tribal 

The Department of Energy (DOE) is coming to Ashland on 
April 9, 1986. The DOE will conduct a public hearing at 
Ashland High School. The public hearing will begin at 5:00 
p.m. DOE is trying to ''sell" us a radioactive waste dump. This 
radioactive waste dump will have to last thousands and 
thousands of years before the area· might be safe for humans 
and animals . 

. for tribal court .staff close to·· . ·~udges Association. . 
home. Currently, rnuch of the Those present at the 
training needed Is only meeting also discussed the up· 

· aliailab~e on the west_ coast. 
1 
comirig.trainingsession in Min· 

Tr1bal judges from.· neapolis, on April10 and 11th, 
Mich\gan, Minnesota, · Wiscon· for tribal court clerks and . 

. 'sin. and possibly Illinois will be judges. . 

·Never mind the fact that 70% of DOE monies are spent on 
military project.s. Pay no attention to the deplorable conditions 
found in Washington State at the DOE Hanford radioactive 
storage facility. Ignore the giant corporations (Bechtel, Bat· 
tele, and the power companies) who are trying to sell the 
radioactive waste repository project (a nuke dump) as a safe 
idea. Forget about the politicians who are content to ignore 
the real issue of .radioactive waste production and scream "not 
in my backyard". Forget all.the arguments. the posturing and 
consider only the future. How can a "government "of the pea, · 
pie, for the· people, by the people" ignore the futLJre for short 

. terrn gains. This repository will need to last for· thousands and 
thousands • of years. Do we actually want to leave this 
foolishness as our legacy? 

·• ,r • 

RE·D .... CLIFF ... ~·· 
FISHERIES 

Fra·nk K. Koehn 
Citizens Concerned About Radioactive Waste 

Jiarvest and Assessment of 16% decrease in fishing effort. Lake Trout Spawning Assess-
Fish Stocks 'By l,.ake Whitefish,. siscowet, and chubs ment 

Superior Chippewas.ln the ... all experience , significant 
·. WisconslnWaters of Lake ·· · declines· in harvesting while ·Since 1981, Red Cliff Fisheries 

Superior, 1985 lake trout and herring remain- Department has assessed 
by ed similar to ,last year's totals, · historically known lake trout 

Charles H. Bronte ' ' . The only species to show any ' spawning sites in the western . 
Red Cliff .Fisheries increase in harvest was Apostles Islands. In 1985, a 

Department , , . walleye. Catch per unit of effort total of 28,800 feet of 4 112 inch . 
Red Cliff Band of Lake was down 27% for· whitefish, gill net was lifted between Bark j••••••••••• 
Superior Chippewas however catch per . effort Point and Raspberry Island at 
Bayfield, WI 54~141 generally. increased for all 14 separate locations. A total 

'other targeted species. · of 398 fish were captured 
• 

1 
: . The major factor affecting representing .an over-all catch 

·The· Red· Cliff .and Bad 'the above changes in the tribal per effort of 13.8 fish/1000 
· River Bands e>f Lak~ Superior commercial· fishery is. the par· f~et. As in previous years, the 
Chippewas license and ticjpation of the better and highest catch per effort's were 
regulate commercial and sub- ! more a~aressive fishermen in generally observed at near 

. sistence fishing ,by t.ribal ·the developing inter-tribal shore locations while off shore 
members in the Apostle :; fisheries in the Michigan sites experienced the lowest 
Islands . region · of. Lake 'waters of Lake Superior along catchrates. The highest abun· 

··. r·s 

' ' 

. board formed to assist in "the :--· Organizing opposition . to · 
review and coordination of the ·the burial of nuclear waste in: 
radio-active w'aste siting pro· Wisconsin . . . . . ' 
cess around· .the Putitan -=- Formation of a liaison bet· 
Batholith region. The board is ween northern Wisconsin 
called Citizens Concerned residents, Jnd\an tribes and the .. · 
About Radioactive Waste Wisconsin. Radioactive. Waste .. 
(CCARW). Review Board 

The possible candidacy of · ..._ Recognition of the nee.d to. 
the Puritan Batholith, which is support measures to eliminate, . 
located · in Bayfield, Ashland, the production of nuclear; 
Iron, and Sawyer counties, has waste 
provoked the· conceJn of . -: Coordination of the efforts 

· numberous area residents, and concerns pf all individuals: 
many of whom E:ame to ~m · · · 
organizational . meeting at and.:__ Coordination ofth~ efforts 
Telemark Lodge, Cable on and·coricerns of all individuals. 
March 1st. . and groups concerned about' 

The results of the meeting · nuclear waste .issues. ·· 
was the election of an ex- Schlender commented the ' 
ecutive board whichwill serve group will be.focusing on pro· 
for a siK-month term. · Those moting public involvement and ' 
elected include James awareness of the testimony to· 
Schlender as Chairman: vice be . heard by Department of 
chairperson · Jim. Lee, En"ergy representatives in 

