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“It was an important moment for him as a
human being and as a rabbi,” she said. ‘““Jo-
seph was very motivated by social action.”

Weinberg was born in Chicago in 1937. His
mother, Helen Joy Weinberg, was an artist,
and his father, Alfred, a businessman. In
1938, as the Nazi menace was threatening Eu-
ropean Jewry, Alfred Weinberg returned to
his native Germany to bring his parents and
several other family members to the United
States.

After graduating from Northwestern Uni-
versity in 1958, Joseph Weinberg imme-
diately entered seminary at Hebrew Union
College-Jewish Institute of Religion in Cin-
cinnati. After his ordination in 1963, he
served as assistant rabbi at a San Francisco
congregation before coming to Washington.

Weinberg, who also was a fervent supporter
of Israel and campaigned for years to help
Soviet Jews emigrate, became senior rabbi
at Washington Hebrew in 1986. He was only
the fifth rabbi to hold that position since the
Reform congregation was founded in 1952.

The original congregants held services in
their homes until they purchased a building
site in the 800 block of Eighth Street NW. in
Chinatown. There, they built their first syn-
agogue, which they sold 58 years later.
Today, the former temple, which still has
the Star of David in its stained-glass win-
dows, is home to Greater New Hope Baptist
Church.

Washington Hebrew, with a membership of
more than 3,000 families, is now located on
Macomb Street NW. Funeral services for
Weinberg will be held at the congregation to-
morrow at 1 p.m.

In addition to his wife, Weinberg is sur-
vived by a sister, Judith Adler, 66 of Seattle;
a daughter, Rachel Weinberg of Arlington;
two sons, Jonathan Weinberg of Potomac
and Josh Weinberg of Bethesda; and four
grandchildren.
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Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, today
I am introducing legislation that would address
several matters of concern to Alaska Natives
through amendments to the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) of 1971.

As my colleagues know, ANCSA was en-
acted in 1971, stimulated by the need to ad-
dress Native land claims as well as the desire
to clear the way for the construction of the
Trans-Alaska Pipeline and thereby provide our
country with access to the petroleum re-
sources of Alaska’s North Slope. As the years
pass, issues arise which require amending
that act. The Resources Committee as a mat-
ter of course routinely considers such amend-
ments and brings them before the House.

The bill has three provisions. One of the
provisions would restore 50,000 acres back to
the village of Elim. The Norton Bay Reserva-
tion (later referred to as Norton Bay Native
Reserve) was formally established in 1917 by
an Executive Order and comprised approxi-
mately 350,000 acres of land for use of the
U.S. Bureau of Education and the Natives of
Indigenous Alaskan race. It is located approxi-
mately 110 miles southeast of Nome, Alaska
along the shoreline of Norton Bay Reserva-
tion. Some of the burial grounds were mass
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graves of Natives who succumbed to
epidemics of disease brought into the Eskimo
culture by non-Natives. Today, Elim is home
to about 300 Alaska Natives and a small num-
ber of non-Natives who live and work in the
village.

In 1919, Congress enacted a law requiring
that any future Indian Reservations be estab-
lished only by an act of Congress. In 1927,
Congress passed an act which prohibited
boundary adjustments to Executive Order
Reservations other than an act of Congress.

In 1929, President Herbert Hoover, by an
Executive Order, reduced the size of the Elim
reservation by 50,000 acres. The land was de-
leted from the Reservation for the benefits of
others and was not offered to be restored to
the original Reservation when lands com-
prising the Reservation were made available
to the Native inhabitants of Elim under section
19(b) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act of 1971. The failure to replace these lands
has been and continues to be a source of
deep concern to the indigenous people of Elim
and until this matter is dealt with equitably, it
will continue to be a source of great frustration
and sense of loss among the shareholders of
Elim Native Corporation and their descend-
ants.

This bill will give the Elim Native Corpora-
tion 2 years in which to select no more than
60,000 acres depicted on the map dated Au-
gust 1, 1999, and entitled Land Withdrawal
Elim Native Corporation Land Restoration. It
also authorizes the Elim Native Corporation to
select and receive title to 50,000 acres of
lands within the boundary of the lands de-
scribed on the map. The Secretary is further
authorized and directed to receive and adju-
dicate a selection application by the Elim Na-
tive Corporation, and to convey the surface
and subsurface estate in the selected lands to
the Elim Native Corporation subject to rules,
conditions and limitations outlined in this bill.

| am attaching copies of two letters (with my
statement) from two individuals who support
the restoration of 50,000 acres to the people
of Elim. The first letter is from Mr. Donald C.
Mitchell, Attorney at Law. Mr. Mitchell, over
the course of 20 years, has worked on
amendments to the Alaska Native Claims Set-
tlement Act (ANCSA) and has written a book
regarding the history of the ANCSA. The sec-
ond letter is from Mr. Rick Steiner, Director of
The Coastal Coalition, a highly respected con-
servation group in Alaska. Their letters simply
state a brief outline of support for the restora-
tion of 50,000 acres to the people of Elim.

Another provision of this bill would allow
shareholder stock to be transferred to adopted
Alaska Native children and to their descend-
ants.

Another provision would amend the defini-
tion of a “settlement trust” under ANCSA.

This bill is the result of the work of the Alas-
ka Federation of Natives, Elim Native Corpora-
tion and myself to restore 50,000 acres back
to the Native peoples of Elim. The legislative
language changes within the bill were revised
with the technical assistance of the Depart-
ment of the Interior.

