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1. Call to Order  
Chair, Tristen Pattee : calls meeting to order at 1:03pm
2. Invocation 
 Vice Chair: Merle Custer
3. Welcome/Intros/Confirm Quorum- Emily Creek 
SRC Members Present:
Tristen Pattee
Merle Custer
Elmer Armstrong
Kevin Moto
Nellie Griest

Not present: Benny Westlake
5/6: Quorum approved
NPS staff:
Emily Creek
Annie Carlson
Jeanette Koelsch
Brendan Doucet
Eva Patton
Jim Hans
Letty Hughes (joined by phone for muskox discussion)


ADFG:
Alex Hansen
FWS
Wil Wiese
OSM:
Hannah Voorhees 
4. Approval of Minutes from Spring 2025
Motion: Kevin Moto
2nd: Merle Custer
4/4 approved
5. Superintendent’s welcome and commission purpose: Jeanette Koelsch
6. Review and Adaptation of agenda: Tristen Pattee
Motion: Merle Custer
	2nd: Elmer Armstrong
	4/4 approved
7. Commission membership status: Emily Creek
Emily Creek: 3 vacancies, Gordon stepped down. Had two applications come in, one from Kiana and one from Ambler!
8. SRC member and Chair reports: Emily facilitate
Elmer Armstrong: Noovik. Caribou are really scattered and are outside of Noorvik. Not sure about harvest. Lots of snow blew east, and then west. Tundra is visible in some areas.
Kevin Moto: Deering. No caribou yet. Snow came all at once along with cold weather. Moose last fall were good. Last year had caribou in the area but not this year. Last year got a muskox tag—waiting for geese and sii.
Merle Custer: A few caribou by Shungnak, and a few people got and were happy. Hardly any fish—weather was lot of wind and rain and people had to come back from camp. Wolves. Everyone is ready for spring.
Nellie Griest: Shungnak. Hard time this summer because of rain last part of July to September. Not able to set net and sein. Never made dry fish.  Went camping way up and it was hard to start fire because there was no sand bars and no dry wood. No bears. Sixth year of rough fall with no caribou. Too many planes, white one that lands between two allotments—never been close to it, its been coming for three years. Onion Portage to Noatak flying through the pass. This winter we never eat salmon. Wolves near town, wolves got a moose between Shungnak and Kobuk. Concerned about kids and gods. Shungnak ran out of gas. Hoping for berries this summer.
Tristen Pattee: Ambler/Red Dog. Caribou arrived in October before the river froze, lots of activity at Onion Portage. Successful harvest during the storm. Sii was good. Salmon was not. Wolves in and around town, trying to get fish and targeting dogs. Red Dog: 4 caribou chased off a cliff by wolves and sending tissue for sampling. Lots of caribou around Red Dog Road.
9. Park Report: Jeanette Koelsch
10. New Business: Emily facilitate 
A. Subsistence Research Updates
	a. Kiana Traditional Use Study: Emily Creek [00:34:43]

Tristen Pattee: When will it be published?

Emily Creek: I just received the final proof. So next week I’ll go through it and make sure I don’t have any edits and then send it off to print. And it’ll be online as well. 

B. Wildlife Proposals
	a. WP26-65: Muskox
Wil Wiese: Refuge Manager SNWR shares about the Refuge’s perspective and where the muskox are, and RAC votes, as this was intended to be a Refuge/Selawik proposal.

Tristen Pattee: OSM and FWS oppose this—because of the low population of the KOVA—or what area is covered? 

[Emily shows the maps and alternatives on the screen]

Wil Wiese: And what happened, is the proposal was about Selawik, but the way the unit boundaries were drawn the ‘remainder’ included a much larger area. [talks through alternatives]

Tristen Pattee: These muskox will be one-offs from where they mainly hang out?

Wil Wiese: That’s what we think. We don’t have a lot of info—how many there are. But there’s a reason we don’t do surveys, because there are so few of them. If there would be a hunt, we’d want to reduce the number of tags to the south by the number we add to this area (same population).