· Ashland: ·Gayle Johnson, Ojib- Ashland on April 9th. ''It . is 
wa; Kathy Duffy, Exeland; crucial that the area'scitJz4:mry 
Gene Cisewski, Hurley; Tom express their objections and· 
Hastings, Hayward; Frank concerns at that ·hearing," he ·. 
Kehn, Herbster: ·Tim. Ross, . · said, ··ccARW is doing ifs best 
Hayward, Tim Ross, Hayward, to insure a . good· ~urn-out· at 
and John Stoessel, Iron River. that meeting, because. DOE 

Pat Sheridan, Port Whig, has to know. that. we, the 
was elected . secretary,. and citizens. of .this egiQn do not 
Steve · Drug, Exeland, as··. want & will nottolerate;a high-· 
treasurer. level nuclear waste disposal 

A major part of the discus· site in northern Wisco·nsin.". · 
sion focused on the purpose . Schlender' can be .. con~ 
and goals of the board, with tacted at the LCO Tribal Gover-. 
considerable debate among ning Board, Rt. •· 2, BoK 27001 

participants on the issue of op· Hayward. 54843.. or · phone 
posing nudear waste produc· . 715·634-8934 for more infor-
~IJlaS well as the location of a · ·ma.tion. . : 
du"!Jlp site. in the area. · ·.---' ' 

I. 

• .. : 

... 

,SuperioL During the .1985' .~the Kewe.enaw Peninsula: With dance was recorded at Squaw 
fishing season, ; which . runs . the expansion of this fishery Point at 161.3 fish/1000 feet, ~ _ .... 
from November 28, 1984 to ·1 and the impending reductions followed by ~ark Point at 31.8 Commercial fishing boats .will soon be freed of theirlc~ shackles and be plying the open· 
November 29, 1985, a .total of . ·in lake trout extractions tribal and Squaw Bay Caves at 30.0 · water of Lake Superior for catches of lake trout and whitefish. · 
21 "large ·boat" and '24 "s.mall ·. fishing ~ffort and catches in ·Reproductive potential ·using 

·boat" were issued by the Red the Apostle. Islands .are ex: !;'eck's (1979) catch per effort 
Cliff and Bad River Fisheries · . pected to 'decrease again in criteria was considered ex· 
Departments. All fi!lhing do11e 1986. , . . . . . cellent at Squaw Point, good at 

, with bottom set. gilfnets with For the 1986 fishing year, Squaw Bay Caves, Roman 
li.censee ac'tivity levels {anging . Red Cliff has issued 11 large Point, and Bark Point, and fair 

.. from ina.ctiv~ to· very active • boat and 20 small boat permits or poor at all other locations in· 
yea(. round. . · with Bad River issuing an addi· eluding· Eagle Island Shoal . 

,_ ,_. 

Total . harvest, . obtained · tional 5 large bpat and Ismail which historically was known 
from mandatory. daily catch .··bo'at. 'Since January of. 1985, · to baa major spawning area for .·~~.~~:: .. "","'· .... ,.,: .. ·"· · 
reports; ·was approximately .··· ... both .. tribes . have . J?een lake trout. Natives and females ~i:r-
285,000 lbs. composed of six :negotiating. a .'new .Lake ·comprised only ·10.6 and 
principle sp·ecjes .. L.a.ke <Superior Fishing Agreem.ent • 12.8% of the spawners, 
Whitefish comprise~ 41 cr~ Qf ·:with. the State of Wisconsin. respectfully. . , 
the total harvest, followed ~y :·.While a draft of~· new 1,0 y~ar Comparisions betwe~n · 
lean, lake trout. (37%), and: ·accordhas:alreadybeendr~wn . previo~s xears indicate that, 
chubs (11%). ·Native or~wiJ.d, up •. fi~alizati?n of t~e agree· :s~mplmgm 1985.measured~p· . 

. lake' trout comprisecf 39% of .·. ment .IS pendmg. I~ Sl~ned, the . parent decreases m the rela!lve . 
the Jake trout catch ... · . · :: . ' •' .. / . · new· agreement Will mcJude. a . abundanc.es Of tote! I, . natiVe, .· 

Low . or . ·non·,e)!:i.sta·n~ <··.42~: reductio.n in the totaJ·take. ·and female spawning . lake 
market · demand · preclt.id.e~; ;1 tr.out harvest~y al_l gro,ups •• a . t~out.Pecrea_sed stoc.king rates 
large scale effort toward .lake· ,1 9..5 .· mi2 .add1tion ~o. Dev1.ls .. smce the .. m~d .1970s. ~nd in· 
herring and siscowets; ·p0un··:;: l,sland Refu~e.·,, along tlie. ·crease~ f1shmg m~rtal'ty are 
dages · t d · ·h· r· e. · ···m· a· in' ·Jy· · :·.·.: • s.o·uthwestern boL.:ndry, a; 13 . most hkely ·responsible for the 