October 18, 1999

DONALD C. MITCHELL,
ATTORNEY AT LAW,
Anchorage, AK, October 8, 1999.

Re: Section 7 of H.R. 3013 (Elim Native Cor-
poration Amendment).

Hon. DON YOUNG,

Chairman, Committee on Resources, Longworth
Building, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

Hon. GEORGE MILLER,

Ranking Member, Committee on Resources,
Longworth Building, House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES YOUNG and MiL-
LER: On October 5, 1999 Mr. Young intro-
duced, and the Committee on Resources was
referred, H.R. 3013, the Alaska Native Claims
Technical Amendments of 1999.

In 1971 when it settled Alaska Native land
claims by enacting the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act (ANCSA) the 92d Congress
determined that social and economic justice
required that Alaska Natives who resided in
a village located within the boundaries of a
reservation that had been established for
their benefit should be afforded an oppor-
tunity to select, and to be conveyed legal
title to, all public land located within the
reservation’s boundaries.

The Inupiat residents of the village of Elim
took advantage of that opportunity, and the
Secretary of the Interior conveyed the Elim
Native Corporation legal title to the public
land located within the boundaries of the
former Norton Bay Reservation, as those
boundaries existed in 1971.

ANCSA was a milestone in the history of
Congress’s relations with Native Americans.
But because it was by no means perfect,
since 1971 subsequent Congresses have
amended ANCSA on numerous occasions to
provide Alaska Natives additional land selec-
tion opportunities when necessary to ensure
that the Act achieves its objectives.

The most important of those objectives is
to afford Alaska Natives social and economic
justice regarding their ownership of public
land they historically used and occupied.

As you know, from 1977 to 1994 | served as
counsel to the Alaska Federation of Natives
(AFN), which Alaska Natives organized in
1967 to lead the fight for a fair and just land
claims settlement. In that capacity | over
the years participated in developing a num-
ber of amendments to ANCSA that Congress
enacted to ensure that the objective of af-
fording Alaska Natives social and economic
justice is achieved.

One of the most grievous cases of social
and economic injustice of which | became
aware during my tenure as AFN’s counsel
was the caprice with which representatives
of the federal executive in 1929 diminished
the land rights of the Inupiat residents of
the village of Elim by adjusting the bound-
ary of the Norton Bay Reservation without
their knowledge or consent.

The facts regarding that situation are
well-known and uncontroverted. During my
tenure at AFN | and others on several occa-
sions attempted to bring the Elim situation
to Congress’s attention, but we were no suc-
cessful. As a consequence, | am delighted to
find that section 7 of H.R. 3013 attempts to
remedy the injustice that was inflicted on
the Inupiat residents of Elim in 1929 when
the boundary of the Norton Reservation was
unfairly, and in my view unlawfully, modi-
fied. For that reason, | would respectfully,
but strongly, urge you and other members of
the Committee on Resources to favorably re-
port section 7 of H.R. 3013 to the U.S. House
of Representatives, either as part of H.R.
3013, or as a stand-alone bill.

Sincerely,
DON MITCHELL.



October 18, 1999

THE COASTAL COALITION,
Anchorage, AK, October 8, 1999.
Re: Elim Native Corporation Land Restora-
tion proposal
Hon. DON YOUNG, Chairman,
Hon. GEORGE MILLER,
House of Representatives, Committee on Re-
sources, Washington, DC.

DEAR GENTLEMEN, | just wanted to offer a
few words in support of the proposal before
your committee to return to the Elim Cor-
poration 50,000 acres of land that had been
deleted in 1929 by Executive Order.

It is my understanding from the history of
this issue that the deletion by Executive
Order from the Norton Bay Reservation was
the result of a concerted effort by non-Na-
tives to gain access to the area for commer-
cial purposes such as fur farming,
prospecting and mining. The deletion from
the Reservation seemed to be yet another
profound injustice perpetrated on Alaska Na-
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tives. Apparently, Elim people weren’t even
consulted regarding this deletion.

In my many years living in and working in
northwest Alaska, | visited Elim several
times, and they were always some of the
kindest, most accommodating people |1 had
the opportunity to work with. They cer-
tainly seem to care a great deal about their
land and cultural heritage.

Before your committee is a remarkable op-
portunity to right this wrong, and | urge you
to act upon this opportunity. The return of
50,000 acres of land to the Elim shareholders
seems justified not just on moral and ethical
grounds, but also on the grounds of conserva-
tion and protection of valuable fish and wild-
life habitat. Particularly important is the
habitat along the Tubuktoolik River and its
wastershed.

I would hope that a protective conserva-
tion easement or other protective covenant
could be included with the transfer in order
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to secure sustainable protection of the area
well into the future. This would not only
protect the lands from potentially damaging
commercial activities, but would also allow
Elim to develop a truly sustainable economy
in the region. As the lands are held at
present, there are no such protections and
the area could easily fall victim to short-
term activities against the desires and senti-
ments of the Elim people.

Returning this land to the Elim people
with protective covenants is a win-win sce-
nario, as it provides ethical redress of some
rather outrageous federal activity earlier
this century, conservation of the region, and
opportunity for the Elim people to rebuild a
sustainable economy on their land.

Thanks for your attention to this very im-
portant issue.

Sincerely,
RICK STEINER,
Director, The Coastal Coalition.
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