Kevin Moto: This is all Selawik—caribou country. And these muskox are invasive, so anything that comes north should be open season. Spent time looking for moose and there’s nothing but muskox—every creek 30-40 muskox—places they’ve never been before. Pushing caribou and moose out. Have to go further to get a summertime bull. It started with 40 animals on Seward Pen park—and now they are on state land and we can’t touch them. Even if we dropped them down to 40 and each house got one muskox, they’ll repopulate 30 years from now. Got to be a way to open up more permits—Deering we haven’t got caribou. We like to eat meat, can’t afford this beef. As it is right now, Kotzebue gets all the permits for Deering, we can’t hunt the muskox right outside our door. Got to be a better way to regulate them. We got no meat. Thank you.

Tristen Pattee: I think it does make sense for alternative B, because that’s where they are seeing the muskox. I did have a question, Member Moto mentioned its an invasive species—are they native to this area?

Annie Carlson: The are considered native, they were extirpated due to hunting and re-introduced.

Alex Hansen: In the 50s.

Tristen Pattee: Introduced because they were native?

Kevin Moto: There’s no native history of muskox near Deering.

Alex Hansen: I think in the Seward Pen there is some history. WE wiped them out, why did we bring them back? We can dig into that history another time.

Kevin Moto: I’d like to see bones and proof.

Tristen Pattee: Is this something we could have on our agenda next time, some history and studies that show they were native. Just for our own informational purposes?
		Emily Creek: Yes. 
Elmer Armstrong: So just to go back, Kevin, what you want to do is change regulation language? Where does subsistence priority be added in this conversation?
Kevin Moto: On moose you have an RM88, anyone from the state can come in and get a muskox. And we don’t have a subsistence priority. What’s the goal of these things, 20,000 animals before we open it up? And that will take over the caribou, you know?
Tristen Pattee: We should support this proposal, because it sounds like they aren’t around—but if you do find one it won’t hurt the population. Opportunity to feed a family is always best.
Elmer Armstrong: Doesn’t hurt to go with that proposal.
Tristen Pattee: Up to you guys, if you’d like to make a motion for the proposal or an amendment? Or we don’t have to take any action at all. Up to you.
Motion to support: Kevin Moto
2nd: Merle Custer
5/5, motion carries.

[2:12pm, 10 min break 1:10:48] 
b. WP26-66: Wolves

Tristen Pattee: Their modification is to take Cape Krusenstern and Kobuk Valley out, huh?

Emily Creek: Yes.

Annie Carlson: Those two areas would remain 15, while the rest of the land would be 20.

Tristen Pattee: Ok—can still hunt wolves there.

Emily Creek: But it would not be aligned.

Wil Wiese: Keep in mind, it’s a change in bag limit and change in season dates. Functionally where this matters most is KOVA and CAKR—it matters there because everywhere else in the unit you can hunt under state regs. So essentially, the modification would essentially do nothing functionally for a hunter is this region.

Annie Carlson: GAAR portion in Unit 23 would not be excluded, just to make it muddier. This modification was written by OSM because the concern of our biologist because there is not data to support increasing it.

Tristen Pattee: But there is also a lack of data to not support it. So it goes both ways. And then, the RAC voted in support of the modifications. Any discussion on this?

Kevin Moto: Does this include trapping?

Wil Wiese: Just hunting. Under state and federal is Nov 1.

Kevin Moto: I got a concern there because if you live in these areas and you don’t know what’s up and then you end up doing the wrong thing on the wrong land, you know? Seems like it would be better to have everything aligned so people don’t misunderstand something. 

Elmer Armstrong: Just to add on, that’s why it’s important to try to know where you’re hunting.

Tristen Pattee: So, Aug and Sep would be the difference. In my experience, we are on the river, river is state managed. I don’t see—if there is an opportunity to take a wolf and you’re on federal land in that area—I don’t see why we would want to take away that opportunity. So I think we should go ahead and match. We are talking about the wolf issues in our communities. I don’t see why we would take opportunity away from residents. Do we want to support the proposal as is, I would need to hear a motion.