~me e · ··.. . .. . . . . . . 
reflect · ~~· • t. ·1·:· ·t·c.h·.·e::.· ·1n· ·. ef~.· !.'·.i1t2 deletion. of th~ Gulrtsland ·, ·.noted declines. . . mc1uen a ca :. . · . · .. .. • . , . . · .· . · · . . .. . . . . 
fort :directed ;:·ibw~rds}:.~th.e.r/r Re~uge .·along 1ts .:· s.ou.the~n '· ·(Edlt~rsN_ote:Brontealsohasreportson . . : 
spe · .Th··· .. · 

11
·
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=...: ··· . ·t .: .• boundr.y ass.es.smentflshmgm ·,,theDe.vf/,s.fslandRe(ugeAssessmentS 
c_1es .. etota. , .,,.arves ,, .· .·.· •. , · : · · ·· · th'e4fk~Tr6utDietSuriJey.) :: ·::. o · 

J '. ·,..(,.>I 

i. 
I 

/·I 
/ 

· .. · 

for all. species· :represents: a' ·~ ~~equ~meg~mBa~·to estab.llsh .... : ·. r:~.· ~ .··· .· •. : •· .. < '· .<>;: ::: ·l:r 
~Ota) fishing effor(.of, apprOX~ :·. tpbalJisheries.foryeiJO~perch,: '·. :: .·: ·~'· •• ' ... : ·:•· ···.·~·: <~}: 
1~ately,6 milli~n·gillriE!l.feet >,,and .. _waHeye:; ·.an~·. more<: .. :. ·2J·f. ·~:.··.~~-;~·· · ·.;. \;: .· .. 
hfted. . . . . ,, ····, · ·. • , :> : ., 1· :cooperatiVe .· efforts . ~et\Veen · .1 • . • · •••• : ~ . .. 

. .. ·· • A. trout arrives flopplrig fresh through a fisher,man's hole in t~~ Ice. Comme~clal fishing is a 
· · year-round job, as Is assessment. , · .. . · . . . . . . : . 1 • . ..: · . ,-. 

. C:ompiulson with: 1984 1~:\•,:J;;th.~ t~ibes:~odthe state:.!nJaw: . < .· . : •.. ·. :. . ' .. : . 

· d1cated a 14o/o. r~~uc~ic;>ll .. In;! :~_n(ord~~ent. an.d fish· reso~.r~e. ,· > • · · ::: < : · . ·;> , , 
totalland.ing~ ~e,~u~~J~~J~~~;.~:~( in~~ntp~··~.s.:. :, :.:;· :\. · ~.~ .·:: ~::: · · · · ·. · ·· '· , :· 
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· Excerpted from Saving 
· Northwest Fish 

.. agencies to de~elop a ~¢~: . Canadictn waters. . I . The Treaty 
co.ordinateq management' The picture was clear. Col·. '·Chinook: Onder the United 

. The· Pacific Salmon Treaty 
Coalition 

~ :· ··The Columbia ·Basin .. The 
Pacific·Salmon Treaty. and the 

Future 

structure. With. this legislation umbia basin salmon were· in ·States-Canada Pacific Sal~on 
and the Power Act, regional . dire.trouble in the first years of Treaty, which was r'atJfied in . · From the· process that. 
fish managers at last had this decade, and the sole solu· March 1985, chinook fisheries engendered the treaty come· a .. 
a!most all the necessary tools tion to the ocean problem was in Canada and Alaska were .number of additirial ·benefits, · by. 

·-' S. ·Timothy Wapafo .I 

Executive Director .. Columbia 
River Inter-Tribal Fish 

' · . Commission (CR!TFC) 
.; .(O;•ii/1.~ in CRITFC ,Jndthc Fly RsiJcr) 

to produce a new era for the .an international agreement .. a reduced by about 25 percent foremost. ·of which is the sub··. 
· Northwest's in-riyer fisheries. treaty ... to cut salmon intercep· (some 400,000 fish) in. 1985, ject of these paragraphs. E-ariy. 

Still missing. however, tions in the northern Pacific and. will be reduced by the· in 1985, Northwest tribes, 
was the "ocean connection."; A ·Ocean. same percentage in 1986. Oregon/Washington non~. 
mechanism had yet ·to be After 1986, fisheries will be Indian fishermen: . conserva· . · 
designed that would solve the 0 0 0 0 limited to whatever numbers . The Pacific Salmon Commis· tionists, businesses, .. cities, 

In the past few years. the . problem of ocean interception · · · are necessary for rebuilding sion: How the· Treaty Will counties, port authorities,. 
world of . Pacific Northwest and overharvest of Columbia stocks by 1998; at which time Operate biologists, and ·fish ·agencies: 

.: salmon and steel head m.anage· basin salmon. Trying for a Treaty the current harvest distribution • • ------"' formed a coalition that became 
ment has changed dramatical· . 

0
. . 

0
. ·o 

0 
~ ratios will also have changed: The Pacific Salmon Treaty a pivotal faetor in. bringing. 

