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Clement Tillion:
Clement Vincent Tillion, Jr., born Brooklyn, New York, July 3rd, 1925.  I’m in the fisheries business, and boat operations, pilotage.  If it floats, we’ll move it.  If it competes, we’ll fight it.
Interviewer:
And where are we filming this at?  Where are we filming this?
Clement Tillion:
We are filming this in Halibut Cove, Alaska, and my library desk, which, as you can see, from the wide angle of the film is a rather littered area, and one that I prefer not having anybody else mess around with because I can find what’s there, and I’m sure if you moved a little bit of it, I wouldn’t be able to.  So to tell the truth, I’ve got things in this house that I’d love to find, and I know they’re here, and I can’t find ‘em.
Interviewer:
Okay, would you like him to direct?

Male Speaker #1:
Yeah, you’re talking to John, no matter whether I ask the question or he asks the question, you’re talking to – 

Interviewer:
We’d rather you look at me. 
Clement Tillion:
All right, that’s fine.  No problem.
Interviewer:
Are you comfortable where you are?
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, I can go on drinking my tea, we’re fine.
Male Speaker #1:
Yeah, absolutely, that’s good.  Okay, I think we’re ready to roll here, if you wanna start off, John.

Interviewer:
Well, one of the reasons we’re here is to try and gather some historical information on the fur seal fisheries during the government period, and we understand that you played a role in that on the fur seal commission.  We’d like to hear maybe how you became involved with the commission, and what your role was in the commission, and what the title of the commission was.  I don’t even know if I’ve got that correct.
Clement Tillion:
Well, I was deputy commissioner of the Fur Seal Commission starting in ’81, so I was in the last years of it, and I was back before Congress trying to notify – to get it to continue.  The United States wanted it to continue at the State Department level, but Greenpeace had gathered so much strength, and they just wanted to stop the harvest, and instead of stopping just the harvest, they killed the treaty.  They could’ve by not appropriating any money for the harvest, stopped it while still continuing what at that time was the oldest conservation treaty in the world.
Interviewer:
Which was?
Clement Tillion:
The North Pacific Fur Seal Commission and it was a very effective treaty signed by the Czar of all the Russians, and never violated by the Soviet Socialist Republic.  The communists kept it; lived up to it.  The Japanese came in during World War II, and did a little harvest, but basically the Japanese acknowledged that they had signed it years before, and it was a treaty comprising Canada, Japan, Russia and the United States, and it stopped the pelagic high seas harvest which primarily was sleeping females – which is what the canoes that they operated out of Canada and Japan would do.
Interviewer:
All of us got people who I hear you.
Male Speaker #1:
Just lean forward.