Motion to support as written: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Merle Custer
5/5, motion passes.

	c. WP26-67: muskrat

	Tristen Pattee: Any discussion?

Kevin Moto: Long ago they say it’s a source of meat too, have to eat muskrat once in a while. With the decline in caribou we may need to go back to that. I like the idea of having it open in case we need meat.
Motion to support: Elmer Armstrong 
2nd: Merle Custer
5/5, motion carries

	d. WP26-68: ptarmigan

	Kevin Moto: Is there any restrictions on nets?

Wil Wiese: This is just hunting. And came out of the same batch of proposals to align season and bags to the state.

	Motion to support: Kevin Moto
	2nd: Elmer Armstrong
	5/5, motion carries

	e. WP26-69: mink/weasel
	
Annie Carlson:OSM modification to exclude KOVA and CAKR—RAC voted to support as written.	
Tristen Pattee: Any data on mink and weasel?
Wil Wiese: We don’t have reason to be concerned, we don’t do surveys or have data. Trapping is not as relevant as much as it was. Again, this was seeking to align the two land managing bodies.
Tristen Pattee: I support as is in my opinion
Motion to support: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Merle Custer
Kevin Moto: when we exclude certain areas, when we pass this we are excluding those areas.
Emily Creek: As written it does not exclude any part of unit 23
5/5, motion carries.

	f: WCR26-18: Sheep
	
Tristen Pattee: Do we have data on the sheep?

Annie Carlson: In Raime’s wildlife update in the packet—most recent Baird Mountain count, the pink bars, for 2025 the population remains low. For a while, both state and federal have had closure for a while. State flies the Delongs, NPS flies the Bairds.

Tristen Pattee: Why did OSM say to rescind it?

Emily Creek: Because there is no current open hunt the closure was duplicative, but the RAC felt redundancy was still good.

Tristen Pattee: My opinion would be to continue on the closure.

Elmer Armstrong: Retain would be the word to use?

Emily Creek: Yes, retain or rescind.

Motion to retain closure: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Merle Custer
5/5, motion carries


	g: WCR26-45: Caribou

	Motion to retain closure: Elmer Armstrong
	2nd: Nellie Griest
	Discussion:
Tristen Pattee: Due to the recent news of the population of WACH, I don’t see any benefit of opening it up to Non-FQSU when we are at 121,000 and minimizing as much stress on the herd is the right thing to do.

Kevin Moto: We got to try to keep food on the table of people in this region.

	5/5, motion carries

C. Comments of Federal Subsistence Program Programmatic Review: Eva Patton

Eva Patton: Sara Taylor from SOI stepped away. Did we want to come back to this when she is available again?

Tristen Pattee: Should we vote on amending the agenda to after D (caribou) and meet on this tomorrow morning?

Motion to amend the agenda to move C to after D: Elmer Armstrong
2nd:
5/5: motion carries


D. Caribou:
	a. Herd update: Annie Carlson
	
Annie Carlson: [Quick overview of population updates and proposals we are aware of to both FSB and BOG]

Alex Hansen: We do not have a good estimate of harvest, we guess 12,000. So we would be doubling what ANS states. And should be all bulls. [Providing further proposals from North Slope] We just don’t have the population to support cow harvest. [Shares some math] We have to do this together. This herd is shared by 40 communities, we can harvest them into non-existence very rapidly.

Tristen Pattee: Its very concerning and has been for the last couple of years. Just seeing all the hunting that has been happening in my area, there’s a lot of cows being taken. The comment is ‘we need food’ and yeah, we do. But we wont have it very long if we continue this trend of taking multiple cows—especially when you see the actual calf come out of the stomach and you throw it off to the side—that is ridiculous to me. Especially if you look around, you can find bulls. Took me a little while to find some, but I did. Just taking the first caribou you see—through FB just recently there are a lot of people still taking cows. And they know the herd is declining and they know what we need to do. So I would like to propose no cows from this SRC. Of course, I don’t know if there is recommendation for the number of bulls?