·. ly from its decades of futility iri The United States and ·more chinook from the lower Act, Congress's enabling . about the treaty and its ratifica· 
· combatting- resource decline. Canada had discussed~the need -three states will be caught by legislation passed. iri March of tion. And by the way, the 

Two key things hiwe happen- ·At Sea on the Ocean for a Pacific salmon intercep· fisherment in those states than 1985 concomitant. with Federation of Fly Fishers, par-
.·. ed:. ·first. the UnitedStates has ~~ tion agreement since 1971, but. by British Columbian and ratification, places prinCipal · ticularly Washington clubs and 

signed a treaty with Canada about the same time Congress the talks had made little pro· Alaskan harvesters. United States responsibiHty for leaders, were key players IIi the 
and enacted other laws that de· was changing the framework gress: they were focused on on- Coho: The treaty's conser· the treaty's implement~tion on coalition's success. As the Nor·· 
mand strong protection for . for fisheries management ly a few . stocks. primarily vation measures are not only Oregon,· Washington, .Alaska, lhwest's Congressional delega· 

, anadromous fish resources:· se· · within the basin, information Fraser River sockeye and pink indispensable for chinook, but and 24 Indian treaty tribes. A. tion will tell you, when the en,-
cond. most ofthe region's non. was obtained on catch distribu· salmon. and little attention was also for coho, with emphasis bilateral forum, the PacifiC .tire salm.on-and-steelhead-

: Indian and Indian fishery in- t ion of salmon s'tocks given to Northwest chinook. on naturally spawning popula· Salmqn Commission, is ttie im· dependent community speaks 
·terests have learned to work originating· in the upper two Wi.th. new knowledge of nor··. tions. Like chinook , col:lo are . plementation ·.vehicle. The with one voice the politicians 
together. and are realizing the · thirds of the Columbia basin, thern. ocean interce.ptions, both an important sport fish United States section -of the sit up and,listen .. 
tremendous-· benefits of. where . runs were· the: most delegates from the Columbia and a valuable commercial commission has three voting The P,acific Salmon Treaty 

severely depressed. The new Rier tribes .. Nez Perce, species. and during the last .members, representing the 24 Coalition' forged ·new· cooperative .. rather than com· 
. petitive · -- management. . The 
· tri.bes and niany other groups. · 
· including' prominently the. 

_- Federation· of Fly Fishers. can 
· claim credit for thesP changes. 
.' As my friehd and colleague Bil· 
I ly Frank. chairman of the.Non· 

thwest .Indian Fisheries Com· 
. ' mission .. would say: "If the 
·. salmon could . talk. he~d . be 

thai:iking us. 

