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The AFN strongly endorses the regional corporation concept. The task force
bill contained a number of provisions designed to strengthen the regional cor-
porations even further through promotion of merger of villages into the apy
priate regional ¢ rations.

Following the - ct and the task force approach, the corporations are
business corporations. While initially few, if any, will be able to pay dividends,
eventually most or all will be able to and there is no good reason why this form
of organization should not be used and there are many sound reasons for it. For
example, the use of a membership corporation tends to encourage tribalism.
The ownership of property, inherent in the business corporation form through
stock ownership, tends to promote pride and independence. Of course there is a
danger that some natives may foolishly sell their stock. ‘So the Alaska State law

not permit the first holder of stock to sell his shares and subsequent hold-
rs must be Alagka N: es or descendants for 50 yea

If 'Congress finds these alienation provisions too restrictive, the AFN would
be willing to have them modified.

‘While the maximum number of regional corporations has been set at 20, the
number could be reduced to not more than 15. Reduction below this, however,
creates difficult problems because of the wide diversity of races, tribes, lan-
guages and dialects found among Alaska’s Natives. Some of Alaska’s native
people were at war with each other during the 19th century. While time is
healing these wounds, language and cultural differences remain.

‘Some persons have objected to both the village corporation and the regional
corporation concept on the ground that it will freeze the people to the land.
This could happen but the task force, composed of native leaders, is concerned
that it not happen and their formula is intended to prevent ‘“freezing villages
in history”. This was a factor behind adoption of the business corporation form.

arates the property holding and management entity from the municipal
entity which is free to incorpo under Alaska law. Benefits are not l'ex\tmcted
sis of residencv The stockholders of the corporation a
land. Neither the village corporation nor the nations
their activities to a °eo" “:nplnu area. If opportuniti
or are slender in a cular region, the regional corporation may
conduct or invest in enterprises elsewhere within Alaska and with approval of
the Commission, outside of Alaska.

Section eliminated. Under state law native

tmw or hr‘tomcal native villages. The Secretary’s

guous 'as to whether it is following this approach. If it intends

to uco nue urban native groups, it would seem difficult to extend to h

groups the land grant provisions of the act. The task force preferred to require
the urban native to enroll on the rolls of “his” village.

The rofe\wnoe to 911‘ i to vote has been chnnoed 1n view of the other

Section 14((1)._1‘119 ame dmentf, are .\elf-e\plamltmv Oth r witne es will
ive the justification. The grant will be spread over 19 fiscal years instead of the
i reduce the fiscal impact on the federal

C $500 million.

£ ion 14(b).—The apportionment has been changed in a
recommendation on regional corporatior he apportionment is based on a closed
roll.

Section 16.—The Alaska Native Commission would be strengthened by the
posed amendments hile the AFN believes that the majority of the Commiss
should be native, since the Commission will be supervising the use and expendi-
ture of private property of Alaska Natives, by this amendment we will accept a
minimum guarantee of representation. The other amendments are designed to
ensure the Commission’s Alaskan orientation and independence.

Sectio . » Propo he amendment in order to make this section effective.
As it now reads, it is unenforceable. Even 'h the amendment there may be diffi-
culties in view of the history of applications for national forest land under Sec-

i .1) of the Ale ehood Ac
ion 18(b). ¥ rneys for Alaska Native groups have fairly, for more
than a year, advised their clients to seek a legislative settlement rather than a
jurisdictional act so a suit could be brought before the Indian Claims Commis-
sion or the Court of Claims. If some Indian claims attorneys are suspected of post-
poning Indian claims cases in their own interests, such cannot be said of the