[02:12:40]

Alex Hansen: I think we need to think about trying to maintain the harvestable surplus, 5800. Presumably that will go down. Maybe the biggest concern is that we have Tier II on the horizon going on the books. Which we want to avoid at all costs.

Tristen Pattee: Can you explain Tier II please?

Alex Hansen: [explains legal process for state Tier II and downsides: administratively heavy and issue with passing on knowledge to young hunters.] I feel like it will be a complete disaster. Back to your question: we need to put in a number that is reasonable. I am thinking 4 or 5—ish. This can be adjusted at BOG, but we don’t want BOG to look at it and say you guys don’t care, and get Tier II.

[Shares timeline from 70s decline and then restrictions and then increase over time.]

Elmer Armstrong: We have to show that we are doing something proactive. If you don’t do nothing, they will realize that. We need to take the action on ourselves. 5 caribou per year, if I get that and my son gets 5 caribou—that fills the freezers. You just have to think in that way. We are not even talking about elders that get elders gas. We are not even putting that in the language. 

Tristen Pattee: So what is out there now, we don’t have a 4 and 0.

Emily Creek:	Correct. To the BOG you can submit your own proposal. To the Special Action on the federal side, you can comment support with a modification to 0 cows. We can do one at a time, and they can be the same if that’s what you want. But there are a few different places we may want to comment or put a proposal in. 

Tristen Pattee: Okay. Well, for me, this herd is very important to all of us. And we need to make an effort to do what we can to help mitigate the decline. So, I think we should go with a 4 and 0. Depending on family size, you’re able to get more. If you’re a smaller family or single, you can get 4. What do you think?

Elmer Armstrong: I will comment, we haven’t seen caribou come through like they used to and we used to just get the bulls. But its freezing up, the caribou are moving later and later. There’s some now on the lower Kobuk drainage. People are hunting them with snowmachines right now on different lands, because the caribou doesn’t see a boundary. I don’t see them out there either—state, federal, NANA land—when it comes to hunting I don’t see the boundary. We are going to put a limit on an animal that we use for subsistence that doesn’t see boundaries. But we do. It is the younger generation that goes out hunting—they just say ‘this is our land’—they don’t know. I could see your point, if you carefully think about it, 4 caribou per year, when you’re out there you cant see if it’s a bull—

Tristen Pattee: I mean I hunt every spring with a snowmachine, you can definitely tell. We got scopes now a days, you can tell if a cow is a cow and bull is abull. If you don’t know there are pictures out there or experienced people how can tell you what to look for. And you’re out there on a snowmachine, you can faster than a caribou— there’s no excuse for a cow in the wintertime. I do it every year—I see cows all over the place and keep searching until I find a bull. If they can’t tell the difference, they need to educate themselves prior to heading out to hunt.

Kevin Moto: I got a comment. I got a hard time trying to justify making a criminal out of my own relatives. We’re always raised from the elders that we cannot be the boss of the elders. The animal gives itself to us. But, its the point where we’re coming to you know? In Deering we don’t see qaunnaq (fat) until February on the cows, we like to eat that too. It’s a hard choice we got to say yes or no. Got to think about it like that—not only you you’re making the choice for.  So I have a question: we are just on federal land only?

Annie Carlson: You could submit a proposal to the state and federal.

Emily Creek: For your information, if you vote on things today, I will send that to the RAC and share with them so they have that information.

Merle Custer: We should close state lands to non-residents.

Tristen Pattee: Yes

Elmer Armstrong: What we do, is not set in stone.

Merle Custer: I understand that! Even if they agree on that, everyone will get more—they won’t care.

Tristen Pattee: If the numbers get worse, enforcement will get pretty strong. That will mean no hunting. So—yeah. Nellie, any comments?