:oooo: 
·.New Laws for .Sa•mon and 
. Steel head Protection · 
~~~ ..... ~~ 

When the Northwest 
· .. ·Power Act wa.s passed in 1980. 

it was hailed as. the best hope 
for Columbia , River basin 
salmon ·and steelhead in at 
Jeast-50 years. The act promis· 

· ed that. for the first time sin:ce 

· data showed that Columbia.· Umatilla. Warm Springs. and ·year or two of treaty neg~tia· tribes, Oregon and Washington understandings ·between· 
River chinook were heavily 1

- Yakima .. began in 1981 to tions, the situation for coho jointly, and Alaska. plus a nc;>n· former antagonists .. between 
harvested by · ocean· fishing make a case in the treaty . began to resemble the chinook voting federal representative. fishery managers arid users, In· 
{leets not based in _'the . Nor· negotiations for· international crisis. The -coho stocks in trou- The federal government . has . dians and non-lndians~ommer: . 
thwest. For example. almost ' chinook conservation. ble were· principally of the right to intercede if com·. ·cial and sport fishers. Having 
three of every four fall chinook In 1982. with determined Washington origin: Canadian mission decisions do not .fulfill achieved the treaty;. coalition 
that spawned upriver in Idaho, ·pro9ding by Columbia River harvests had radically increas· the United. States' treaty . members decided to continue 
Oregon. and Washington were and Washington coastal tribes. ed. while escapements to obligations. The commission's working together, dropped the 
caught by fishermen from out· both nations acknowledged the Washington rivers plummeted. Canadian section will be pat· ·word treaty from their name; 
side the Columbia basin; over existence of a chinook conser_. As much as 90 percent of . terned along simil~r lines. and arepursuing: among other 
40 ·percent of the catch went to· vatin crisis. Indeed. it had 'Canada's overaU coho catch Representation and voting issues, high-seas interceptions 
Canadian fishermen, and about become evident that the crisis was thought to be ·of United procedures of the ·United ·of. Northwest salmon. and 
35 percent to· the southeast was not only on the Columbia States fish. States section require that steelhead: Recent studies show 

· Alaska fleet. The Columbia's River. but extended coastwide. In ·.response to this pro· tribes and states overate as. that between five and ten per~.' 
.upriver summer chinook .also. Many chinook stocks for Puget hlem. the treaty establishes equals. Because .the section cent of Columbia River 
underscored the gravity of the Sound. coastal Washington. 1985 and 1986 coho catch ceil- will make its decisions by con·. ·steel h·~ad . are · taken ·.by . 
situation: although in-river. and northern Oregon coastal · ings for the. Canadian troll sensus, the treaty structure is Japanese (and to· a lesser ex· 

. fisheries had ·been virtually rivers were .also big con- fishery off the coast of Van· one of equal barg;;tining power,· tent, Korean . and ·Taiwanese) 
eliminated on these· critiCally · tributors. to Alaskan and <:;an· couver Island, .. where most and was c;lesigned to facilitate factory ships ,operating in the 
low. stocks, the COI)lbined \ dian harvests: about 56 percent Washington·prod-t:rlted .coho . fair negotiations ana com- Pacific outs.ide . the United 
Alaskan and British Columbian of the harvest of Puget Sound's . are . intercepted. (The· ceiling promise. . States 200·mile . limit. The 

-harvest annually claimed about chinook was taken by those represent a signingicant reduc· The treaty also establishes coalition is urging the federal. 
60 percent of the total popula· ocean fisheries; the intercep· tion from 1983 and 1984 catch three regional panels subor·. government to pu~ ·(Hplomati~ 

. , . hydroelectric dam construe·.· tion. , · tion ·rate for Washington ·levels.) For 1987 and beyond, . dinate to the commission: one or economic pressures. on the 
· tion began in the 1930s. the· Northern interceptions of coastal chinook was about 69 new harvest limits . will be responsible for Fraser River Japanese to cut their intercep· 

Coiumbia and Sn~ke Rivers Columbia River chinook caus- · percent; and between 30 a~d negotiated through the Pacific salmon, and ne each tor stocks tions. Working.· on. this and 
would be managed equally for ed more than inequitable 60 percent of northern· Salmon Commission. . originating north and those other unresolved problems 
fish~ and electi-ic power. Idaho ... harvest-sharing. Canada's a~d Oregon's coastal river chinook . Steel head: The Pacific ! originating south of .. mid· that jeopardize Northwest 
QregoD. Washington, Mont_ana, Alaska's ocean _fisheries could. was caught by Canadian and. Salmon Treaty breaks new British Columbia. A panel's job fisheres .. pollution, hyd~o 

· ·. tbe Columbia River tribes. and ··not be controlled to conserve · Alaskan trollers. ground by including a mandate is to sift through technical and· development, anything else 
federal fish agencies were · depressed stocks. With Canada The chinook crisis became ' for international conservation policy options and recommend. that damages natural habitat, 
di~ected to create and imple· . beyond . the jurisdiction of . the. paramount issue in treaty· of steelhead;. in which the m;;magement and conservation and so forth -· the. Pacific · 
ment a comprehensive . pro· · United. States fish managers. negotiations. When the United. United· States and Canada measures to the commission .. Salmon Coalition can. be.· a· 
gram to remedy the damage to · . this country was powerless to States and . Canada finally agree to take coordinated ac· Each panel has a section for positiv_e force for ;many_ years· 

' I. fish runs caused. by dams' on . prevent enormous increases in re'ached agreement in January lion to protect the species. The • each country. United States to come. . 
the Columbia system. Thel act· Canada's chinook · intercep· 1985. their treaty contained treaty contains no harvest . panel sections are made up of 

,: : 

will commit an estimated $800 tions; and . the North Pacific strong provisions for conserv· regimes for steel head because . state. federal, tribal, and us.er: 
··~ill ion or more to this massive Fishery Management Council, ing the species: the two coun- • they are not now the target of · group representatives; on its 

rehabilitation project .. · which regulates ocean fishing tries have committed directed intercepting fisheries,. section of the southern panel, 
Also passed in 1980 was in .United States waters off ·. themselve to rebuild naturally · but it does instruct the coun· for example, this country has· 

·.the Salmon ·and ·Steel head· Alaska's coast, was· unwilli'ng · spawning .. chinotik stocks. by tries to guard the fish from five fish managers. and one. 
··conservation. and Enhance· . to reduce I Alaskan catches . 1998. and the basic means for such fisheries, . shoulq they. member formt he recreational 
~ent Act. which ·called for Nor· when the savings would only achieving that goal is limita- take place, and also from· in.- or commercial fishing in-
thwest ·state and tribal fish · be harvested far~her south in· tio·n of ocean interceptions. cidental ocean harvest. dustry . 

.' \ 

., 
.I 

.- . .' 

' ' 

,. 



' ~ ·. . 

. The O.S_ • Departmen-t_ o· t . , . Wh . . 
. ere · Does ·.Groundwater 9,501;) years. Studies are under-

~nergy · --(DQE) may. b~ild a Come-'From? way in the U._S., · Canada, . 
·. h iqh-level. nuclear. waste di,u'np Sweden and-Switzerland to test 

(repository)· in Northern Groundwater co~esJrom · . this theory; 
Wiscons.iti's c:rysfalline·. precipitation.· About 75% of 

. bedrock: If radiation esc.apes - pre·cipita'ted water · . is' 

Why Crystalline Rock? from the repository, som~ .of evaporated or transpired 