Interviewer:
So the – while we’re waiting, so was the Fur Seal Treaty, or International Fur Seal Treaty, is that what it was known by?  Is that the common name?
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, the International Fur Seal – I have it here.  I’ll get you the folders.  I still have the folders from the meeting because I still use them.
Interviewer:
If you need to get up and get something, that’s fine.  Don’t worry about it.
Male Speaker #1:
You need to be relaxed.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, well, I’m just wondering whether one was here, or whether they’re upstairs.  I could get one for you.  They’re not down here now, but I use the fur seal commission meeting from Ottawa meeting, because it came in a nice, canvas binder, so I keep it.
Interviewer:
Kind of come back to where you were.  Okay, that’s a little bit too far.
Clement Tillion:
Yes, I know – where my tea is.
Interviewer:
Right, exactly.  There you go.
Clement Tillion:
At the time that they took over - 
Interviewer:
We’re rolling here?  Yeah, that’s fine.
Clement Tillion:
Are we rolling?
Interviewer:
We are rolling.
Clement Tillion:
At the time we took over, which is really about 1914, the Czar was the first one to extend jurisdiction unilaterally to twelve miles, and the British, which controlled Canada, were alarmed that this would set a precedent that affected the Royal Navy in their transit of straits, so they came to the table determined to make some sort of an agreement with the Russians that would make it a treaty action, not a unilateral extension of jurisdiction.  That was another almost hundred years away, seventy five years away.  It stuck.  They knew that the Czar had the wherewithal to make it stick in the Bering Sea and the Far East, and as they weren’t a major presence in the sea in Europe, why it didn’t impact anybody.  It bumped into another country in the Baltic, so they came to the table determined to make some sort of agreement.  
The agreement was that we would give twenty percent of the harvest every year to Japan and Canada in exchange for them not fishing, and so they tied their fleets up, and some of them never got compensated for it either, so it showed a little bitter in Canada, or was when I was a young man still, and once you took the heat off the females, you had a chance to rebuild the stocks.  They then went in, in 1914, and on St. Lawrence Island, I don’t know what it was throughout, but on – not St. Lawrence, pardon me.  On St. Paul they went in and went clubbed 20,000 idle males just to get the herd stimulated.  
The Russian’s Dr. Zensky always maintained that if you would ever let your herd get out of balance, that is one male for twenty females as close as you could count, you could go one male to thirty, forty, fifty females, and still be on safe ground.  I think a hundred and sixty some females to one bull is the highest record we have, and still a good fertility rate.  The mating takes place as the female comes ashore before she has her pup, the two womb system that a lot of marine mammals have, and she holds the sperm until the following year at that time, so it’s a 365 day cycle.  It’s not that the gestation starts that quick, and so they went in, clubbed all these idle males – immediately almost doubled the pup crop.  
One of your major losses of pups is your idle males, the bulls that are in hopes of becoming beach masters, but very little chance of being tough enough to do it, and they attack anything, each other, females, pups, and they’ll kill ‘em, and they’ll continue killing them almost like a boar bear does to pups, and so if you wanna get maximum production, and what the Russians maintained, and I agree with, was that this was a domestic herd, much like we herd buffalo in our own southwest today, or up in the Sioux country where they have these huge ranches, and they raise the buffalo, and they keep the number of bulls in comparison to cows down, and you harvest cows when you’re running out of range, but otherwise  you only harvest bulls, and we did this, and built the herd to over a million animals.  
This was an artificial high that you can only maintain if you remove enough males to take the pressure off, but it’s no different than if you had a ranch that was well managed, and everything was working in our own southwest, and the owner died, and nobody did anything for ten years.  You’d soon have half cows, half bulls, and almost no production from the land.  The fur seal are no different.  They’re a mammal that will react almost to the same stimulus.  
People like to compare the fact that it’s going down with the fact the stellar sea lion went down.  They’re not related.  The stellar sea lion went down from predation.  The fur seal, which faces the same predation, somehow seems better able to dodge it.  They’re probably more nimble in the water, I don’t know, but what we’re having, as any biologist can tell you now, plenty of healthy males and females.  No male has ever returned to the Pribilof’s that was under twenty-two pounds when it left.  They’re of the correct weight.  They should be coming back, and they’re not.  
The only thing we can see, we’re not finding them starving on the beaches anywhere, which is when they had the troubles in Norway, and they ran out of the little sand lance.  That’s why they did have seals starving.  We have no record of any starvation on the beaches whatsoever.  They’re healthy.  They just don’t come back, and that leads you to the conclusion that predation is having it, and a number of us that are in the game feel that the predation is predominantly the larger males’ killing of pups while they’re at sea, and the fact that we, in 1914, they did do this removal of males, and it immediately doubled the pup crop, pretty well proved that this theory is, if not politically acceptable, biologically very accurate.
Interviewer:
Let’s talk about the pre-Russian period, and what’s been gleaned from the literature that exists, telling you how much of the herd was harvested during the Russian time, and how – what conclusions can be drawn from that as to the actual size of the herd before it started being managed?
Clement Tillion:
We have records of everything the Russians took from the time Pribilof found it, so it’s not hard to go back, and see that the herd size was probably approximately what it is now when they first found it in the fog and came in.  They were a little indiscriminate.  They took females as well as males.  There was a pretty bad slaughter which took it down a little while, and then the Russians woke up to the fact that that wasn’t working, and confined it to males only, and it stabilized, but it never was as large as we built it to when we made it a domestic herd.  I’d say 150,000 to 250,000 animals was probably the peak that it was under a natural state.  
When Charles Black, who was married to Shirley Temple, was doing our negotiating at the end of the Fur Seal Treaty, he said, “Well, you don’t want those fur seal, those of us that were from Alaska, because they compete for fish, and you’d just as soon see the herd go down, so why do you complain about our lack of harvest?  You know that with the lack of harvest, the population will crash.  You’ll end up with as many males as females, and you’ll soon have no production.  You’ll never have as many males as females, because the female lives about thirty years, and the male about twelve, but basically, you will have something almost on parity.”  He’s absolutely right.  It’s something we’ve all known that were in the game, but if you don’t harvest at all, you have a much smaller, natural herd than if you get in, and selectively cull, like you would on a ranch.
Interviewer:
Managed basis.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, a managed basis, and so what you had is a million animals under a managed system, and you remove the management, which is what we’ve done now, give total protection both to the male and the female, and you’re gonna have a declining population.  We in Alaska are not necessarily objecting to that.  It’s somewhat interesting to note, and you have a perfect example of Bogoslof Island to the south, down there near the Aleutians, it’s the first new seal rookery that we have any record of.  There was one way back in Spanish days in California that still has a little remnant, but they’re having a much better return.  
Now whether they’re immigrants – we know they have to be to some extent – there’s ten thousand of them on Bogoslof Island.  We closed Bogoslof to all fishing ten miles off to protect the stellar sea lion.  Ten years, it was still declining, so we closed it twenty miles off.  All you did was harass your fishing fleet.  It really didn’t accomplish anything, and in the end, the stellar sea lion left, and the fur seal took over.  
There’s now ten thousand fur seal on that island, a full rookery, and they’re having fairly good returns.  I maintain the reason they’re having good returns is that the idle male population has not grown to the level that it is in St. Paul and St. George, and I think you’ll find a stabilizing of the return, and a reduction in the number of pups that come back as soon as the Bogoslof herd reaches the same male/female ratio that you have on St. Paul.  It’s very difficult to manage a living resource when you have to be politically correct.  
We have no doubt at all that we’ve lost eighty percent of the sea otter in the Aleutian Islands to one summer’s predation by killer whales; just one summer took ‘em all.  We were looking at the fact that it’ll take about thirty five of ‘em a day to keep a bull killer whale in good condition, and therefore you might’ve had just one pod.  A dozen animals would’ve taken the whole eighty percent.  We had at Marmot Island in the Kodiak area, we have a good rookery that’s not showing the recovery it should in the area, and we had one bull killer whale go aground in Marmot Bay, and they autopsied it.  It had fourteen tags in its stomach.  They only tagged a hundred animals.
Interviewer:
And this is sea otters?
Clement Tillion:
Or this is stellar sea lion, so I mean predation is a major impact.  As it warms, your white shark that are now taking fifty percent of your elephant seal pups off the Farallon Islands will start coming north.  They’ve taken white sharks as far as Sitka.  That’s going to have an impact on your migrating fur seal, but I think that with all that other predation, they probably could still continue to grow until – if you remove the bulls.  
See, the fur harvest was always composed of – except for a couple of years where they very foolishly took some females, and had a real glitch – they’re composed of three year old males, the holos chicky, and they’re not a threat to the pups yet.  They’re not big enough.  Their fur’s in good condition and they’re not all scarred from battling with each other, and so it’s the perfect time to harvest them.  You haven’t spent too much fish to feed them.  It seems the fur seal have a slightly different diet than the stellar sea lion.  The fur seals seem to do quite a bit better on squid than the stellar sea lion does.
Interviewer:
So you think that over-fishing plays any role in this decline of the fur seal, and does it, if it did, does it matter, because what – the next – just to get you going in the direction, my next question’s gonna be, from your perspective of somebody who served in the legislature for the state of Alaska is these people that live in the Pribilof Islands that were there earning their keep, and earning a living, and contributing to the overall betterment of the world, or whatever, did so by harvesting seals.  That was their business.  That was the business of those islands.  That business is gone.  