Nellie Griest: Yeah I am still here—I have no comments right now.

Jeanette Koelsch: Emily what do you suggest?

Emily Creek: So, one proposal at a time. You’ve stated an interest in: proposal to BOG with a harvest limit you are all discussing, maybe do that first. If you’re interested in a proposal to closure of non-resident hunting to BOG; and then comment and suggest a modification of no cow, like we’ve been discussing, on Federal special action that is being taken up. If the regulations are the same on each side, that is probably best for folks. So, three steps to take. And then see if there are more. 

[Jeanette writes the ideas on the white board in the room] 

And I will make sure I have all the language correct for what we turn in.

Tristen Pattee: So, we should do these three things.

Kevin Moto: What might be some other proposals. Would it be possible to keep the state lands to 15?

Emily Creek: Annie and Alex just shared a few of the other proposals we know are coming. 

[Alex shares again]

Elmer Armstrong: Which units?

Alex Hansen: 22, 23, 26A SW

Annie Carlson: The pink stuff [map] and it’s the same for the special action.

Alex Hansen: the next BOG will be in Kotzebue.

Emily Creek: It’s a bit of ways out, but this body did send someone to attend last BOG in Kotzebue, and that will be an option again.

[02:44:00]

Tristen Pattee: Do we want to put in a closer proposal for state land in 23, and 26A SW? 

Alex Hansen: Could put in the entire range of the herd if you want.

Wil Wiese: There is some value in covering the range. Sometimes groups don’t want to cover outside their area. But this is a shared herd, trying to share conservation—so there is some value in the whole range.

Tristen Pattee: Doesn’t hurt to just add it. Its ultimately the FSB and BOG after looking at all these proposals. 

Emily Creek: CAKR SRC did not have quorum but was on the same page. Will vote in a few weeks.

Tristen Pattee: That’s good to hear, ok. So, do we just decide, and then vote on it? You guys okay with 4 and 0?

[Break 10 min. 02:51:25]

Tristen Pattee: Idea BOG, closure to non-residents. 22, 23, 26A SW

Kevin Moto: I agree with that. Cows travel to 22, it may go back, never know.

Elmer Armstrong: I agree

Merle Custer: I do too Tristen.

Motion: Proposal to close non-resident 22, 23, 26A: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Merle Custer
5/5 vote, motion passes

Tristen Pattee: Now, to talk about reduction. As I said, I support 4 bulls, 0 cows. What are your thoughts?

Elmer Armstrong: BOG will decide.

Merle Custer: That wont be enough.

Elmer Armstrong: Per person, not house.

Tristen Pattee: And that gives you the opportunity to take the whole family out hunting. We have to be able to explain it. People want to spread the culture. This is an opportunity.

Merle Custer: Yeah ok!

Emily Creek: May I ask for clarity, which units?

Tristen Pattee: 22, 23, 26ASW. That way were are not impacting communities that hunt Teshekpuk Herd. It would be unlikely that it would pass.

Kevin Moto: Its real hard for me to say 0 cows.

Elmer Armstrong: It will be up to the board. 

Kevin Moto: Leave one cow you have option for a mistake. Lot of people are honest.

Tristen Pattee: The state wont make you waste that meat. And we have to think about the future of the herd. And Tier II would be no cows as well.

Merle Custer: The four bulls –how long would that thing be up there? Years? Permanent?

Tristen Pattee: 3 years for state and if its getting better  we can change it.

Merle Custer: I’ll go for this one.

Motion: Proposal to reduce harvest 4 bulls no cows 22, 23, 26A SW: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Merle Custer
Discussion:
Tristen, please include the conversation prior to the motion into the discussion. 

Elmer Armstrong/Tristen Pattee: Due to declining caribou count and the numbers from 2025 we think its important to do our best to mitigate the impact to the herd, with no cows, is the proper path forward.
5/5, motion carries

Tristen Pattee:  So last is the comment to FSB? This is from the RAC?

Emily Creek: This proposal came from the WACH WG.