Wisconsin's groundwater jmay . through plants bacls into the at- · 
become contaminated. \vith . nlOsDhere. Dependin~ on soil· Wiscon'sin's crystalline 
radiation.- This · conta;ninated and geographic conditions. th.e _rock, · including granite, . is · 

. groundwater could di-scharge . remaining water either .suns off strong,. stable, and. relatively 
.radiation . into our 'lakes,. ' the land into surface water impermeable to groundwater 
streams, rivers, and wetlands. ·. (lakes. rivers. streams or' flow,' when not fractured. 

·Wisconsin has more than wetlands). or. seeps into 'the Because of' these qualities; 
two !'nillion-~illion (two, ground. Soils with high clay DOE believes crystalline rock 

· quadrillion) gallons of ·ground-,· co_l;)tent are not very porous; is suitable for nuclear waste 
.water; enoug,h water to cover-. ·water does not seep easily (disposal a.nd isolation. DOE 
. the entire state: thirty feet deep. through them. On the other . admits that radioactive con· 

Seventy perce1nt qf. hand;;sandysoilsallowalotof 
\Y;isconsin residents ~nd all ~- seepage.Locations where water 
rur_al and agricultural activities. 'seeps underground are called 

... depend ory pure groundwater. _ recharge .areas. 1 -

Plutonium. a majo~ com­
ponent in_ nuclear waste. will . Groundwater Flow Systems 

' remain radioactive for 250,000. 
years: . other ·waste products 
decay ·at varying r~tes. _Human 
e~posure . to ' radiation ' can 

. cause cancer, genetic daryl age 
.. _and other disease. : _. · , . _ 

. Water seeps through the 
s,oil into the underlying rocks. 
It moves slowly. but con­
tinuously through pores a_nd 
fractures. The· rate of flow 

Groundwater in th~ Upper varies form several feet per day 
Midwest is part of thewate;· i:.y-. to just a few inches per. year. 
cle · that feeds the world's Generally groundwater travels 
'largest. so·ur~es of fresh faster thr'ough porous rock like 

tarnina~ion of groundwater _ 
might occur at deep Jevels, but 
says. that radiation will have 
decayed to 'safe levels by the · 
time it reaches the hu!Tlan en­
vironment. 

DOE bases this assump­
tion on the fact that ground­
water moves very slowly 
through. unfractured crystal!-_· 
ine rock. 

How Fast Could Groundwater 
Travel? 

Because thick glacial· 
deposits of soil and rock debris 
cover much of the state's 
bedrock, scientists . have not 
been able to fully study rock 
fractures and groundwater flow 
systems in-crystalline rocks. · 

Aquifers 

When all the spaces in the · 
r9ck are saturated with water, 
it is called the saturated zone. 
The upper surface of the 
saturated zone is called the 
water table. When a rock or 
soil layer is capable of storing, 
transmitting· or yielding water 
is called an aquifer. Virtually 
all of Wisconsin is underlain by 

. one or several aquifers. 

Groundwater Pollution 
. . 

water;_;the Great Lakes ~basin sandstone than through rock Several scientists agree 
and the Mississippi River with ·small pores li.ke with DOE. Many other scien­
watershe~:L ~evere pollution of' crystalline rock. But ground- tists,· however, question DOE's 

·groundwater could ev~ntually water flows faster if there are - assumption, ·because current Pollutants in the air, on 
affect the water: supply of the fractures in the rock. field ·research _shows that the land or underground can 
entire region. · . ·1 · Groundwater flows .from crystalline rock contains c<>m- leach into groundwater. Once 

· · i upland recharge areas to piex natural fracture systems. groundwater has been con-
I . lowland discharge areas, such · In addition, excavating a deep··· t!'lminated, it is very difficult 

. as, lakes. streams. springs. geological repository below and expensive to clean up. To 
_ rivers, and many wetlands Where the water table, may create ·assure clean groundwater in 
. the water table meets the land . even more fractures. ''the future, we must protect its 
surface. Wisconsin is concerned ·qUality. right now. ~' r 

Multi-Barrier System 

about these scientifk uncer· 
. tainties. If irra(:liated ground- Buried Nuclear Waste? 
water· travels from the 

DOE's theory is that repository below the water Crystalline rock bodies in 
. 'several barriers . within the table, it may create even more Northern Wisconsin are under 

repository will keep ·radiation fractures. consideration by the DOE for a 
away from the huma·n environ- ·Wisconsin is concerned 400 acre high-level nuclear 

, ment.Barriers. include the aJ>out these scientific uncer- · waste repository. The 
. ' 

. What is Groundwater? _wast~ canister, a series of ce- tainties. If irradiated ground- repository. about a half mile 
-1 merit and steel <>verpacks, and water travels from the deep. would contain a series of 

Ground~ater is storeCI. in the rock itself. Although the repository to the surface en- tunnels with holes drilled into 
. pores (ti-ny spaces) and frac- waste will remain dangerously vironment, it might con· . the floor waste burial. High­

tures (larger spaces) in soil and _radioactive for at least 10,000 laminate the Great Lakes ani! level waste is spent fuel from 
bedrock, like a ~ponge absorb· years. most: scientists agree the Mississippi ·River water commercial reactors and waste 
ing ·and :·transmit-ting · water. that the canister, and overpack ·basins for thousands of years ... · from the manufacture of 
Contrary to common· myth,' · systems will contain the radia~ If you are concerned about nuclear weapons. 

; 10• -·. 

. ~ . 
,• 

i: 

."I' 

· -groundwater does oot. flow in · tion for only about 500. years. potentiaJ- groundwater ·con- (Credit to Meg Wise of Wisconsin Radio , 

some 1 a.rge . mysterious The rock i's expected to contain lamination, now 'is the time to Aclive Waste Review Board) 

underground river. 1
• • : . . the radiation for the' remaining inform yourself. , . . . _ . . 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ... '-.. .. • 0.. ·~ _._. _. ~ .. .. .. .. .. .. ~..!~ .. .. .. ·~ ... -* ......... ~!...·~.......... .. .. .. .. ·~ .. .. .. • • .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. • ~ .. .. .. ... ~.. .. .. .. ~ ~ ... +: .............................. . 
..................... - ............... -.~·"·"•"•"•"•"•"•"• .... ~ ........ - .... ~.-.. '+~~ ................ - ........................................ ~ ............................ ,. ........ ~ .... ~ ,.... . • • •. ~ '~ •. ~ .• . 

,. .. . . \ • l 

We cannot ~ffo.rd apathy about treaty-c-eded lands .. ·. . 
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. . . The need· for a massive masse; even if they do not' give ·door-to-door the city with the 

.. public turn-out ~t the Depart·. testimony. The. presence .of flyer in order to help promote . CCARW executive commit~ee members work at plans to promote a public turn~~ut ~t the. 
ment of Energy's (DOE) hear· numbers of people ORposing attendanc~ at .the Apdl 9th April 9th DOE hearing at the ·Ashland High School gym. From the left are: Jiin Lee~ · 
ing on · a radioa·ctive waste. the site, even though they do meeting. Ashland; Jim Schlender, CCARW chairman, Lac Courte Oreilles; and Pat Sheridan, CCARW . 
repository in our area was one ·not speak at the hearing, will· Another community effort secretary, Port Wing. · · · · 
of the major issues discussed' · g·ive the DOE representatives a towards public education is be-·. . . 

by the executive committee of· message that the community- ing run through CCARW ex· , ·f.*******************************************************~"-
Citizens Concerned About . at-large will not tolerate the ecutive committee member lt · . · · · · · . · · . ·lt 

. ~~~~~a%i:~ F~~:~e e~~~~~~~ d~m~~~~h;e~::~~r <if concern ·~~:n~~~e~~~u~~rb:t~~r~~eho~ : Citizens Concerned:i.Abouf Radioactiy~,:W ~ste. : 

