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From: Nosferatu das Vampir
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: No More Makah Whaling
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 10:12:19 PM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's 
February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters 
off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the 
guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and 
races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off 
Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The 
Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally 
kill  
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whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Nuno Marques 
 
Gaia - Portugal 








From: Rosemary Lowe
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whaling
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 2:53:58 PM


I have spent time in San Ignacio Lagoon with Grey Whales. The mothers 
lay under our small boat while their baby came up to us and allowed us to 
stroke her. To allow the slaughter of ANY whales in this day and age is 
criminal, no matter what the rational. So-called "tradition" is never an 
excuse to continue this cruel and unnecessary activity. Let us stop this 
nonsense now, and get on with the business of protecting all sea 
creatures, before its too late. 
 
Rosemary Lowe, M.A., RN 
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From: huelsbdr@plu.edu
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 2:35:35 PM


I believe the requested waiver of the MMPA should be granted. 
 
None of the proposed alternatives will harm the population of gray whales. 
 It is my understanding that the population is now so high that it may be 
necessary to implement management efforts for the benefit of the whales. 
 
If the Makah resume practicing their right to hunt whales, it is unlikely 
to have a negative impact on whales elsewhere in the world.  If anyone 
proposing to hunt whales, conducts the kind of review represented by the 
document under review, we can be certain that populations will not be 
threatened.  The US Government can not impose regulatory authority outside 
of the United States, but the world can use the Makah gray whale case as a 
standard. 
 
If the request is not granted, it will harm the US Government's 
relationship with the Makah Tribe and probably with most, if not all other 
Native American Tribes in the United States, and with First Nation Peoples 
around the world.  Most non-Native Americans do not realize how important 
treaties and treaty rights are to Native Americans. 
 
I personally support the least restrictive alternative.  There is nothing 
in the Makah Treaty that imposes the kinds of restrictions proposed in the 
Makah Tribe's request.  Having said that, I am not about to second guess 
the wisdom of tribal leaders in structuring their request. 
 
The Makah Tribe's request for a waiver of the MMPA should be approved. 
 
David R. Huelsbeck, Ph.D. 
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From: Dan Griffith
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 1:42:30 PM


Dear Sir/Madam: 
 
Whale hunting is part of the Makah religion, federal interference in whale 
hunting is as unAmerican in this case as it would be in the case of  the 
free practice of religion by any other group of Americans. 
 
In the context of the Makah culture this is not only unfair, and 
unreasonable, but amounts to religiously motivated tyranny. 
 
The killing of 20 whales over a five year span will not harm the overall 
population levels. There is no practical reason why the Makah should not 
be able to resume hunting. 
 
Federal interference in Makah hunting rights, and by extension their 
culture and religion is the wrong thing. Stop doing the wrong thing, and 
start doing the right thing. Honor the original treaty. Get off the Makah's 
backs. 
 
Dan Griffith 
Bremerton, Washington 
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From: Christopher Kusy (Cartus)
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 1:42:07 PM


I am writing simply to let you know that I support the rights of the Makah to whale 
in their traditional waters around Neah Bay as outlined in their treaty rights.  In my 
opinion, as the constitution says that treaties are the supreme law of the land, this 
matter should be closed as soon as possible and not up for further discussion.  
That the Makah have been sensitive to the environmental impact of whaling since 
the 1920’s is a kind gesture on their part, but not one that they were legally 
obligated to make.  They have been patient in waiting for this issue to resolve 
itself.  Furthermore, there has been too much cultural imperialism in this matter.  
Let the Makah decide what is right for their tribe while mainstream Americans can 
decide what is right for our “tribe.”  
 
Thank you,
 
Chris Kusy
International Relocation Consultant
Cartus - www. cartus.com
Microsoft Relocation/Oakhurst
One Microsoft Way, Redmond, WA  98052
Office: +1 425-748-1725   Fax: +1 425.936.7329, attn: v-ckusy
v-ckusy@microsoft.com
My Office Hours Are: M-F  8:00 - 4:30 PST
Our Inspiring Purpose: To deliver an exceptional experience to every customer, every day.
Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.
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From: larsjandb@netzero.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 1:04:24 PM