As a person who was formerly in the legislature, those two problems are intertwined in terms of the fact that now you’ve removed an economic viability for the people that live there, and you’ve got on the other hand, conservationists saying, “Oh my gosh, the fur seal population is declining,” and you’ll hear people out there saying, “Whatever happens to the fur seal will happen to us,” as the Aleuts that are from these islands, that have lived here.  Can you just give me a little bit of your perspective on that, and those two things coming together, the economics of it, and the fur seal, and the fishing?
Clement Tillion:
Well, a certain kind of fishing can have an impact, but basically with the two million metric ton cap at the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has placed on the Bering Sea; you’re leaving 40% to 50% of the living resource untouched.  We’re under-harvesting at a drastic rate.  This was done on purpose, because the long lived species, like your rockfish, cannot take the pressure of a full fishery.  You don’t care how many Pollack you take.  Anybody’s that talking about Pollack being a viable alternative to other fish just doesn’t realize that Pollack has almost no fat.  
For a marine mammal to live, it has to have capelin, and sand lance, and these greasy fish, and like the hooligan that we call a candlefish, because you can put a wick through it, and light it, and it’ll burn after its dry, like a candle.  You need grease for the marine mammals to survive, and most of your cod, most agone days that whole species of cod, Pollack, tomcod is very low on fat.  The Eskimos that fish tomcod through the ice dry it and dip it in seal oil to get the greasy part needed.  It’s the protein.  It’s no different for the marine mammals.  
The fact that the fur seal can do so well on squid is surprising to me, because I don’t know where they get their fat, but there has to be enough of the stuff, but the idea that you can blame it on the commercial fishery is a joke.  You’ve under the stellar sea lion biops; you’ve cost the U.S. industry millions and millions of dollars totally unnecessarily.  The stocks went down like they did back in 1886.  They were down for a few years.  They’re now coming back up again.  There’s been a twelve percent increase in your western stellar sea lion, but they haven’t necessarily reoccupied the same areas as they have.  Back in the Russian days, way early, one of the first things they did with their employees was to drive the stellar sea lion off many of the rookery beaches to keep them away so – I fell asleep at the testimony years ago when I was young.  
Male Speaker #1:
Remind me – go ahead and answer what John wanted.  What I’d like to do too is on the stuff that we just went over, which I think is really – 
Interviewer:
I think you can finish it.  Were you gonna finish his critical?
Clement Tillion:
Where was I on it now?  I had gone to.
Interviewer:
We had talked about you don’t know where the fat’s coming from, the squid.
Clement Tillion:
Oh okay.  The thing is the food.  I can cover that.  Do you want me to take that one?
Interviewer:
Yeah, go ahead and take that, but what I wanna try to do is - 
Clement Tillion:
That and try to go up.  
Interviewer:
Okay.
Clement Tillion:
Tell me when to roll.
Interviewer:
We’re rolling.
Clement Tillion:
It’s not just fish that marine mammals have to have to survive.  They have to have the right component.  You can have a certain amount of Pollack in the roughage, just like the roughage that you’d have in your cereal, but you have to have the fats necessary to carry a marine mammal that either survives with fur or blubber for the insulation up there.  Pollack doesn’t have it.  It can provide a little roughage.  Cod doesn’t have it.  It’s when you’re fishing, long lining, and the killer whales come alongside.  They never take a cod off the line.  They might take a black cod, sablefish right now.  
The commercial fisheries had little or no impact on the fur seal.  I think that the fact that the two million metric ton cap is required in the Bering Sea keeps the harvest so low, the commercial leaving forty or fifty percent of most of the species there untouched, that the danger of over-fishing the Bering Sea with that two million metric ton cap is as close to nil as possible.  I think that bottom trawling too close to the island can affect the bottom.  I don’t approve of doing it too close.  I think there’s areas we need to close, and have.  The council has closed these areas.  
The reason that the stocks are going down in strictly ratio plus the fact that the stellar sea lion are occupying different areas than they used to occupy and the whole thing is moving.  You had a decadal oscillation back in 1947, they tell me.  I was a cod fisherman back then, and I’ll tell you that plenty of cod until 1949.  By 1950, they were gone.  There was the Thayer was fishing in the Bering Sea with dories, and a few of us were salting in barrels, but basically we weren’t taking any cod.  The halibut fishery was killing a lot more.  They floated for miles behind the boats because the codfish can’t be pulled up from the deep and go back down.  Its bladder expands, and it’s dead, and then the codfish came back.  
We had the king crab fishery for a few years, which is subject to cod predation, and then the cod came back, and the king crab went down, but when it came back, it came back right into the teeth of that big, distant water fisheries from all those foreign countries, from Bulgaria to Japan, Russia, and Germany, and when it came back, the crab went down.  These are natural fluctuations.  We’re going through another decadal oscillation just ending now.  It’s going to have major impacts on where the species are, which species benefits from it, which species doesn’t benefit from it.  
The fur seal I think is almost separate from that.  The fur seal is going down because you’re allowing the male to female ratio to get so far out of whack that you’re not getting the pup production back.  They’re healthy, they’re in good condition, well, that shows there’s plenty of fish.  The pups wouldn’t be leaving the island, a male over twenty-two pounds – one under twenty-two pounds has never been tagged and returned to the island, so you know you have to have it over that weight to get it back.  We’re not getting them back.  
I believe it’s that screen of idle males that kills anything around them, much like brown bears will kill every cub.  Your cause, that’s what they thought back in 1914, when they clubbed 20,000 males.  Do you want a million animals?  A million animals is a domestically managed herd.  If you want a couple of hundred thousand animals, you can just leave the herd alone.  That’s what it’ll take out.  It’ll go up and down according to decadal oscillations, and food, and all that, but basically a wild herd that’s fifty percent males is just not gonna produce what a herd that’s ninety percent females is gonna produce.  Any biologist can give you this. 
Interviewer:
Your philosophy on the conservation of – you mentioned that earlier, biology first, fishing second, I think that’s what it was, consumption, fisheries consumption should be second priority.  Can you articulate that?
Clement Tillion:
The Alaskans probably more than the rest of the United States, we took over from a failed federal system in 1959.  We had one eighth the number of salmon in Alaska that we have today.  We took over at a time of crisis, and our first Commissioner of Fish and Game had been at the Constitutional Convention when we set up the state.  He was Bill Eagan’s choice for Commissioner, and a very good one, and for instance, we closed Cook Inlet down for years to king salmon fishing.  No Indian, no commercial, no sports.  You couldn’t take one fish with a rod and reel without going to jail, and we send ‘em to jail up here.  Fish and Game violations are ranked right along with murder, and then that results where we kept it closed for years.  
Our biggest trouble came from the sportsman who said, “The streams are full.  We should be able to take one.”  You’ve got 250,000 people in Anchorage, and there’s only 30,000 fish in the stream.  No, you can’t take one.  We have built it to where now our problem is we have too many salmon.  We’re having trouble marketing ‘em all, but the important thing is the state started it with that, the Department of Fish and Game’s loyalty is to the living resource.  That is their daily wake.  They do not touch allocation.  
Allocation is done by a Board of Game and a Board of Fish that is appointed by the governor, serves a fixed, three year term, and is confirmed by the legislature at the time of their appointment, and it allocates between users and by doing it that way, you’ve divorced your conservation from the other.  We’re 54% of all the fisheries in the United States, and the reason for that was we were very lucky when the Magnusson Act passed in 1976.  
Jay Hammond was the governor here.  He had been on the International North Pacific Fisheries Commission.  He was a biologist.  Dan Evans, a conservationist, was governor of Washington at that time.  I was the governor’s assistant.  I was Lieutenant-Governor designee at that time, besides being president of the Senate, and we had a conference call with Dan, and chose who would go on the first North Pacific Council, and they were invariably those who’d been in it for years, from Washington, Ambassador Donald McKernan.  That was – Harold Locke, that had been on the first halibut commission, and with the halibut vessel owners.  
We just went through, we picked Elmer Rasmuson, who was the richest man in Alaska, and had owned the National Bank of Alaska, but he was also the financier for most of the local fishing fleet, and so he was very interested in making sure that when he gave a loan to a vessel owner, that it was on a species that was gonna last a while.  He was an ardent conservationist, not a preservationist.  He didn’t wanna stop it.  He wanted to make sure that it was actually run on a safe, sustained yield, or a little under-sustained yield, and so it was to him that we owe the two million metric ton cap that we now have in the Bering Sea.
Interviewer:
Can you just articulate – I heard you say it fairly passionately in the other room there, “My philosophy is” basically Elmer Rasmuson’s.  
Clement Tillion:
I can do that.
Interviewer:
That’s what we need for the sound bites.
Clement Tillion:
My philosophy is really quite simple.  When I went into the state legislature, I told the fishermen, “Don’t ever put me between you and the fish.  I’m going to vote fish.  I’m not just interested in you paying off your mortgage.  My great grandchildren, of which I have several, shall have fish for their grandchildren, and that means a sustained, carefully managed yield.”  The fish have to come before the fishermen, or you have nothing to argue about when the future comes.
Interviewer:
If we can move back to the Pribilof’s, and what’s going on there, because there is a relationship.  You were part of the legislature.  You were on the team that did – 
Male Speaker #1:
Commission first.

Interviewer:
The first yield commission, but then also you were in the Alaska legislature, so you come from two populations of perspective that has a certainly a legitimate way to look at the situation in the Pribilof’s that has fishing, tied with fur seals, tied with native Aleuts living there in the economic base, so you have people saying in the Pribilof’s, saying Aleuts are from there, saying, “If the fur seal goes, we’re gone.  We’re history.  We’re tied to the fur seal.”