~~~~~§~ I 
oppo;>ition to the proposed · Schlender emphasized that · Waste Review Board's slide and ! · ! · 
nuclear waste durpp site 'in the· ·testimony does not have to be .tape program. , * * 
Puritan Batholith, affeCting· of technical nature, but should To· date Koehn reported ! ·.! 
Ashland. Bayfield, Sawyer, and · . express at least one reason why that he has made appearances. * * 
Iron Counties. 1 • the individual testifying would ~in Herbster. Port Wing, and one· ! March .18. 1986 ! 

CCARW also acts 'as· a be adversely affected by the :schedul~d at the Highbridge .. * ·i * 
source of public· information. siting of a, radioactive }Yaste 'Towo Hall on March 31st. * Dear Neighbor: * 
regarding the proposed site dump in the area. · Koehn says he is hopeful ! · . · · · · · ·. . . · . · · . · ·. · · ·. ! 

·and as a liaison between the . The April 9th hearings are that. he will have the program * Did you know that the United States Department of Energy (DOE) has desig11ated parts of· · * 
community and the Wisconsin schedule~ to begin at 5 p:m. at ' in both Mellen and Glidden in . ! Ashland, Bayfield, and Sawyer Counties as a potential radioactive waste dump? Did you know ·. !_ 

·. · Rad ioadive · Waste Review · .. the Ashland High School gym· · the near future. Any organiza- ! that the sites selected by DOE will contain very high l~vel radioactive wastes that will be hazar· ! . 
• Board (WRARB). · nasium. According' to· tion wishing to . view the . · * dous to our environment for the next 10,000years. D1d you know that~O.OOO ~crescons~med * 