My comment:  it's very simple, hunting to survive is honorable. Killing for sport 
or pleasure or even for cultural identity is wrong. To find a way to move your 
culture in to the future is simple too. But it is you who must make that choice, 
and soon;  now that the issue is raised. May you chose well, for your children's 
sake. May you lead us all down the honorable path.  From: Robert Larsen. 2930 
Suite 8A. Everett, WA 98201 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless BlackBerry 
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From: annette@inwa.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 12:22:03 PM


If some of the whales in the oceans "belong" to people who want to  
destroy them, then it stands to reason that some of those whales also  
"belong" to people who do not want them killed.  Aren't the whale  
killers destroying the property of the whale preservers, and isn't  
that illegal?  Annette Case, Seattle 
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From: annette@inwa.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 12:15:49 PM


If the Makah insist on maintaining their traditional "rights" to  
whaling, then let it be done in the traditional way with the  
traditional equipment.  Tradition cannot be maintained using modern  
equipment such as power boats and power harpoons and guns.  That would  
be using an anachronism to create a travesty of tradition.  The most  
recent example of this resulted in 9 hours of suffering for the whale  
with complete loss of the animal.  If people insist on tradition, then  
let them abide by it completely. 
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From: nboggs@comcast.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 12:14:51 PM


Ladies and Gentlemen:
 
I have great respect for the whaling traditions of the Makah tribe in Neah 
Bay, but I feel at this time it is more important to protect the lives and 
well-being of the gray whales.
 
First, I think whaling should not be allowed at all.  We can't regulate the 
actions of, for instance, Japan, but we can show the world the U.S. is 
serious about banning whale hunting.  The Makah's hunting methods 
seem to be rather cruel and cause extended suffering to the animals.  I 
know there are Makah tribal members who have called for an end to 
whale hunting.
 
Second, however, I think the U.S. needs to make more of an effort to 
provide the Makah with alternate means of making a living.  If the Makah 
could live a decent life and support their children, maybe they could limit 
their traditions to the arts, and leave the actual killing of whales in the 
past.
 
I know you can't do anything about the second problem, but please 
consider an end to whaling in the U.S. that might provide hope to the 
Makah.
 
Nancy Boggs
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From: projseawolf@earthlink.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: info@seawolfmedia.org; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS Comments
Date: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 8:56:11 AM


Steve Stone 
NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region 
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 1100 
Portland, OR  97232 
 
June 3, 2008 
 
Re: Proposed Makah Whale Hunt Resumption 
 
This correspondence represents the collective opinion of the eight-member 
board of advisors for Project SeaWolf Coastal Protection, a federally-registered 
non-profit environmental advocacy group based in Marysville, Washington.  
Specifically, the opinions cited represent the views of Michael Kundu, Robert 
McLaughlin, Robert Wood, Patricia Woodfin, Wanzellia Clark, Anna Tyo, Brandy 
Knight, and Arun Kundu-Thomson. 
 
We are in collective opposition to NMFS/NOAA issuing the Makah Tribe 
permission to resume a limited hunting of eastern north Pacific gray whales in 
the coastal portion of the Tribe's usual and accustomed fishing grounds, off the 
coast of Washington State, for ceremonial and subsistence purposes.  
 
Our opposition, includes a deep concern that accurate population assessments, 
and changes, in eastern north Pacific gray whale stocks has not recently been 
reviewed; opinions recently expressed by researchers indicate that the estimated 
population may be lower than previously suggested, and thaht starvation may be 
impeding the recovery of the Pacific Gray whale population [reference at http://
environment.newscientist.com/channel/earth/dn12623?DCMP=NLC-
nletter&nsref=dn12623]; moreover, changes in coastal climatic conditions and 
oceanic quality have not been factored into the determination of a 'viable' 
harvest number established for this proposed hunt.  
 