Male Speaker #1:
That’s what they’re saying now.
Interviewer:
That’s what they’re saying now.
Male Speaker #1:
I don’t know if they said that then.
Clement Tillion:
That’s politically correct.  They’re grabbing the politically correct, because they are people of the seal.  The state, naturally looking at – from my state side, even though I was a commissioner on the fur seal, my state side was, take care of the people, but that required taking care of the resource.  The whole Fur Seal Commission was formed to rebuild, for commercial use, the fur seal, and the fact that we can’t sell the hides now is a crime, because we should be producing hides, and the thing that it was set up for was we pay 20% of those hides to Canada and Japan to not take the females on the high seas.  
We manage it; we first gave it to the Alaska commercial company.  They had two twenty year leases, who our operated even the Russian Komandorski Islands.  Americans harvested that.  Everything was done in Faulk & Company.  We were trying to maximize the number of furs produced on the island while rebuilding the herds.  We, by careful management, built the herds back to a million animals.  As soon as we started reducing the take, why, you started having problems with your management.  It’d be like you couldn’t sell all the bulls, well its okay if you cut ‘em.  Well, you can’t cut us the fur seal, so you ended up with all these males that you didn’t need.  
You should’ve killed all the males that you didn’t want, regardless of whether you had a market full of fur.  They should have been pruned out of there if you wanted to keep it at a million animals.  On the other hand, as soon as you took the fur away from us to where you couldn’t sell the hides, Japan didn’t want ‘em anymore.  Canada Hudson Bay Company no longer handles fur.  When I was a young man, Sears-Roebuck bought all my fur, and so the world changed.  We didn’t need a million animals.  We don’t even wanna manage for a million animals.  It might be that we’ll be satisfied with a normal herd of a couple hundred thousand fur seal, but if it drops below that, the only way you’re gonna get it to go above is to remove the idle males.
Interviewer:
Okay, so economically then, what’s the answer?  Do we try to re-establish the market for fur?  Is that possible, to shift human values back to where they were, and say, make it popular again, or do you say, “Okay, well, we just let that population of fur seals maintain some normal biological stasis,” and try to figure out something else for an economic viability of an island population that’s never done anything else.
Male Speaker #1:
So as part of that, is that a reasonable approach for the Native American community out there, as a sustaining economy, where other resources seem to be limiting that?
Clement Tillion:
If you – you’ve built this population of people that live on the island that are tied to the fur seal.  They’ve been abandoned by what I consider the do-good element.  They said, “Oh, we can make it up with money.”  Money doesn’t make it up.  It’ll destroy the people themselves.  To have them take some seal to eat, which they allow a harvest for, and then pour acid on the fur when its buried so that nobody can use it for any commercial purposes is a crime.  It’s one of the most stupid things the United States ever did.  Even if you wanted to keep the herd at a limited number, and not have them grow too far, the people of those islands should be allowed to produce fur.  
The fur market is again up.  The emotion has stopped the buying of fur for a while, but that fad passed.  There’s no reason that they shouldn’t take 10,000 idle males, or young, three year olds, you don’t want them by the time they get bigger, and put them on the fur market.  If those people were allowed to harvest the resas on a sustained yield basis, carefully managed, they would have an economy, and that economy would give the Aleuts of that area some pride.  What we have done to the Aleut people is criminal.  
We sent them off to internment camps in old canneries in southeastern Alaska during World War II where only old people and the newborns died that first winter.  We didn’t even take many of them back to the islands they came from.  The people of Attu never got to go home.  The people from Amchitka never got to go home.  They were dumped off at other islands.  
They said, “Well, they’re Aleuts.  One island’s the same as the next.”  To a white man that doesn’t know it is, it’s like dropping an Italian off in Norway, and saying, “Well, it’s Europe.  That’s good enough.”  What we did was criminal, and now we’re gonna compound it by putting them on welfare.  They have a resource that can easily be sustained, and they should be allowed to sell the furs that are declared surplus each year.  You let them do that, and they not only have some pride, they have an economy, they can proceed on like the Eskimo are doing with their ivory, and their other things, and you can build an economy.  
I worked very hard to get that breakwater in that harbor, because it happened when I was a fur seal commissioner, and I still was in the position of having some say on the budget, and I was on finance committee on the time, to make sure that they had a chance at an alternate economy.  When I was on the first North Pacific Fisheries Commission that I’m still involved as an advisor on, we made all the halibut of the Pribilof’s the exclusive property of the people who lived on the Pribilof’s.  We’re trying to find other economies.  
We don’t, for a minute, think that if you allowed them to harvest fur seal, that the numbers and the profit would sustain what they had in the old days.  There isn’t that market for that much fur.  We’re not ever gonna stand for the herd getting that big again.  We don’t want a million animal herd.  That’s a false one that would require harvesting males to the maximum to get it up there, and we’re never gonna do that again, but we should let them keep the animals that are surplus to the biological needs of the herd, so that they have that, and the halibut fishery, and a chance to maybe get into some of the blue crab, and stuff out there, and we wanna build an economy for those people that’s fairly broad.  We can do it if they’ll separate the heart from the head, and do things in a biological, not an emotional way.
Interviewer:
That’s great.  Could you go back now and talk about what the Fur Seal Commission was, and who was the commissioner, what was his actual function, and just say it went out of – however, went out of business.  We can tie that early stuff back to what you just said there, because what you just said there was packed full of good stuff.
Clement Tillion:
The loss of the Fur Seal Commission was one of the greatest blunders the United States made in the environmental section.  The Fur Seal Commission was organized to stop the harvest of females on the high seas, which was wasteful, and destructive, and to maximize the production of Pribilof Islands.  The Fur Seal Commission’s major purpose was to produce the maximum number of pelts on an annual basis that was possible from that farming or ranching, and we did it.  We were producing way more furs that were ever produced under Russian management.  
The Russians just took whatever was there, and eventually, towards the end of the Russian regime, they were getting a handle on the fact that you don’t take females if you want – it’s like a doe or a buck season, but they never got the production we got under management, and the management was to maximize the number of furs that we could put on the world market that had a high demand for them, and so it was totally an economic venture to keep the Canadians and Japanese from fishing on the high seas, we had to produce enough furs that they were better off taking their 20%, 10% each of the furs than they were to go out and hunt ‘em.  
Okay, the original purpose, when the Fur Seal Commission was first formed, was to maximize the production of hides by rebuilding the stocks.  The members, two of them from each nation, were to see that the policies of their nation were carried out.  We listened to the biologists of Russia and the United States.  The Russians had some very good biologists.  It was one during the communist era, the one place it was either music or biology that a person could come in to and still be politically correct.  So they had some very good scientists, and then, as the nations, as the anti-fur movement came in, and Hudson Bay gave up the buying of fur, and everything, you had a change.  
The Japanese didn’t know what to do with all the furs, because it was politically incorrect to put them on the market, and they didn’t wanna take the heat.  They’d rather sell Honda’s and Subaru’s, and you started getting a change, so you have to look at the fur seal commission in two pieces, the old maximize the production, the second, hold it at a level that was what they considered reasonable, which was way under production, then finally they closed the harvest on St. George Island totally, and continued for another ten years taking them on St. Paul, but they were taking them at a reduced level at St. Paul, so they weren’t maximizing the production.  What was interesting is St. George collapsed before St. Paul because the – but St. Paul wasn’t far behind because they were already under-harvesting.
Interviewer:
What do you mean by “collapsed”?
Clement Tillion:
The population started declining.
Interviewer:
Oh, the seal population.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, in other words, if you allow too many bulls, the cows are gonna get a difference in ratio.  We have the same thing at Nunivak Island with musk ox.  This isn’t – any biologist can give you this.  It’s what’s politically correct at the moment, and taking hides became politically incorrect, but you still were caught with all of these natives that lived there, that had no other way of life, so what do you do?  Subsidize them?  That’s mind rotting in itself.  
You’re destroying the people.  A person has to have some self worth, and so to keep up their standard of living, but we all know that this is phony, that if you just allowed them to harvest a reasonable amount, and sell it on the world market, they’d harvest according to how many they could sell.  They’d never reach the maximum that brought the herd back to a million.  I can’t see us ever doing that, nor would we want to.
Interviewer:
I think one of the issues is that some people have tried to harvest – a few people have tried to harvest, and get the skins tanned and cured, and they have to ship it off-island to do that.
Clement Tillion:
Oh yeah, Faulk & Company in St. Louis is the only place that can do it.
Interviewer:
There’s another place now.  There’s another fella in Alaska that can do it.
Clement Tillion:
Jay Green.  Or not Jay Green, David Green.  He’ll do it.  
Interviewer:
But is there a way – did you see somehow maybe – I don’t know if it’s the tanning process, but getting that process on the island, rather than shipping it off, to make the community whole in terms of actually having complete concession on the seals, including the employment opportunities is scarcity talking about.
Clement Tillion:
Well, you have to be very careful when you set up with wildlife management on a make work project.  You’re much better off to find out how many animals they can take, let them take them, and let the marketplace dictate how they did it.  In many cases, if it’s their private property, they’ll maximize the revenue from it.  If you can double the revenue by having them tanned in Anchorage or St. Louis, why should you take a fifty percent loss to have a make work project on the island that might raise the price of the fur, the cost of producing it to where there is less return to the village?  
I’d say that let’s not try that much government management.  Let them harvest that which is surplus to the needs of the herd itself, and let the marketplace take care of it.  I think that the very idea that we’re so arrogant we think that well, the way to do it with the reindeer, we should buy all the reindeer, and then let only Eskimos harvest them, instead of the Laplanders that had been harvesting them and it just didn’t work.  Most government projects fail because they try to dictate how a person will live.  
Let the Aleut harvest what he has in the Pribilof Islands, whether it’s halibut, cod, blue crab, or fur seal, and quit messing with him.  You can manage, and I never wanna give up government management.  I think that the government is the only entity that can say, “This is how many tons you can take,” or, “This is how many animals you can take,” but once they have said that, they oughta get the hell out of there.
Interviewer:
So did the – getting back to the Aleut train here, did the fur seal commission make the decision as to how many fur seals to take on an annual basis?
Clement Tillion:
Yes, they did.  But they did it only after - 
Interviewer:
Can you – 
Male Speaker #1:
Yeah, would you restate the question?
Clement Tillion:
Okay, the Fur Seal Commission, meeting together, made the decision on how many animals to take.  It was always done on the recommendations of the Russian biologists and the American biologists.  One never argued with them.  Now if the Russians didn’t agree with the Americans, why then the commission had to settle that arbitration, and the Japanese and the Canadians had as much say as anybody else.  They all had an equal say.  
We started looking for politically correct reasons why there was a decline, and it had to be blamed on man, because that was the in thing of that time, and so we had the entanglement issue, that they were going down because so many nets had been abandoned in the high seas that it was killing all these young animals that were not returning.  Dr. Zempsky blew that one when he said, “Look, we have the same percentage of entanglement.  Is it a serious issue?  Yes, but our herd is growing.  Your herd is declining.  
The only difference is we’re maximizing the take of males, and you are not, and while entanglement is something you should address because it’s a waste on the high seas that you don’t need,” and we’ve since done it, “but it is not the reason for your decline.”  That was unacceptable to the Americans.  They had to find some reason that man was at fault.
Interviewer:
When the Fur Seal Treaty was coming to an end and this is the part that I’m having trouble understanding.  The Fur Seal Treaty was coming to the end, and the United States must have known that it was coming to an end, yet the United States backed out of the fur seal business, probably due to the treaty, however, in my understanding, they allowed the Aleut community to assume that it was going to inherit the business, and within one year, they were out of business, and it was, from what I understand in talking to people out there, whether it’s their perception or not, they weren’t ready for that.  Was there any discussion about what was going to happen when the fur seal treaty went out, and how this was going to transfer to the Aleuts, and what the outcome might be?
Clement Tillion:
You had a major break at the time of the demise of the fur seal commission.  You had a major break with the administration and the votes necessary in congress to ratify, in the senate really.
Interviewer:
What period is this during the Reagan, or Ford administration, or Carter?
Clement Tillion:
I’d have to look up – I’m an old man who gets a little fuzzy on the times.
Interviewer:
I have the same problem.
Clement Tillion:
But the administration wanted to continue the Fur Seal Commission.  They were willing to face a reduced harvest, which was demanded by the green vote.  All you would’ve had to do was stop funding the harvest, and if the Americans didn’t pay for it, the percentage of harvest would’ve been pretty miniscule because the Aleuts weren’t – the Aleuts expected to take it over.  The administration wanted to give it to the Aleuts, and Greenpeace went state by state, and Senator Lugar’s the one that told me, he said, “Clem, Greenpeace will give great benefits to those senators who vote against ratifying the treaty.  I have no seals in my district, but I do have Greenpeace.  It’s a cheap vote for those of us that don’t live in Alaska,” and they killed the treaty.  
The administration did not want to kill the treaty.  It went around, and they brought some of us back there to lobby them.  That’s why I know what they said.  This is the oldest conservation treaty in the world.  Don’t throw it out.  Don’t throw the baby out with the bathwater.  You still want the biological stuff.  You still want a small harvest.  Greenpeace was no harvest and the Humane Society, I can remember that bag that was sitting there, saying, “Well, I’m a vegetarian,” and I said, “Well, if I was faced with eating vegetables or vegetarians, you’d be on my target list.”  
Interviewer:
So was there discussion in the commission – or were you involved in discussions of what would the fate of the Aleut people would be once that treaty – once the administration or the government did not support continuation of even a minimal harvest?
Clement Tillion:
I was the spokesman for them at that time, but Carmen Blondin - 
Interviewer:
Could you maybe - 
Clement Tillion:
I’m going back.  What would happen to the Aleut people when you pull the rug out from under ‘em was of great consideration.  I would say that the administration, Carmen Blondin was representing the United States State Department at that time.  He’d been the lawyer when we did the twelve mile limit years ago for the coast guard.  He understood what this is doing to the Aleut people, and I as the state representative was furious over it.  This was an unnecessary pain inflicted on a people without profit.  
Why are you doing this to the Aleut people?  Give them the operation you’re allowing under the Mammal Act, the Eskimos to continue harvesting walrus, and seal, and all of that, why are you thus depriving the Aleuts of theirs?  The argument was, “Well, the Aleuts never processed their own like the Eskimo did.”  Kind of a lousy argument, they weren’t allowed to.  It was a self-fulfilling prophecy.  
You never let them do it, and so there were – the administration wanted to let them do it.  Greenpeace and the Humane Society wanted to end it, and we’ll just put the people on welfare, and pay them.  Well, they put them on welfare, and it hasn’t done them a bit of good.  They gave ‘em some money.  Money doesn’t replace a way of life, and we’re still stuck with the largest Aleut community in Alaska, stuck on an island that you won’t let them earn a living on.  There’s plenty of resources there if you’d let them do it.
Interviewer:
We haven’t made the connection, but what you’ve provided is really interesting, but I still haven’t made the connection.  What was going on – there was an impression that the United States, at least people accuse me of being a representative of the United States, NOAA, of leading them down a path to say, “We are going to back out of the fur seal business, and we are going to hand you the infrastructure, and you are gonna take it over, and continue to sell these skins,” but within one year, with their intention of running a business, within one year, it folded.  What caused that to collapsed just like that?
Clement Tillion:
The collapse of the end of the Fur Seal Commission was very messy.  The administration had some sympathy for the natives living on the island, and because it was unacceptable for the United States government to in itself run a butcher shop, killing these animals, that they would get out of it, and turn it over to the natives.  The administration wanted to do that.  They were, right up to the last minute, preparing it.  They never thought that they couldn’t get 51 votes in the Senate.  They were trying ‘til the last minute, and Greenpeace, and the Humane Society won, and there was only 40 some votes for ratification of the treaty, and it was over like you’d shot a bull through the head.
Interviewer:
With the failure of the treaty to be signed, did that, under the Marine Mammal Protection Act, or something, did that say that no seals could be harvested?  Is that what -?
Clement Tillion:
That’s what happened.  
Interviewer:
Could you say that though?
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, what happened, when they lost the treaty, any market arrangement that the United States government had ended.  The administration was sympathetic, and came to us, and the states, and said, “Can we help you somewhere else,” and we pushed for a breakwater, and tried to get into the fisheries, and everything, but you actually had people that were coming up in the structure of NOAA, that were determined to go along with the greenies, as I call ‘em.  The entanglement issue was so phony it was a three dollar bill.  We knew this.  The people that stood and said what I’m saying now, that you had too many bulls, just got replaced, or sent somewhere else.  There was a concerted effort to end the harvest totally.  They didn’t even want to allow the harvest for subsistence that’s now allowed.  
Interviewer:
Now who’s “they” now?
Clement Tillion:
I’d say the green organizations, Greenpeace - 
Interviewer:
Greenpeace, the green organizations - 
Clement Tillion:
The green organizations that were for it, now the Audubon Society was on the other side.  They were supporting ratification of the treaty.  They did not want to lose the treaty.  They thought it had been very beneficial, and we should keep it.  Many of your real conservation societies were for it.  The emotional societies were opposed to it, just the very thought that you would kill another living creature type thing.  They had great power in Congress for a little while.  They don’t have it anymore, but they had it for a little while, and I’d say it was very destructive to the management of the living resources.  
The Mammal Act gives us real heartburn here in Alaska.  We’ve got an overpopulation of walrus.  We’ve got an overpopulation we have in this area of sea otter.  We very foolishly transplanted, at state expense, a bunch of sea otters in southeastern Alaska to provide employment in the winter for our native people living along the coast, and then the Mammal Act passed, and you couldn’t kill them, and they’re wiping out the Dungeness crab and the abalone, and people are saying, “You brought these damn things here,” and they’re producing like mad.  People don’t realize, a fur seal for instance, they have no breeding season.  It’s just an endless production.  It’s like rabbits.  You ask an Alaskan about a fur seal, and he looks at you, much like an Australian does when you talk about rabbits, and so the thing is that we never thought that our government would double cross our people like the Aleuts were double crossed on this fur seal end.  
Male Speaker #1:
Doesn’t get any better, John.  
Interviewer:
Now we need to take a break, because I need to rethink my role.  Do you need some time to –?
Male Speaker #1:
We’re rolling.