Jim Lee. CCARW ~x- Schlender, persons wishing to slide/tape presentation on the ! by a dump site would be four times the _size of the City .of As_hland~ s1xteen t1mes thesaze of ·! 
ecutive committee . member, . testify should reserve a time· issue of radioactive ·waste * Hayward, and will be located only 40 m1les from Lake Supenor? . . . . . . ... · . * 
r~ported that an informational ·.slot by. contacting the DOE.· storage should contact Frank * We are concerned residents because we don't know what effect a radtoactJV.e waste dump * 
leUer has been composed, Chicago Operations . Office, Koehri at ·774-3333. Koehn ! will h~ve on our fish and wildlife population. We don't know what damage spilled radioadive. · ! 
regarding the issue of the can- ·· Crystalline Repository Project· says that he· is making the * waste <:ould do to our precious groundwater. We don't know the imp~ct that this will have .on * 
didate radioactive waste dump Office. Attn: Heari,ng Registrar. presentations as part . of tt~e ! area businesses and the local economy. We don't know the safety and securit~ problems that ! 
site in the region and i.nform- 9,800 Cass Avenue, ·Argonne. ·work of CCARW's sub· * 27 or more truckloads of nuclear waste·each day-everyday of the year~w•ll P?S~ for the· lt. 
ing ·people about the DO~'s ILL.. 60439, or call that office. committee on the production ! government or residents of the area. We don't know whether the DOE can gua~antee s~fety._for ·! 
·schecluled hearing. on . April . .· During the course of Fri· of high-level radioactive waste. lt the next ten thousand years. . . . . ·- . . . . . . ·. :. , .. * 
9th. The letter will be mass: day's meeting the CtARW ex, Another part ofCCARW's ! We do know that the· proposed site ~ill· be at the he~dwaters of the Chippewa,': the ! 
mailed in qrder 1to promote the . ~cutive committee endorsed a work is the identification of * Flambeau, the l'lamekagon and the Bad Rivers and that waters flow from the proposed site in·. lt 
necess~ry attendance .'at the . proposal presented by. Rick sites which were mined or drill· ! all four directions. We do know that the Space Shuttle program demonstrates that failure from. ! 
meeting and prepare the pl\blic · Olivo. Ashland. to canvass the· ed. especially where dynamite * even a small inexpensive part can cause catastrophic consequences and tha~ safety d:msidera: * 
to make testimony. city of ·Ashland· with a· flyer. was used in the process. As ! tions can be compromised by human errors in judgement! We do know that conc~rns raised ! . 

CCARW Chairman·· Jim perhaps the letter already com·. part. of the research, CCARW lt. already by state governments have chasti zed the DOE for being less than truthful in providing . * 
. Schlender later stated that the ·posed by CCARW. Olivo said has sent out a letter to all ! vital information, We do know that the DOE will choose a dump site that poses the least: ! 
.. board is concerned first of all .that he would organize a group drillers in the area. hoping as a *. political problems from.area residents and that our area has one of the lowest populatiof:is of. * . 

that citizens do attend · en . from Northland Coll~ge to· help stable si.te for a dump. · ! any proposed sites. · ' · · · ·!. 

: ~ . 

~~·:··': 
·· ·. Attending tl'le OOE.preseritatJortln Wausau are~ from tlieieft, 
·.·.,David .Siegler; GLIFwC poilcy analyst; Howard .. Bichler, St • 
. _: >:<:ro~x tribal .attorney; and Ca~dy J~okson, · Ba.d River. tribal 
.. attorney. · ·I -.. :._ · · • · • ... · 

. I : . i • . • • •• ,: •• •• 

~ '. .•. .·•• •. i. ' ., ... . ·.:' f. j", 
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* We n~ed your help! The U.S. Department of Energy is .holding a public hearing on * · 
! Wednesday, April 9th at the Ashland High School Gym, beg_inning at 5:00 PJV\. Your atten-. ! 
* dance is crucial! You can testify if you wish to voice your concerns or ask questions, but if you * 
! don't wish to speak. please come anyway because your presence will show that we are a people·. } .. 
* vitally interested in keeping our northwoods.clean. In case you cannot make it to the h.earing, * 
! you can listen to live coverage of the event on WOJB, 88.9 FM, broadcasting from Reserve, '! 
* Wisconsin. Also. if you cannot attend you can write di.rectly to DOE. Their address is U.S. * 
! Department of Energy, Chicago Operations Office,. Crystalline Repository Project Office, Alln: . ! 
* Hearing Registrar. 9800 S. · Cass Auenue, Argonne, Illinois 60439. · You can also. write your · lt 
: senalor and congressman, bul do so before June l·sl. . :' 

* * * Sincerely.,· * 
* * * I * * Pat Sheridan, Secretary * 
! Citizens Concerned About ·! 
* Radioactive Waste * 
* I * * . . . * ,.,._,..,.,.,,.,. * P.S.: Pay attention to posters, ads, and local radio anno(!nce.ments in case the scheduled *· 
! time or place for the DOE hearing changes. · · · ! 
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