On a more pragmatic basis, we are also deeply concerned that the Makah Tribe 
have shown an inability to maintain control over the individual actions of tribal 
members, While we understand thatch this unauthorized hunt is a separate 
matter to this EIS, we maintain that the subsequent response taken by the 
Makah Tribe to address the action of the hunt has a very significant impact on 
the potential outcome of any decision made by NMFS/NOAA on this EIS. 
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Members of the Makah Tribe who undertook this unauthorized hunt, and who 
continue to express their intention to hunt gray whales despite any restrictive 
action of either tribal or federal governments, have not been adequately 
controlled by the Makah Tribal government.  We are very concerned that, when 
unlawful or illegal hunts do occur outside of both tribal and federal protocols, the 
tribe has shown an official 'unwillingness' to hold their members accountable for 
the legal violations of marine conservation rules, federal/tribal agreements, and 
the federal Marine Mammal Protection Act - based on recent violations by the 
renegade whaling crew headed by Wayne Johnson, there can be no assurances 
that the tribe will hold accountable, nor legally enforce against, any member of 
the tribe who violates the co-operative laws governing wildlife conservation or 
marine mammal protection in the waters off Neah Bay and the Olympic National 
Park Marine Sanctuary.  
 
In the absence of any 'good faith' willingness for the tribe to sanction or 
adequately penalize any of their own membership who have violated both tribal 
and federal laws, any agreement between NMFS/NOAA and the Makah Nation 
cannot be considered binding nor viable.    
 
Given the nature of our concerns, it is our hope that the NMFS/NOAA will select 
the 'No Action' course of response in this EIS: selection of this response will 
result in the Makah Tribe being held to the same level of accountability (in 
reference to marine mammal conservation laws) that other US citizens are 
subject to. Since the conservation of cetaceans and other marine mammals must 
be conducted on a level playing field by all residents and constituents of any 
given region, we believe that this action would be the appropriate one to pursue. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present our perspectives. 
 
Cordially, 
 
Michael Kundu, Lake Stevens, WA (point-of-contact) 
 
cc. 
Robert McLaughlin. Issaquah, WA 
Robert Wood, Seattle, WA 
Patricia Woodfin, Flower Mound, TX 
Wanzellia Clark, Marysville, WA 
Anna Tyo, Marysville, WA 
Brandy Knight, Monroe, WA 
Arun Kundu-Thomson, Vancouver Island, British Columbia, Canada 
 
Board of Advisors 
SeaWolf Coastal Protection 
P.O. Box 929 







Marysville, WA 98270 
www.projectseawolf.org 
 
 








From: Bill Pierce
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 12:56:21 PM


NOAA Makah DEIS, 
 
I a citizen concerned about the Makah request to 
legally hunt whales.  I consider myself to be an 
environmentalist in favor of protecting whale 
populations. 
 
However, I support a limited hunt if it would not pose 
a danger to the population and it does not become a 
commercial (as opposed to cultural, spiritual) 
operation by the Makah.  
 
The Makah lived here for thousands of years before 
Europeans and others posed a threat to whale 
populations with technology.  They were not the cause 
of threatened populations.  I believe it is within the 
spirit, if not also the letter of their treaty rights 
to hunt whales as a way to maintain their cultural 
identity. 
 
Bill Pierce 
7862 NE 148th St. 
Kenmore, WA 98028 
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From: Gretchen Lambert
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: no to whaling
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 12:42:40 PM


The world's whale populations continue to decline from various causes. It 
is no longer appropriate for the Makah nation to hunt whales merely as a 
continuation of tribal practices. Whales of all species are very long 
lived, and every one is now necessary to ensure adequate reproduction and 
sustainability of the species. The argument that the tribe needs this 
ritual whale hunting to maintain its tribal identity is not justified; 
there are much better ways for the tribe to do this that do not jeopardize 
the future of our whale populations. I strongly urge that whale hunting by 
the Makahs be prohibited. 
Sincerely, Gretchen Lambert 
12001 11th Ave. NW 
Seattle, WA 98177 
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From: michelle puckett
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: RE: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 11:11:36 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours -how would you 
like to  
suffer like this ?????   These whales have hearts therefore they feel too!!!   
  
The Makah Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom.  This is not RIGHT!!  Tell them to eat vegetables and fruit!! 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
  
Michelle Puckett 
713-416-4973 
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From: Darlene Schanfald
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS.
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 11:07:42 AM


Steve Stone, NOAA 
Fisheries Northwest Region 
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd. 
Suite 1100 
Portland OR  97232 
 
 
Mr. Stone: 
 
I wish to comment on the Makah Tribe hunt of gray whales. 
 
While I respect tribal needs and understand this country has treated 
tribes shabbily and inhumanely and have much to be ashamed of an 
embarrassed, I do not believe in killing, and I do believe that 
marine life has been treated as disrespectfully and shabbily.  The 
human use and disrespect for marine life and the shape the waters are 
currently in supports this. 
 