Interviewer:
When did the – one of the reasons I’m there, and I’m trying to get this on film, but one of the reasons I’m there was because this transition from the United States to the local people included the transfer of property.  There was the ANCSA, the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act back in the ‘70s, I think, which allowed certain native traditional lands to be handed over to - 
Clement Tillion:
I’m well aware of it.
Interviewer:
Okay, I’m just trying to form a question.
Clement Tillion:
But I can’t give you the dates now.  I’d have to go somewhere and look those dates up.
Interviewer:
I’m mostly interested in philosophy, not so much the date.  So the United States – this is what I’m being told, so there’s a hiatus that I don’t have a good grasp of – pulled out, just like in Vietnam, dropped the flag, ran off the island, this is what I’m understanding, in ’83, left everything basically behind, records, photographs, all kinds of things.  Aleuts tried to take over in ’84 to run a commercial fur sealing business.  By ’87, there was still this obligation by the United States that you alluded to, to transfer, and I think this was under ANCSA, to transfer lands that the government no longer needed, and there was an agreement that was drafted that NOAA, or the Department of Commerce was supposed to sign, which allowed for this to take place.  
There was an interim period in which the Aleuts were supposed to be able to use those lands, but the United States had to clean up those lands, and NOAA never signed that agreement.  Now they were obligated, I think, under ANCSA to transfer the – what they call three withdrawal lands, but there was further negotiations to firm up how that would be done in this agreement between the locals and NOAA, and NOAA didn’t sign it, and the locals signed it, and it caused more problems in ’87 and ’88, which are affecting activities out there as of today.  
Clement Tillion:
You brought it up.  We abandoned the Aleuts, much like we abandoned South Vietnam when we pulled out.  They just yanked the rug out, and left.  There was great division within the United States government.  Some people feeling that we had a continuing obligation, and tried to fulfill it.  Others said, “Well, you can fulfill it, but you can’t kill anything.”  The radical faction, as I call them, that were against any bloodshed, or any harvest, actually pushed through stuff to where the natives that took their own subsistence seals to eat were not allowed to keep the hides because they hadn’t traditionally tanned hides.  They’d always sent them to Faulk & Company.  
You had such a division in the United States government, and it came, a lot of with pressure from congress, from the senate, who if you came up with the wrong answer on why they were having problems in the Pribilof Islands, if it wasn’t politically correct, the guy got transferred to where you had people in the mammal lab that I was dealing with on the issues were so nervous that they would come out with stuff, and I’d say, “Shush, you know that’s wrong.  It can’t be correct,” he says, “I’m only forty.  I’m not ready to retire yet.  If I come up with the wrong answer, I’m history,” and so what you started doing was getting biostitutes instead of biologists, and the first thing you know, the administration changed, and they just flat abandoned the people.  
They had commitments that those that were dealing from the top had told the people, and then you had people that were at the lower echelon that were gonna outlive the elected officials, just stonewalling, and the Aleut got caught in between.  I was able to get – they gave ‘em $21 million, I think, or something like that for the transition, which was perfectly adequate, more than enough, and then they wouldn’t give them the tools necessary to make the transition, and so the $21 million drizzled away just keeping the standard of living up without producing anything.
Interviewer:
What would the tools be?
Clement Tillion:
The tools were allowed to harvest and sell.  No other tool really has any value to the Aleuts.  You have to be able to use the resources that are on your island as you see fit, much like you would – you start telling a rancher how many cows he can run, that’s okay.  You can not overgraze your ranch if you have leased land, but as soon as you tell him how many bulls he has to have versus how many cows, or you can’t sell any of the beef off this island, or off this ranch, you’ve crippled him, and actually, by not allowing the Aleuts to harvest and sell seal hides, you pretty well put the bullet through their head, and it was known at the time, and there was some that thought we had an obligation, and Stevens tried to keep money coming in there to keep them alive until we came to our senses, and did the right thing.  
Whether it’s salvageable or not now, I don’t know.  You’re losing the skilled people that once knew how to do it.  They’re dropping off the end of the conveyor belt just like I’m soon going to, and you might’ve made a self-fulfilling prophecy, these natives are too stupid to do it anyway, so why couldn’t you turn it over to them, and then you hold it long enough to where they’ve lost all their skilled clientele, and then you turn it over to ‘em, and they can’t handle it.  You’ve made a self-fulfilling prophecy.
Interviewer:
Well, I’ll tell you, what I’ve been told is that some of the children now are saying, “Dad or grandfather did this?  What was this about fur seals?”  The children are – have no perspective now, some of them anyway, on their heritage.  It’s what you’re saying.
Clement Tillion:
That’s what I’m saying, that’s very common.  I’m dealing with the Aleut people of which this is one group, and when they remove them from the Aleutian Islands, many of the kids didn’t come back, and about a third of the Aleut people no longer live in the Aleutians.  They’re house Aleuts.  They’re of no value to somebody like me that’s trying to develop a fishery in the Aleutian Islands, and I need seagoing Aleuts.  Man, I’ll tell you what, the ones that are raised around Atka, and Sand Point, and Dutch Harbor, they’re good.  They’re seaman, like the dumb Aleuts long since have drowned.  What you’ve got there are good, but I’ve got so many house Aleuts that have a vote, and have a say, that it’s very difficult to build a fishery.  What I need desperately is more breeding age females; I need another generation of seagoing Aleuts.  We could take back the whole Aleutian Islands from that damn federal government if we had enough Aleuts to do it, under ANLCA.
Interviewer:
What’s that?
Clement Tillion:
Well, you’re allowed traditional occupation on anything for the harvest of something, but only an Aleut can do it.  If we had that, we can just start oozing out of these islands.
Interviewer:
You said ANLCA?  Is that an acronym for something?
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, that’s the Alaskan Native Lands Claim Act.
Interviewer:
Oh, okay.
Clement Tillion:
That’s what it’s known as in Alaska, as ANLCA.  For instance, they just turned over Adak Naval Base in the Aleutians.  It’s a whole town, McDonald’s restaurant and everything, but it’s a good port, and it’s got an ILS airport, and the Aleuts hired me as a consultant to – because they got out – they decided that they would take it.  The government didn’t give it them.  The government made them buy it with other lands elsewhere that they traditionally held, and they could already afford the north end of the island, because that’s – they couldn’t give up much more land.  
There weren’t that many Aleuts.  It’s a success, but anybody that thinks that it was given free has to take another think.  They said, “You have a billion and a half dollars worth of infrastructure.”  So what?  You’ve got 300 people there.  A town with 7,000 people, you’ve given them a white elephant.  The hotel is falling in, and who cares?  
They’ll save a few houses, and they’ll build a very viable thing, but what they hired me on is the Aleuts got this, then went out to go fishing, and found out that all the fishing allocations have been given to someone else, and that they had no way of making a living, and so that’s when they came – one of them recommended that they knew I was sympathetic to them.  I had been a fur seal commissioner.  I felt the Aleuts had gotten a dirty deal, and that they hired me to come back because I knew Senator Stevens, and I knew how to input, and I had been chairman of the North Pacific Council, and I’m willing to do it because I believe that they have the right to live.  
There’s people that said, “But we pioneered the fishery,” well, I go back to Wally Hickles’ thing when he told me to get the CDQ community development quota thing for the natives.  It is unconscionable to believe that people that have been there 8,000 years, standing on the beach while somebody else takes all the resources, get ‘em involved, and so that’s what I’ve been hired for.  We’re doing fine.  It infuriates me in the Pribilof’s that you won’t allow them to do the only thing that they should be doing.  
Actually, it’s not the only thing.  There’s other resources, but if you had the fur seal as one leg, and then develop the small fishery out of that, and they’ve got some processing plants, the stocks will go up and down in their area.  You’ll have a decadal oscillation that will pass.  You’ll have a warming, the world changes constantly.  We’ll be fishing further north each year as the world warms.  I don’t happen to think this is anything you could stop.  Mankind is probably at fault for some of it, but we’ve been warming for the last 10,000 years, and we had a little setback in the year 1000, the little ice age, but that’s almost – we’re almost back to where it was before then.  Is it gonna change drastically?  St. Paul and St. George are in a good position resource-wise if they could use what they had without government intervention.  
Interviewer:
But what about government intervention in developing an infrastructure such as harbors?  St. George harbor is not something that most people seem to be thrilled about going into.  Does it requires government intervention for that or not?  You don’t have to - 
Clement Tillion:
Some of this I’m not gonna put on tape.  Separate groups on St. Paul that fight with each other constantly, and they’re paralyzed.  To have given away that lagoon to the greenies for birds when that was where our small boat harbor was gonna be, we’d have come in there, we’d have dredged that out, we’d have had our wafts and docks for small boats in there.  We need another – is it padme, is that the one that comes across?  
We need a breakwater across there so that you don’t have an echo coming into the harbor where it hits that bluff and comes in.  You need another way.  We were well on our way to doing that.  I’ve worked very hard to get that harbor that they have – remember when I first went out there, the fur seal commissioner, there was no harbor at all.  You skimmed bydars to bring the – which were made of stellar sea lion hide, not of – and today they have a harbor that’s not good, but a light year ahead of anything else.  I can’t say it’s all NOAA’s fault, or all – the Aleuts were double crossed as a people, treated badly.  
I can’t say that the continued troubles on St. Paul are all the white man’s problem – the natives themselves splitting into three separate factions, the village, tanagousay, the tribal council.  The same six hundred people elect all three, and why they don’t elect one instead of three I’ll never know, but I’ve been in Alaska almost sixty years now, and if you think I wanna get crosswise to native people’s tribal problems, I don’t.  I’m a gussick that’s gonna stay a little way’s away from that, but they want me to give ‘em a hand, I’ll give ‘em a hand.  
All I’ve ever asked on St. Paul was that you give me one voice, that I won’t go to work or do anything for you as long as it’s three separate voices that say, “Go that way.”  But in all honestly, if you don’t give them the right to develop their own resources, you’ll never find out whether they have the wherewithal to solve their problem.  Someday, if you gave them the rights to do it, a real chief would come along, and they’d all go in the same direction, and they’d only have to do it for a little while, and they’d be self-sufficient.  
Interviewer:
Just say that again.  Can you say, “Can they make it?”  Okay, go ahead.
Clement Tillion:
Can they make it?  I’d say the odds are against ‘em.  They probably can’t make it, but if you don’t give them the right to try, we’ll never know.  
Interviewer:
Talk about how you grew up in Long Island a little bit and how you went off to - 
Clement Tillion:
Well, I don’t know what value does that add to - 
Interviewer:
Well, it doesn’t matter so much maybe today, but if this ends up in archives – 
Male Speaker #1:
John’s a historian.