Tristen Pattee: Oh ok. 

Eva Patton: They submitted this as a federal special action because we are in a fisheries cycle right now.

Tristen Pattee: Can comment to modify the cow number—same as the state land. Support with modification.

Kevin Moto: This is immediate?

Tristen Pattee: Federal and State. Federal will go into place in July—state wouldn’t go into affect until July 1 2027. We can get alignment eventually.

Motion, support WSA 26-01 with amendment to 4 and 0: Kevin Moto
2nd: Merle Custer
Discussion: 
Kevin Moto: so the two would align with what we are proposing.
Elmer Armstrong: We need to be proactive. It’s been going down every year. 
Tristen Pattee: Same comment as on the state side.
5/5: motion carries

Motion to Recess until tomorrow: Kevin Moto
2nd: Merle Custer
5/5, yes 
Adjourn for the day at 4:34pm.
DAY 2, 9am 
Tristen Pattee: Calls meeting to order at 9:01am
SRC members: 5/6 good for quorum
Tristen Pattee
Elmer Armstrong
Kevin Moto
Nellie Griest

Other:
Emily Creek: NPS
Wil Wiese: FWS
Annie Carlson: NPS
Jeanette Koelsch: NPS
Eva Patton: NPS
Jim Hans: NPS
Brendan Doucet: NPS
Hannah Voorhees: OSM
	
	Emily Creek: While we wait for Sara, any feedback for outreach on caribou?
Tristen Pattee: Sharing the WHY we shouldn’t harvest cows. And potential stricter regulations down the line.
Kevin Moto: A poster to be sent to the IRA offices, so people know.
Tristen Pattee: And of course, on the Facebook pages, because then we can reach out. If someone is willing to go on KOTZ and convey the message.
Emily Creek: And while we wait, I wanted to check in to see if there were any other BOG proposals you wanted to submit. The deadline is May 1.
Kevin Moto:	I like increasing the state quota on muskox.
Jeanette Koelsch: Letty says she can call you Kevin and help you write the proposal. We could issue more federal permits, but those lands are further away. It would provide opportunities but not help ease the population around town.
Emily Creek: To clarify, do you want to talk through a proposal as an SRC, or is that something you want to do as an individual?
Kevin Moto: I don’t know—I could probably do one.
Tristen Pattee:	I don’t live there and don’t know what the town thinks, we’d go off what your knowledge is. I am not opposed to putting in a proposal. Or the SRC could support one you submit.
[overlapping conversations occurring about process]

Elmer Armstrong: So conservation is by the number? Trying to understand---

Tristen Pattee:	The best way to do it would be to try to do it like Nome, it’s a safety issue. So maybe a letter from the community of Deering to put pressure on the state. We can get the details from Letty at some point. 

[00:31:47]

Letty Hughes: [Calls in] 

Tristen Pattee: Hi Letty—we were just discussing with Kevin on different options for the community of Deering and muskox.

Letty Hughes: [Shares some of the biology and Tier II process] I highly suggest the state be pulled into this conversation because it would be a BOG proposal. 

Kevin Moto: Okay Letty, maybe we can come up with something on the location of the hunt. And go from there.
	Tristen Pattee: Thanks Letty. Let’s move on to the next. 
E. Letter to SOI: Emily Creek
Emily Creek: [reads draft] so please share any additional comments you’d like me to add in about the region or the work you’ve done as a commission.
Tristen Pattee: Sounds good to me.
Emily Creek: After you vote, I will do one last grammar check.
Tristen Pattee: Okay any motion?

Motion to approve letter: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Merle Custer
Discussion: 
Elmer Armstrong: Just so the SOI can understand what this group is trying to do. I think they are trying to limit our interaction to preserve our subsistence rights. Just a comment.
Kevin Moto: On the muskox portion, can you add safety in there?
Emily Creek: [types it out “safety and subsistence opportunity concerns”]
Kevin Moto: Yes
5/5: motion carries 

[01:00:00; ten-minute break]
F: Permitted Projects: Annie Carlson

Annie Carlson: [Shares project list]

Tristen Pattee: About the Giddings trail, has there been any movement with the conveyance with NANA?