Here there is a situation where the Makah Tribe is split down the 
middle; many tribal members oppose killing the whales.  I support 
that faction of the Tribe. 
 
I support NO killing of whales by this or any other Tribe or nation. 
 
Human beings have ruined over 50% of the marine habitat; these whales 
and other marine life are now as polluted as "we the people."  I 
question the judgement of the pro-whalers, why they would want to eat 
contaminated gray whale meat .  It makes no sense.  And NOAA's 
support of this hunt saddles a U.S. agency with agreeing to continued 
pollution and illness of these people. 
 
Therefore, for the reasons of "take no life and do now harm," of 
disagreeing that humans rule over other life and therefore have the 
right to take those lives, and for not wanting to see contaminants 
spread from one species to another -- in this case whales to humans, 
I support a NO KILL policy. 
This should be an option and, it indeed is, the most humane and 
intelligent one. 
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Darlene Schanfald 
481 Holgerson Rd 
Sequim WA  98382 
 








From: Loretta Lynn Fisher
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whaling Rights
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 9:27:58 AM


Dear NOAA, 
 
I am a resident of Mill Creek, WA, and a student at the UW.  My opinion is that 
the Makah should be allowed to have their traditional whaling rights.  I feel that 
enough has been taken from all American Indians over the past several 
centuries, and this is the least we could do for them.  If there are concerns 
about preserving the whaling species, then perhaps a certain limit can be set 
each year for how many can be hunted.  However, I don't feel we have the right 
to take this tradition away from the Makah. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Loretta Fisher 
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From: Jodi Chemes
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whale Hunting
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 6:41:27 AM


To Whom it May Concern: 
 
I implore you not to allow any limited hunting of eastern north Pacific gray whales. These whales 
deserve protection and a peaceful life and there is no reason to hunt them when there are other 
resources available. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jodi Chemes 
6109 Georgia Ave 
New Port Richey, FL 34653 
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From: Ester Jansen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: gray whales
Date: Monday, June 02, 2008 3:35:51 AM


I ask you to resume limited hunting of eastern north Pacific gray whales in the 
coastal portion of the Tribe's usual and accustomed fishing grounds, off the 
coast of Washington State, for ceremonial and subsistence purposes. The DEIS, 
prepared under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), considers various 
alternatives to the tribe's proposed action. 
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From: Suzanne House
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2008 8:43:10 PM


I'm conflicted over this b/c American Indians have been so unfairly treated 
since day one, however, whales have been treated the same way. No more 
killing  whales. Not for any reason whatsoever. Stop destroying the 
environment. 
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From: suzanna.vandervoort
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2008 12:25:29 PM


 
 
 
"Our task must be to free ourselves.... by widening our circle of 
compassion to embrace all living creatures, the whole of nature and its 
beauty" 
- Albert Einstein -


 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter.. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you,
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Suzanna van der Voort
Maastricht / Netherlands
svdvoort@alice.nl
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From: Kimberly Eastin
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, June 01, 2008 11:11:46 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kimberky Eastin 
Deltona, FL 
 


Change the world with e-mail. Join the i’m Initiative from Microsoft. 
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From: Tracy Jordan
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 31, 2008 4:06:45 PM


TO: 
NOAA's Fisheries Service, 
 
 
 
Please add my voice to all those who wish to thank you for accepting public 
opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February 2005 appeal to recommence 
hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off Washington State. Iunderstand 
the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
Please consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human being needs whale 
meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until recently, left the gray 
whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah 
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah 
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for 
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal court 
to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the federal plea 
deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a sympathetic Makah 
courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer 
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty 
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the 
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill 
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ms. Tracy Jordan 
1974 Luck Rd. 
Galivants Ferry, SC 29544 
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"All the arguments to prove man's superiority cannot shatter this hard fact: In 
suffering, the animals are our equals".  ~Peter Singer~ 
 
 
      
 








From: stc34@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 11:23:07 PM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristi H
Fresno, CA USA


Stay informed, get connected and more with AOL on your phone. 
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From: Kenny Cubala
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 4:31:03 PM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's 
February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters 
off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the 
guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and 
races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off 
Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The 
Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally 
kill  
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whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Cubala
 
 