Interviewer:
Fifty years from now, you might become considered an important figure back in Alaskan history.  

Male Speaker #1:
Hell, if you were running for president right now, I’d vote for you.  I swear I would.
Clement Tillion:
I’m gonna vote for Bush.
Interviewer:
So now you’re gonna vote for Bush.  It’s been decided.
Clement Tillion:
Well, I can’t go with Kerry because the Pew Foundation, and his close association with them.
Interviewer:
With who?
Clement Tillion:
The Pew Foundations of the oceans thing.  Not the Oceans Commission.  That was government, and that has some things I don’t like, but it has some things I like, but the few foundations, one that came out ahead of time, and all the flap about it, and they’ve got a couple of introductions with bills on it.  It would take the voting majority away from the North Pacific Council here, and it would move the bureaucracy to Washington, DC, which is the very reason that it failed in the ‘50s.  We would lose our resources.  We’re already losing it through the stupidity of our legislature not willing to change the Constitution a little bit, but we’re really hurting.  
The Mammal Act, all these things are taking – we wouldn’t have taken statehood without Fish and Game authority.  They didn’t have the vote for statehood.  We took it only when they offered to give us the wildlife as ours, the exception being halibut, which there was a treaty, and fur seal, and we were to take the management of all living resources, so we’ve already been double crossed by congress promising it, giving it to us, and then taking it back.  The Mammal Act was the first take back, and now the subsistence harvest, they’ve taken that back again too because we wouldn’t change our Constitution that says, “You can’t give any particular person a preferential right.”  
I’ve got a mixed race family here at Thanksgiving.  I’ve got kids that are part Alaskan native and have the right to hunt seals, and I have kids that were born here that aren’t part native, and they don’t have the right to hunt seal, and if you think that I like these goddamn racist laws that our congress passes, I don’t.  I would like a truly colorblind government, and I’m a mixed racial family, and you try explaining why little Gus can’t, but little Willie can.
Interviewer:
That just breeds interracial - 
Clement Tillion:
It just breeds the trouble.  I don’t want any special rights.  I don’t want any special rights for my kids, but if you’re gonna give it to one, give it to all.  Now that doesn’t mean that I didn’t support Judge Bolt’s decision in – down in Washington and Oregon, because those fools signed a treaty that said, “The citizens of Oregon and the citizens of Washington shall, when allocating fisheries resources, allocate to the Indians,” and they named the tribes, “the same resource that they’ve always taken,” and they had to settle for 20%, and Slade Gorton was the attorney general, and said, “But they’re only five percent of the population.  Why should we give them twenty?”  
They took it to court.  The treaty was very plain.  The judge gave ‘em 50%.  Now they’ve got a real problem, but the decision was right.  Those fools didn’t live up to their obligation, and I believe in a treaty obligation, you live up to it.  Now what you do to correct that, I don’t know.  We don’t have that here except the federal government says North American aborigine.  We had Seminoles up here collecting sea otter skins because they were North American aborigine, but my grandchildren and great grandchildren – some can, and some can’t.  
I don’t like that, and I would like to – I, if I had my way, dissolve every national forest and turn it over to the state.  Why should Texas, who entered as a free and independent nation, and the federal government got no lands except those they bought, like from military reservations and stuff.  There’s no federal land in Texas.  75% of Nevada is owned by the federal government.  Why?  What are they doing in Nevada?  They oughta get the hell out of there.  It should belong to the people of Nevada.  
The Tongass and Chugach national forests should belong to the state of Alaska.  Number one, we’ve proved with our fish that we can handle it better than you can.  We wouldn’t have this bark beetle at station and stuff.  We’d have gone and done something about it.  Well, I wouldn’t count that.  We might be just as stupid as they are, but at least it’s us.  I don’t think I should have any say in what Connecticut does in Connecticut.  Why should Connecticut have any say with what I do in Alaska, especially after New England did such a lousy job with their fishery.
Interviewer:
They did.
Clement Tillion:
They had too much power.  
Interviewer:
The council did, right?
Clement Tillion:
The political, they can always go to the Senator and Congressman, and - 
Interviewer:
Get them to do what they wanted.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, but the council started off with the wrong premise.  We were lucky.  We had a good governor.  He was a Democrat, Bill Egan, who chose a good man, and stuck with him, and if the governors of the various New England states wanted to solve the problem, they could do it easily, but they used the council seats as perks instead of tools.  We had a governor here that did that one time.  He couldn’t decide on the hairdressers with which group to go with, so he gave one seat to one, and one to the other.  Did that with all the boards and commissions and totally paralyzed the state.  The governor’s supposed to decide which way you wanna go, and put people on that’ll go that way, otherwise forget it.  You’re not governing, you’re just running a popularity contest to keep yourself in office.
Interviewer:
Which is what most politicians do today.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah.  I only won by 32 votes the first time I won.
Interviewer:
Could you just give a little bit of your background then in the - 
Clement Tillion:
I started off in territorial days.  I was interested in fisheries management, so I started off with a contract with the University of Southern California and king crab.  What it was is we started the king crab fishery, and didn’t know about king crab.  The Japanese had always harvested that, and mithgarthas government was translating whatever they found in the biological field, and I got a hold of Maragawa’s stuff on king crab that he’d done, and – late 1800’s stuff.  
Very good biological work, and then I got the translations from Vinagratta, Ven rumenyaseth, who Vinagratta got killed by the Germans, but Rumenyaseth became head of the fisheries, and his son is one of the bigwigs in gladofosk stock area now, and started studying it, so when they had a king crab research project, Dr. Norman Wilemofsky, that later went to the University of British Columbia, was head of NOAA’s Nimps, what it was.  Well, I guess it wasn’t even that.  It was Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, the reorganization of NOAA hadn’t happened yet.  
So I took a contract with them for several years, tagging king crab, and doing other biological studies, and then I was still commercial fishing, and was on the board of directors of the Fishermen’s Association, and even though I was a Republican, while nearly everybody else was Democrats.  I got better prices for the fishermen than other people did, and then statehood came, and the second time around, they did elect a Republican, Leo Rhodes, whose wife got cancer, and he decided not to run.  
It was the state house or assembly, as they call it in some places, and he filed my name, and he was so popular with the Republicans that no one filed against him, so I work up on the closing date to find out I was the only name on the ballot on the Republican side, and that I was running against an old family friend that had been in the first state legislature, Allen Peterson.  We were both Masons, both Lodge members.  It was the cleanest – actually, he was an old man, nice old man, and I just set a pace that was faster than he could keep up, and just took off for six weeks, Diana driving the car, and backing up for miles on these dirt roads.  
We had a huge district then, and I just covered enough country, and then with the fishermen’s vote, I had a substantial vote.  I think one of my finest quotes as I was campaigning in the grocery store in Seldovia, and I heard a couple of guys on the next aisle that didn’t know I was there, saying, “Who are you gonna vote for,” and saying, “Oh, I guess I’ll vote for Tillion.”  One of them says, “He’s a son of a bitch,” and the other guy says, “Yeah, I know it, but he’s ours.”  It gives you a humble feeling.  What are you gonna do?
Interviewer:
I don’t know.  If she’s gonna sit here and join us, I figure she’d sit here and join us.  Are you gonna keep talking about your history, then - 
Clement Tillion:
Well, she should talk about it too.  Yeah, come and have a seat.
Interviewer:
Right, have a little interjection there.
Male Speaker #1:
Is it possible to fit ‘em both in?

Interviewer:
I probably can.  You don’t want to?

Diana:
I don’t need to do that.

Interviewer:
We don’t have to – midge try to explain at least my philosophy on this.  We would like to take some of your excerpts.  If it fits into the documentary that we’re doing, and let you look at it, and make sure that you’re not feeling like you’re offending yourself or somebody else by whatever you said, and then take the tape essentially, and put it in an archives, and make it available in the future, so it’s not like you, Diana, have to be included in much except you would be recorded for some future time where somebody – I think your combined contributions, because obviously behind every great man there’s a great woman.  If you ask my wife that, she’d say, “The only reason there’s one great man is because of a great woman.”  
Male Speaker #1:
That’s what my wife would say.  I wouldn’t be here, I can tell you.

Diana:
Well, I’m a political wife.  When you’re a political wife, you’re the fly on the wall.

Interviewer:
I know, but everybody knows that it’s the political wives that really keep their husbands in the position they’re in.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, I don’t think doubt then, and she has a story of her own, that she came up on a ninety footer to a man in esco valley in the ‘30s before World War II, and she’s written several history things, and written one on the fisheries that you might wanna take a copy with you if she’ll give you one, and so I think you need to get her to go over to the studio, talk, and then if you want to tape her separately, do so, because the thing is, I butt in too much, and you wouldn’t get adequate - 
Interviewer:
Okay, so your name got on the ballot and - 
Clement Tillion:
I got – Leo Rhodes filed my name instead of his own, and suddenly I was on the ballot, and then we took off on a campaign, and Allen Peterson, the man I ran against, had been in the first state legislature, and he was a fine old gentleman, and a fellow Mason.  We were in Lodge together, so it was a very clean campaign, I just set a pace that an old man my age now couldn’t keep, and Diana drove, and I slept, and we went - 
Interviewer:
Diana’s your wife?
Clement Tillion:
My wife, Diana drove me everywhere, and I slept.  She backed up sometimes for miles I think, to get these homes dead roads that you get in there, there’s no place to turn around because the guy’s truck is parked there, and I was two votes ahead, and then there was a recount, and then they found a whole bunch of illegal votes in one of the villages.  They were people that were long dead, and they had done something very foolish is they had no Republican votes, so there was no way the court could say, “Well, we don’t know who voted on which way.”  They were all one way.
Interviewer:
Which looks suspicious.
Clement Tillion:
That looks suspicious, so they threw out a bunch of them, x number, and so when the final recount was in, I had won by 32 votes, and the legislature, and the house was tied 20-20.  There’s forty members in the Alaska state House of Representatives, and so I went to Juneau, and organization, and all that flap, and we stumbled along through that legislature, Bill Egan was governor, and I really liked him.  He was – there wasn’t the animosity we’re having now.  
I think the thing that was interesting is that there were – you have the same amount of dumbbells in anything.  As I once said, “The legislature’s is a true cross current of the population of your state.  You don’t realize how shabby your neighbors are until you look at who they elected,” and – but there’d be a few on each party that would sit down and work out the things that the state had to have.  I can remember one time the leader of the ice block, Blodgett voted against the governor’s budget on a final passage, and all the Republicans had voted against it because it wasn’t there, and suddenly realized it was going down, and I watched as three Republicans stood up and said, “I have no respect for a man that would do this to his governor when he’s in a bite.  Please change my vote from no to yes,” and the Republicans just cancelled out the turncoats and left the governor with his budget.  
Then the next year, Goldwater was on the ticket statewide, and only four of us got re-elected.  They had become Republicans, which was very beneficial, because politics is really only a step away from war, and the higher the mortality, the quicker the advancement, so you get your seniority according to who fell.  It’s the same way in the national politics, the higher the mortality that you survive, the quicker you get the seniority that gives you the power, so I served in the legislature for several – and the house for several sessions.  I never was one to head for resources committee and the other stuff they expected the fishermen for.  I went to judiciary and the places that had second committee referrals finance something that had power, and not lots of say, and then when Hammond was elected, he appointed the state senator from this district, because his chief of staff – 
Male Speaker #1:
(Coughs)
Interviewer:
That’s okay, don’t worry about it.
Clement Tillion:
And I became a senator and stayed in there for a couple of terms, and was president of the Senate when a lot of this stuff came through, so I went through from the early days of statehood right on through to the end of the oil boom, and all of that, and was there at the same time I was serving on that, I was state department advisor starting in ’64, I think on extended jurisdiction.  When the national advisory committee on oceans and atmosphere was formed, when NOAA was formed, I went on the first one of those.  
Howard Pollack, that used to be our Congressman, was now deputy director of NOAA, and he knew me from the legislature, when he’d been my state senator, and that was pretty heavy.  I got very friendly with Arthur Godfrey that used to come here for his summer vacations.  He was a real kick.  People think of him as an entertainer, which he was, but he was a flight instructor back following World War I, and I can remember flying around Alaska with him, and he’d come on there.  They’d all know who he was, even up here, because his letters were November Mike One, and when I was at Leesburg, at his place one time, he showed me his first flight thing on the wall signed by head of federal aviation, Orville Wright.  So it was – and with Ed Link, and - 
Interviewer:
Now there’s a character.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, oh wasn’t he a kick, and Bob Barr.
Interviewer:
He hooked up with Johnson from Johnson & Johnson, and built that – the whole Harbor Branch organization, all the submarines, and - 
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, he lost his son while I was there, trapped down in there, an admiral.  Snivey came in and said, “I have bad news for you, Ed.  Your kid has taken the sub below any level we have, and he got hooked in the rigging, and I can’t get him.”  He said, “I can get the sub, and if he was in the other compartment, I could save him, but up where he is, he will die of hypothermia in about four hours.  Do you wanna talk to him?  I have him on the phone.”  
So he went out and talked to his boy who was doomed, because they had to fly a rig out from the west coast, and – to get down there, and they just couldn’t do it fast enough, and they disobeyed orders, and gone below depth, and they had a snap which was to hook to lift them out on the cable, and the snap hooked on a stay on a sunken destroyer as they went by it, it brushed and locked, and there they were.  No way to get loose, and – but they were – General George, who founded Eastern Airlines that’s now gone, and plural senior vice president of mug oil.  
It was a lot of nuclear physicists like our chairman, Bill Nuremberg, that was head of scripts, and so for a young fellow, it was a very heady time.  You were a GS 18.  They handed you TR books and first class anywhere you wanna go, just go look at it.  Here, you wanna see it?  Q clearance, you were cleared for everything, went down to look at the deep dive submarine dolphin that was putting out the arrays in the Pacific and the trias, and at the same time, I was with the state department, I still have my state department passport, official passport, and my clearances for the embassies.  I can stay at any military billet.  
When we were in Tokyo, I stayed at the Sono.  Some of Diana’s paintings are from there.  I was on the Russian negotiations, on the Japanese negotiations.  It was a heady time.  At the same time, I was a state legislator, and then in 1980, Hammond offered me director of international fisheries and external affairs, and they’d closed the office in Copenhagen, but we still had one in Tokyo, Taipei, and Seoul, so I took over, and that was probably the worst strain, the toughest part on my wife, because somebody asked me where I lived.  It was Seat 2A.  
You have a meeting in Europe, and you’d fly directly to Nigata, Japan, and to go to Habaras, Siberia, and from there, the State Department was always saying, “We want you to come back to Washington for the briefing,” and I said, “Now what are you gonna give me on a briefing?”  “Well, we wanna talk about it.”  I said, “You’d better talk to it because I’m in Alaska, and Habaras is right across the puddle.  I could be there quicker than you can get here.”  So I had a lot of fun.  We went around Japan, traveled around.  I took the governor around.  My Japanese isn’t good, but there wasn’t much choice when you get out in rural Japan.  
My Japanese was all we had, and sometimes like the Japanese numbers that have different names for whatever you’re buying, like strawberries, or different little strawberry shotcut, you’d just learn to say the toes, which go to ten, and then, “May I have two more,” and they’d laugh, because they know you don’t know how to say it, and then they explain to you.  
You can have a lot of fun, and then I went on the – when the Magnusson Act passed, I was in the U.S. Congress Gallery the day it passed, and then I went on – I was an advocate of limited entry while I was in the legislature, and ’76, when the Magnusson Act passed, I sold all my fishing gear, because I intended to try and reorganize the fisheries of Alaska, and I didn’t want somebody saying, “That’s because you’ll make so much money by doing it,” so I just got rid of all my fishing gear, and I am a supporter of individual, transferable quotas.  
I don’t believe that you can have unlimited entry into anything without doing a disservice to the people that own the resource, the general public, that if you aren’t reading history of Abe Lincoln’s charge through his first secretary of agriculture, your job is not to protect the American farmer, to make sure the masses have cheap food.  That stuck with me.  I think if the product belongs to all the people, that we actually should have a royalty on fish, and that you should – that private ownership is the best approach, and that government should manage and regulate, but not operate.
Interviewer:
You want me to shut her off for a moment?  
Male Speaker #1:
We need to stop for a turkey break.  