Annie Carlson: No, in part because we are hoping for a permanent superintendent to do the negotiations because it is a long-term plan that may involve a purchase or exchange. 

Elmer Armstrong: Shares a story about green algae on Selawik Lake

Wil Wiese: [Responds]

11. Old Business
	A. Park Updates
		a. Cultural: Brendan Doucet
Tristen Pattee: Would those new artifacts you found at the Dunes be shown anywhere?
Brendan Doucet: Yeah, we will store them in Anchorage, could bring them to villages to show.
Emily Creek:	We are also obtaining a museum case for a rotating temporary exhibit here in this building, so that is a good suggestion for objects to display. 
Elmer Armstrong: Is there concern with increase of visitors at the Dunes? Do they pay a fee.
Annie Carlson: We get reports from the local aircraft vender, so we know how many people visit.
Emily Creek: Elmer, under ANILCA, Kobuk Valley is a no-fee park. So people pay a lot of money to travel up here and fly to the park, but they do not pay an NPS entrance fee like parks in the lower 48.
Elmer Armstrong: Since he’s talking about artifacts, they are aware they can’t remove artifacts.
Emily Creek: Yes, it is a federal crime to remove artifacts from a National Park, and the pilots are aware of that too. 
Brendan Doucet: And that is a concern in other areas of the country, in the Dunes artifacts can be at the surface. But typically, when people land at the Dunes they don’t go far from the airstrip—so I am not too concerned about it.
		b. Subsistence/Anthro: Emily Creek
		c: Natural: Annie Carlson
SRC members expressed concerns about the lack of feasibility to do the bear surveys with the caribou decline and bear concerns around camps and communities.
		d. Interp: Jon Nicholson
Tristen Pattee: Can you share that application for arctic travelers? I told my nephews to apply. They are twins, so hopefully there is two of them!
		e. VRP: Emily Creek
	
10 C. Go-back | Programmatic Review: Sara Taylor, SOI

[Sara shares about the Programmatic Review]

Tristen Pattee: People see this review as a negative thing, but it is an opportunity for the program, for us to share? That’s the case, right? Any comments? No. Okay, what now?

Emily Creek: The SRC can and should draft a comment. But while we have Sara on the line, she mentioned something that was just released, the Wildlife Rule could also have implications, I wondered if we wanted her to provide a brief overview of that?

Tristen Pattee: Yes.

[Sara shares about NPS Hunting and Trapping Proposed Rule]

Emily Creek: I am curious on two things: Is there any talk of extending the comment period for this? And the second question is, since this just got published and we really haven’t had any time to digest this, is there an opportunity for SRCs to provide comments, our next meetings aren’t until fall—as the main advisory groups for the Park Service?

Sara Taylor: Great question, I cannot answer those. I don’t know about the timing on that.

Emily Creek: Thank you. I guess over half of the SRCs have already met—our meeting here is set to end in 15 minutes—I may see if members can stay a bit longer until time to check in for flights, so just curious if there was any opportunity, considering that this is kind of right at the end of the cycle and a quick comment period. Thanks. Back you to Mr. Chair.

Tristen Pattee: And this would be a separate comment from the Programmatic Review?

Emily Creek: Correct.

[02:45:30]

Tristen Pattee: This came up last week?
Emily Creek: Monday

Tristen Pattee: Jeez. Thanks Sara, appreciate your time and explaining everything.  So next, should we make a comment. Are we okay staying a little longer. That’s our only thing we need to do, right? Comment on the Programmatic Review. We can always comment individually on the Wildlife Rule. 

Emily Creek:	We have some time before the flights.

Tristen Pattee: Ten minute break? Then come back and finish this?