From: justmeummm2@hotmail.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 3:53:58 PM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you,
 
Jacolin Schultz
 
Advocate for the Voiceless
justmeummm@care2.com       
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From: Kelly Garbato
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 3:43:51 PM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's 
February 2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in 
coastal waters off Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs 
a range of options to the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no 
human being needs whale meat to survive — including the Makah Tribe, 
who until recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. 
Whales are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles 
under the guise of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with 
whaling contests and races. No celebration warrants animal suffering 
and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off 
Neah Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. 
The Makah Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders 
violated no laws for the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea 
deal that asked the tribal court to waive prosecution. As you know, 
the tribal judge ignored the federal plea deal, ordering the five 
whalers to instead stand trial in a sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable — for the Neah Bay whale and others who will 
suffer prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not 
honor "treaty rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the 
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally 
kill whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kelly Garbato 
147 SE 260th ST 



mailto:kelly.garbato@gmail.com

mailto:MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov





Plattsburg, MO 64477 
 








From: ae
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 3:00:18 PM


Friday, 30 May 2008
 
Attn: NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region
 
Concerning the slaughter of whales here in the Northwest, I am against the murderous 
decision. The waters belong to aquatic life yet we still believe, as a whole, the world is ours 
to do with what we desire. People very well ought to be beyond that eleventh century 
thought process. We ALL need to get with the times, past the year 2000, and move on.
 
I am strongly against allowing the murder of the small number, if not any, whales; animals 
and wildlife for that matter. Instead, we need to pen-up death row inmates and have at them 
for game. They deserve it. As opposed to peaceful and beautiful whales who do not deserve 
anything other than life just as peaceful and beautiful as they.
 
The world is exceedingly OVERpopulated with our arrogant race fighting for superiority; 
we ought let tribes and hunters have a go at inmates.
 
A.E. White
Animal advocate
 
I GoodSearch for Animals...
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From: Judy Tyler
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 1:06:15 PM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service:
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February 
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off 
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to 
the tribe's proposal to kill whales.
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human 
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until 
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years.
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales 
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise 
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races. 
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death.
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah 
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah 
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for 
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal 
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the 
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a 
sympathetic Makah courtroom.
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer 
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty 
rights" to massacre whales.
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the 
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill 
whales under their treaty.
 
Thank you,
Judy Tyler
Los Angeles, CA 90049
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From: MICHAEL BIRD
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 12:46:59 PM


For the attention of NOAA's Fisheries Service:
 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off Washington 
State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: in the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive - including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable - for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this submission.
 
Yours faithfully
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Mike Bird
 








From: Robert
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 8:43:06 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, and I don't eat 
whale meat, who until recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Robert Redmon 
Dayton, OH 45406 
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From: DJ Schubert
To: donna.darm@noas.gov; Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Request for Extension in Comment Deadline of Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 7:12:12 AM
Attachments: MakahDEISCommentExtensionRequestDraft5-30-08Final.doc 


Ms. Darm, Mr. Stone, 
 
I have attached a letter submitted by a coalition of animal protection/
conservation organizations seeking an extension in the comment deadline for the 
Makah Draft Environmental Impact Statement.  Thank you in advance for 
considering this request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
D.J. Schubert 
Wildlife Biologist 
Animal Welfare Institute 
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May 30, 2008



BY ELECTRONIC AND REGULAR MAIL



Ms. Donna Darm, Assistant Regional Administrator



Protected Resources Division



National Marine Fisheries Service



7600 Sand Point Way, NE



Seattle, WA  98115


Dear Ms. Darm:


On behalf of the combined nationwide membership of the undersigned organizations, the Animal Welfare Institute respectfully requests a 90 day extension in the deadline for receipt of public comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Proposed Authorization of the Makah Whale Hunt (hereafter “DEIS”).  This extension, as discussed in more detail below, is necessary to facilitate public review of the DEIS and participation in the associated decision-making process.  If agreed to by the National Marine Fisheries Service, a 90-day extension would result in a new public comment deadline of Wednesday, October 8, 2008.  



The undersigned organizations believe a 90 day extension must be granted for the following reasons:



1.
The length of the DEIS (909 pages) requires additional time to ensure that it can be carefully reviewed, its evidence analyzed, and its strengths and/or weaknesses identified.  Extending the comment deadline by 90-days will both facilitate the public’s preparation of accurate and substantive comments and, in turn, improve the decision-making process by ensuring that agency decision-makers have the highest quality information, including public comments, available to them on which to base their decision.  