Interviewer:
So you – I don’t know if he’s rolling or not.

Male Speaker #1:
He is rolling.

Male Speaker #1:
Do you believe that – I think you put it the individual fishing quotas – that person should have that right to transfer?  Is that what you’re -?
Clement Tillion:
If you don’t have the right to transfer your individual quota, you have no conservation ethic to protect it.  If it’s the only thing you have for retirement you leave, and the way we wrote ours for our halibut in Alaska is the person on the boat had to own it, so you couldn’t have absentee owners.  This works in a small boat fishery.  It wouldn’t work on a big one.  You had to go to a different system.  
It doesn’t work in every system, but properly done, it can give you a long season, a quality product to the consumer at a reasonable price, and you have to build in a conservation ethic, and only ownership will do that.  You take the way leased land is managed by those who lease it versus how farmland that is owned by the farmer is treated, and you can see what I’m looking at, but I feel that the basic difference between a recreational fishery, which should be managed on maximize the resource, always take care of that first, and then maximize the opportunity of individuals to participate in it.  That’s a great sports fish ethic.  It’s a disaster for commercial.  
Commercial, the fish belong to all the people.  It should be a quality product to the consumer at a reasonable price.  You shouldn’t run it for the benefit of the commercial fishermen, though if you run it right it will be of a benefit to those that are involved in it.  I’m not one of those who cries over the demise of the small farmer.  I see the sad part of it.  I went pheasant hunting in Dakota, and I see these towns where the church is sitting empty, and it maybe has one store left.  It’s dying because if you don’t have 3,000 acres, you can’t make money at wheat.  It’s just not there.  On the other hand, if you had them plowing with oxen at 160 acres, you’d have great, intensive labor, and bread would cost you twenty dollars a loaf.  
So if you want to – if the people are who you’re looking at, you want something that produces it inexpensively and efficiently.  That’s private enterprise, and so when you – when we gave the individual quotas, we wanted them transferable so that what you have now are halibut fishermen, and other fishermen on the North Pacific Council, and because of quota systems coming down the line – we’ve done it for Pollack and stuff, they’re very conservative, because this is their future, and they’re planning for long times instead of short times, and so I like the idea that a halibut fisherman, knowing he has to sell out or transfer to his kid is going to take care of that resource, and time after time the staff has recommended amounts that the fishermen have said, “No, let’s not go that much right now.  We’d rather play it carefully.  The halibut’s a long lived species, and what we don’t catch this year, will wait a little more next year,” but when you’re managing, which I’ve done quite a bit of, you look at different things different.  Pollack is gonna be off the scale in six years, codfish in twelve.
Interviewer:
What do you mean?
Clement Tillion:
Well, he’s gonna mature and die.  It’s a short lived species.  They grow very fast.  They’re very voracious.  If you allow the population to grow too big, it will destroy one of its own year classes, because it’s so cannibalistic.  You have to decide how many you want, because managing will decide how many you have tomorrow, but you have to be very careful when you’re managing a short lived species like that, that you don’t use the same system you use for managing rockfish that might go well over a hundred years.; a pacific ocean perch, ninety year life expectancy.  
We had an idiot rockfisher, a thorny head that keyed out at 160 years of age.  When you’re managing, you must always manage to protect your long lived species, which is why we only harvest so much in the Bering Sea.  If you want a future, you want the fishermen to be involved, and therefore when you have operations like the Pugh Commission that said, “We want all of these people with a personal interest removed.”  You’re going to remove the only people that can manage it well, which you want ‘em to state their conflict, but you don’t wanna remove ‘em from it, and the thing is that it’s up to the governors, and I know of no other way to do it.  
New England’s been a disaster.  The central Atlantic coast, New Jersey, hasn’t been bad.  They’ve made some mistakes and I don’t like the quahog individual fishing quota because it allows you to sharecrop it.  You can fish it from shore and hire somebody to do it, which I think adds another layer of payment that the public has to pay for.  I’d much rather have the actual fishermen own it, but in any case, the quota did give an even supply of quahogs through the whole year, so it was a success, and the mid-Atlantic hasn’t done bad.  The south Atlantic hasn’t done bad.  The gulf has some real problems, but most of their problems are unnecessary fights.
Interviewer:
You can keep going.  We’re rolling again here, just to complete that you.  You said the gulf was - 
Clement Tillion:
The gulf was fairly good.  The western Pacific is good.  The Pacific, which was good salmon and many of the other issues, was very bad on rockfish.  They allowed an over-harvest that they’re paying for.  (Beeps)  That’s just a little Japanese clock, but all in all, the best one was the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council, which is 54% of all the fish in the United States.  I think you have to let it go to more than one entity, and the least interference with how a state operates it, the better.  
The fact that New England is a basket case, they are coming back, they’ve been criticized for so many years that the governors have woke up, and they’re starting to put a few good people back on there.  Alaska has a basic advantage over anybody else in that under our Constitution, and the way our whole department was set up at the state, the Alaska Department of Fish and Game has the obligation to the resources, and then you have a separate allocation system, the Boards of Fish, and the Boards of Game, that allocate who gets to hunt and fish it, how many sportsmen, all of that, and that changes with the political, but you don’t risk the living resource.  
When an area management biologist shut something down, there’s nobody that can really change that except the commissioner who has to be able to prove it in court, and has never tried it, and so the system – no system works perfectly, but ours works better than any others.  If you made us all subject to federal oversight and all had to march to the same drum, you might raise New England, but you would drop us.  You’d find us doing asinine political things instead of just what’s necessary for the resource.  
Interviewer:
Is this the consequence of this Pugh - 
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, if you followed the Pugh Commission, you’d lose control of the resource.  I’m bitter about things like the Mammal Act, and all of these things.  I don’t like certain things about ANLCA.  I have family that’s both Alaskan native, and not Alaskan native.  I don’t see that my grandchildren should have to be separated by a federal law.  I don’t like racist laws.  I want us all under the same one.  I’d much rather – there’s a lot of things, like I don’t believe in federal or national forests.  I think they should be state forests.  If the state messes us, the state messes up, but the federal messed up so badly that they don’t have anything to crow about.  They shouldn’t be even in that business.  
I think that government should govern.  It shouldn’t administer.  I don’t think it’s capable of administering.  It’s too subject to political pressure.  I’ve been rather hard on the oil companies in the years here, because they all thought that here’s a Republican that’s gonna be very sympathetic to them.  Well, on many things I am.  I don’t want them overly regulated.  I don’t want them harassed, but on the other hand, under our statehood grant, we the people of Alaska own the oil that’s down there, and I’m not gonna give it away if I’m the people’s representative, any more than if I was the representative of the Texas rancher, what they were gonna get, I wouldn’t give it away.  They will pay their share, and so I’ve been rather hard on it on that.  
On the other hand I’ve been – a lot of the cleanup, standby, and all that, I was very instrumental in writing our laws.  I would much prefer to never dictate what you had to clean up.  This is what it costs you per gallon if you spill, and this is how much you get off of it if you recover it, and then Lloyd’s of London would make sure that you had the best retrieval equipment that science would allow.  Instead you write laws that are the best you can for now, and then they stay for years, and technology goes on to where you could recover 80%, and you’re still stuck at the 40% level.
Interviewer:
And your insurance rates would drop.
Clement Tillion:
Yeah, I would say I don’t want the government have to have on standby.  I don’t want the coast guard all messing around with it.  The coast guard are incompetent in doing a good job.  I saw the Exxon spill, which was stupid, unnecessary. 
Interviewer:
The response was, or the - 
Clement Tillion:
Oh, the response was terrible.
Interviewer:
Okay, the spill was - 
Clement Tillion:
The spill was stupid.
Interviewer:
- unnecessary, right.
Clement Tillion:
The spill was unnecessary.  The guy broke the law to turn the command over to the guy that he turned it over to, who wasn’t licensed.  That was right there, he was wrong.  Drinking, who cares?  Drunk or sober, Hazel would have taken the ship through that channel.  Then I will say this for the commander of the coast guard, the commandant, when he came up, and they said, “You’re here to save Alaska’s shores,” and he said, “No, I’m here to oversee the destruction.  Our scientists have told us what to do, but the general public demands that we clean it up, and I’m here to oversee the destruction.”  
The cleanup was five times worse than the spill, and it’s this reacting only to the politics that’s so unnecessary that Pinochet copied the Alaska law, Chile did, and on so much a gallon, and when that sister ship of the Amoco Cadiz hit the Straits of Magellan, and he collected two billion in insurance premiums, they said, “Well, you wanna help with the cleanup?”  He said, “What cleanup?”  This was the whole ship, 65 million gallons, not 11 million like the Valdez.  
We have a friend that works for the National Science Foundation that came across with a hero from the part of the peninsula to check it two years later, and he says, “It’s healed.”  I said, “Good eating?”  We said, “You can’t eat ‘em.  Everything tastes oily, but they’re alive and reproducing.  The stuff you steam cleaned isn’t producing anything.  You’re the ones that did the damage.”  It was healed in two years, and the Straits of Magellan, it’s six times the spill, and our federal fish and wildlife knew this.  They would not allow them to get on the barren islands.  Just don’t even land, leave the oil there.  Just go away.  
The National Scientists Foundation said, “Clean up anything you can in the sea.  Allow no one to walk on the beach,” so public outcry, often you have to be able to stand up and say, “No, I won’t do that, it’s wrong.”  If you only follow the emotion, you’re gonna make some ghastly mistakes, and our political system doesn’t stand for that.  Bush knew what he should.  Bush won.  He knew what he should do, but the pressure was so great that he okayed the cleanup, knowing that it was environmentally a bad move.  I think a guy should be tougher than that.  
After all, what I said to my people on a number of times when they disagreed, you’ve selected me to do the best I can.  I must leave with honor.  The rest is not that important, so if you don’t like the way I’m doing it, can me, but don’t expect me to do it different.  I’m going to do what I think is right, and the surprising thing was it was easy to get re-elected, and my district was very ticked at me when I didn’t run.  It’s the overall public isn’t – it can be emotionally carried along, but the overall wisdom, if left to think a little about it, it’s not bad.
Interviewer:
Right.  I agree with you.  Getting back to Aleut questions, I’m thinking about it again.  You had mentioned, I think just in our categal conversations that during the Russian period, there weren’t any Aleuts brought to the Pribilof’s, and it wasn’t until the United States came that Aleuts were brought there, or could you just - 
Clement Tillion:
Now as some of the Russians who had Aleut wives had them there, and some of the children were part Aleut, but looking at the photographs, if you go back, of the pre-purchase harvesters, the village council, and that stuff, they were Russians.  You could just see it.  They didn’t have the round Aleut face and stuff that you now see so proudly in the Pribilof’s.  
The United States, when we bought it in ’67, the Pribilof’s had the best housing, and the best stable economy.  They were the envy of everybody else in Alaska, and so the United States encouraged the Alaska commercial company and stuff, to whenever possible, when they needed help, to hire the people from the Aleutian Islands that were desperate for employment.  There was – the economy wasn’t good, the fur seal were down, we’d over-harvested most of the resources, and had mismanaged them, and so a lot of – that’s when the bulk of your Aleut’s came there.  
Interviewer:
So the Russians didn’t actually enslave Aleuts further down the chain, and bring them - 
Clement Tillion:
Oh no, they did enslave them in a way until it was terrible prior to Baranof, but remember, Baranof was 1795, so that’s about the time it started straightening out, and he used Aleuts as a way of conquering southeastern Alaska, like he took Aleuts across the gulf to Sitka, and then he had Russian soldiers to protect the Aleuts from the Klinkuts, and the Aleuts would move into a bay, and clean everything out, and then they’d move to the next bay, and clean everything out, and the Klinkuts were furious, but there wasn’t anything they could do.
Interviewer:
Now clean out, you’re talking about sea otters?
Clement Tillion:
Sea otters, seals, fur, they’d just trap a place clean, and then move on, they were pulse fishing, and so the Aleut was not thought of as kindly, and he – in fact there’s some of the stuff that they didn’t prize the Aleut too much, because put under torture, he died so quickly.  What they wanted was a Russian that they’d keep alive for the amusement of the village for two or three days while they killed him.  It was a -
Interviewer:
These are the Klinkuts now?
Clement Tillion:
The Klinkuts, yeah, they had an art of pain infliction.  As many of you were like tribes to.  They were an outfit built on slavery, and they were pretty tough, but that’s another issue, and were some of them taken to the islands that didn’t wanna go?  Probably.  The Russians were pretty arbitrary.  They didn’t treat them any worse than they treated their own, though.  
After that early days, the early days were just ghastly on the laquamer schellacke, but actually their Natasha Shelikof was the one that saw these half breed children that were begging around the villages and said, “No, these are Russian citizens.  Why aren’t they being taken care of,” and she’s the one that got Grossom Ismailof that this island we’re on now is named after.  Went over and brought the first Russian priests, which were the teachers, and eventually from Alaska you had Wileminof, who served there many, many years, translated the Bible into Aleut, and then went back to Russia and became the patriarch of the church, the head man of the Russian Orthodox Church, so the – once the church got there, the treatment of the Aleuts went way up, but if you really want abuse that you might call almost slavery, it was under the Americans, who if you left the island, they wouldn’t let you back on, who absolutely controlled where you lived, and what you did.  
If you went and left the island, they didn’t want you coming back with new ideas and stuff that might cause problems on the island.  If an Aleut left, he was gone.  They didn’t want him back, yet they’d been the one that encouraged the Alaska Commercial Company to take the Aleuts out there, so it’s a mixed bag.  I’d say they weren’t cruel like some of the Russians were.  There’s some records of the new musket as excellent, it’ll go through eight Aleuts.  You’ll line them up, and see how far it’ll penetrate.  It can go through eight of ‘em.  
They had these records because the early Russian fur hunters, which were like our gold miners, a ruthless bunch, went in, and they knew when they took the Aleuts of a particular island, that when they have scurvy in the spring, which the Russians hadn’t figured out how to get out of, that the Aleuts would’ve waited and then would attack, and so the Russians figured out how many Aleuts they could handle while they had scurvy, and they just killed the rest, and so it was a pretty brutal area, and then we came in, felt so sorry for ‘em, and brought all this clothing from the donations from New York and Boston around, and brought this clothing out to ‘em, and it had measles, and mumps, and everything else in it, and you wiped out more than the Russians had.  
So I hope that they’ll meet each other in hell, because I believe that only results count, and that the road to hell could be paved with good intentions, but that it’s still the road to hell.  If you did wrong, you should pay.  Whether you intended to do good or not is immaterial, and the United States did some bad things.  
Their treatment in World War II, which I’m proud the territorial legislature of Alaska put a resolution against it in greening trag, said what you’re doing is wrong, and so did the commanding general, Simon Bolivar Buckner said, “Why are you doing this to American citizens?”  They shipped ‘em off to internment camps.  Many of them, like women who were married to a white man, the white man could stay.  The wife had to leave.  
At Atka, the old lady with the icons from the church, they just picked the box up and threw it overboard, and said, “Only one box to the person,” and then while they stood on the vessel, they burned their village and their church while the people stood there, singing hymns, and crying.  These were American citizens, and while some of them have mismanaged what they were given afterwards, that doesn’t free us from what we did, and so rather than – there’s a lot of myths out there on St. Paul, and they’ve embroidered it a little bit on how much the slavery was, and all that, but - 
Interviewer:
How do you feel about the – do you have an opinion or a knowledge that the housing that the Alaska Commercial Company built, which was above ground homes with wood, as opposed to the barattas, caused a poor health situation which I think some have portrayed as being barbaric.
Male Speaker #1:
We’re about to run to three.