[Break]

Emily Creek: So, here is a draft comment that Chair Tristen and I worked on. As you can see there are blank areas, so we can take some time now to add comments from the commission. [Emily reads and we go through each bullet]

Move of OSM
Tristen Pattee: I think OSM should stay with the current move and not move back.  That takes a lot of effort. Any other comments?

Kevin Moto: With what they’ve been saying, it’s streamlining things when you’re right there with the SOI. Seems beneficial.

Tristen Pattee: Takes out the middleman. Seems more efficient.

Criteria for RAC membership

Tristen Pattee: I think it is fine as it is. As long as they are local and have the knowledge that is needed and required by the position and the due diligence is done when going through the application process. I don’t see what else can be done. They could go further to ensure residency. But you can tell during the interview process of subsistence, sport, and commercial activity in the region.

Merle Custer: Mr. Chair, I agree with you.
Elmer Armstong: The current membership is good. It was suggested from an elder that I should apply. So, it is coming from the community.
Tristen Pattee: The process is so long, that maybe some applicants forget or lose interest. So OSM holding themselves accountable when selecting these members, is important. 
 
	Membership of FSB
Tristen Pattee: The way is structured now is good, makes it an odd number for making decisions. As you mentioned, the SOI and SOA make the decision. It was exciting when the tribal seats were added, and there has not been a lot of time to evaluate how it’s going. Its beneficial to have people in there that live the lives we do and making the decisions that impact the people living the subsistence lifestyle.
Elmer Armstrong: I’ll just echo what Tristen said.
	Regulation Duplications (State/Fed)
Tristen Pattee: What’s the issue? We are in a dual system. We can try to match the federal regulations to the state as long as it makes sense and supports subsistence. I don’t see why that is negative. There needs to be the federal –dual system until the state can recognize subsistence priority. 
Kevin Moto: I like aligning certain things. I don’t know about everything, but on certain things it’s good to be aligned. 
Regulations Applicable to Special Actions
Tristen Pattee: Special actions are an important tool for this process. The only thing is there needs to be a balance on when its used and not be abused, so its really important when making these special action requests to balance data from scientists—and of course what we are seeing at home and using both avenues of information on both sides to make decisions—and not just because we want something. So we don’t want to abuse this tool, because its important for us. We don’t want to lose it. And that it can create a positive outcome for everyone.
Role of ADFG in Federal Subsistence Program
Tristen Pattee: It’s important that the state has a seat at the table and collaborate. Every single meeting I’ve been to the State has been here to share good information with us—so it’s important that they continue to have their role in the program. 
Elmer Armstrong: Even though the state verbally that they recognize tribes, they don’t. If they did, subsistence would be in state regulations. Just my comment. 
Board Policies and Procedures for Rural Determinations
Tristen Pattee: For our region, it is working. We cannot speak for outside of our area. 
Any other comments not related to one of these bullet points?
Tristen Pattee: We would request if folks who serve on RACs and SRCs be given a fair rate of compensation for meeting honorarium separate from per diem due to the amount of time and effort to attend these meetings. 
Emily Creek: [Reads back comments]
	Motion to submit SRC letter: Elmer Armstrong
	2nd: Merle Custer
	5/5, motion to submit comments approved.
	
	B. Regional Office: Eva Patton
	[No further updates] 
	C: Other Agency: 
a. Fish & Wildlife Service: Wil Wiese
Wil Wiese: wolf collaring project update
	D. Public Comment- none.
	E. Member closing comments:
Kevin Moto: I’d like to thank everyone for putting this together and pointing me to the right direction on muskox stuff.
Tristen Pattee: Yeah, thanks to all the staff for the presentations and information. Appreciate all the hard work.
Merle Custer: Thanks for this meeting, we pulled through and succeeded in getting things through—and thanks for pulling it to together for us to come down here and meet together.
Elmer Armstrong: I think this is my first in person meeting, I hope I was beneficial to help with subsistence. 
12. Adjourn @ 12:52
Motion: Elmer Armstrong
2nd: Kevin Moto
5/5, meeting adjourned.
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