Interviewer:
Okay, with improper clothing, and becoming more exposed to the potential to disease, I guess, they stated they were properly dressed and can warm – I don’t know, because the underground homes weren’t exactly very sanitary in my, or Elliott’s position many other people that - 
Clement Tillion:
The underground homes had the advantage of being easy to heat.  They were a real breeding for it, and when the TB epidemic hit Alaska, it wasn’t devastating like that flu epidemic, which took two thirds of the native people around Prince William Sound.  Bert Jacobsen, my neighbor here talks of anchoring up in Chenega, and an old man rode out and said, “Could I get some coffee from ya,” and he said, “Sure,” and he gave him a can of coffee, and he said, “Boy, nobody’s getting up very early this morning.”  He said, “I buried them all.  I’m all that’s left.”  It was that devastating.  You read a book called Mrs. Mike, and it’ll give you, and it’s a Canadian Mounted Policeman’s - 
Interviewer:
Mrs. Mike?
Clement Tillion:
Mrs. Mike is the name of it, and it’s being reprinted, and it’s a Canadian Mounted Trooper’s wife who lost her children too, giving you the story of the flu epidemic.  It’s a whole story.  It’s quite interesting because it’s not all down, and it was a devastating time, and then came the tuberculosis, and we didn’t know how to treat it, and the thing is that, yes, it devastated St. Paul, but it had nothing to do with the houses, because the same rate of infection and death was going on throughout all of it, and it was still going on in World War II, and it only took – some of them had tuberculosis and were limping along, and then you took ‘em to internment camps, or the Japanese took a bunch of them from Attu.  They didn’t mistreat them.  
They were considered civilians caught in the path of the war, and the Japanese just gave them jobs, but they didn’t have adequate medical treatment, so beriberi and tuberculosis wreaked havoc on them, but the infection rate and the death rate throughout all of Alaska around Mt. Edgecomb, they just found some graves, it’s almost a who’s who in Alaska, and it was during that tuberculosis thing, and they buried them in some of the bunkers from World War II.  
This was after World War II that this was, and our medical expertise wasn’t good enough to save them, and it only took a little thing like exposure, and chill, and something when people were already desperately sick, and then they weren’t very sanitary, and so you get tuberculosis on a ship.  The Pharaoh Islands, which were north, were suffering from it because of the cramped quarters, and that climate, they didn’t realize that just coughing was killing everybody around them, and so I’d say before you take that seriously, you should check what the death rate in all the other villages where the Aleuts were still living underground.
Interviewer:
Someone from the University of Connecticut that published a book on – and of course I can’t remember the title, but it was a paperbound that analyzed the death rates, and compared the Pribilof Islands versus the various other islands, and he concluded as well that the death rate on Pribilof was higher than on the other islands.
Clement Tillion:
The thing is, it could very well have been, but you’d have to check the congestion rate.  In other words many of the isolated villages where you had less contact with outside – I remember when everything came by steamer.  There’d always be a few deaths at Port Graham from whooping cough or measles because they had no immunity to it, so the first boat in the spring brought death with it.  There’s a lot of it.  It would take a little analyzing.  
I wouldn’t doubt that a congested area like everybody living in one spot on the Pribilof Islands, all going to the same buildings, all regimented into this, would have a higher infection rate than those that were scattered out on trap lines, and hunting, and living in fish camp, and the very isolation changed the thing, but I think that there was a certain amount of benign neglect, but I don’t really think anything was willful.  The United States was trying its best with the vessel hygiene, and to give service.  It wasn’t all that good among the whites, except there weren’t many whites here.  The natives weren’t outnumbered by the whites in Alaska ‘til 1948.  The majority of the population here was native.
[End of Audio]
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