2.
The DEIS contains a 74-page literature cited section including references to over 700 studies or other documents.  While some of these references are from easily accessible journals and/or are available through listed URLs, many others are contained in obscure journals and/or are agency documents for which no URLs are listed and/or that may not be as easily accessible from the identified agencies.  The requested 90-day extension is, therefore, necessary to provide the public, including the undersigned organizations, an opportunity to obtain and review the various studies/documents necessary to facilitate the preparation of substantive and informed public comment.  



3.
Public review of the DEIS is complicated by the subject matter and, specifically, the legal issues involved including the 1855 treaty, treaty abrogation issues, the Marine Mammal Protection Act, the Whaling Convention Act, the International Convention for the Regulation of Whaling, and the relevant statutes, regulations, and policies pertinent to the overlapping federal/state/tribal authorities involved in this case (i.e., National Park Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Coast Guard, State of Washington, National Marine Fisheries Service).  In order to ensure that the public has sufficient time to access and review the many cited legal opinions, the relevant statutes, regulations, and policies, and, if necessary, the legislative history of any statutes that are of importance in this analysis and to enable the public to organize such information into informed and substantive comments, the request for a 90-day extension in the comment deadline must be granted. 


4.
The current comment period which began on May 9 and runs through July 8 encompasses the entirety of the upcoming 60th International Whaling Commission meeting in Santiago, Chile which begins on June 1 and ends on June 27.  While not all of the undersigned organizations will send representatives to IWC/60, many will.  Moreover, in many cases those individuals who will be attending all or a portion of IWC/60 are the very individuals tasked with reviewing the DEIS and preparing substantive comments on behalf of their organizations. Considering that little time will be available to these individuals to review the DEIS, analyze its contents, engage in requisite research, and/or prepare substantive comments during the IWC meeting, the ability of these individuals and their respective organizations to participate in this important decision-making process will be compromised.  This same scenario may also affect the ability of other interested stakeholders, like the Makah tribe and other aboriginal groups who will be represented at IWC/60 to prepare and submit substantive comments on the DEIS.   To ensure that all interested stakeholders have an equal opportunity to review the DEIS and participate in the decision-making process, NMFS must extend the comment deadline by, preferably, 90-days.


5.
The ability of the public to comment on a document prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is a cornerstone of the decision-making process required under that statute.  Regulations implementing NEPA promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality which each federal agency must follow specify that “public scrutiny” is “essential to implementing NEPA.”  40 CFR §1500.1(b).  Moreover, the regulations explicitly mandate that federal agencies “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human environment.”  Id. at §1500.2(d).  In order to meet these requirements and to ensure that the public, including those who support or oppose the proposed action in the DEIS, have a sufficient opportunity to participate in this NEPA process, NMFS must extend the comment deadline by, preferably, 90-days.


6.
There is no compelling reason not to extend the comment deadline by 90-days as requested.  Considering that the Makah tribe has “legally” killed a single whale over a time span of approximately 80 years, there is no urgency to expedite the completion of the NEPA and MMPA waiver processes.  While some members of the Makah tribe may desire for NMFS to make a decision on its request for an MMPA waiver as rapidly as possible, there is no scientific, cultural, nutritional, or other reason to expedite this decision-making process.  Furthermore, as the NEPA process is only one step in a multi-step process needed to satisfy the requirements imposed in Anderson v. Evans, there is no urgency to complete the NEPA process.  Similarly, though some of the undersigned organizations strongly opposed the efforts by the United States to secure a gray whale quota (in conjunction with the Russian Federation) at IWC/59 in 2007 as premature, a quota was granted and is valid until 2012, removing any claim that NMFS must complete the pending processes urgently in order to secure IWC approval for a quota.  For these reasons and considering the controversial nature of the proposed action, NMFS must proceed cautiously and deliberately through this multi-step decision-making process to ensure that all interested stakeholders have sufficient opportunity to fully participate in the process and to facilitate the submission of informed and substantive public comment.  A decision to extend the comment deadline by 90-days will reflect a cautious approach that may ultimately benefit NMFS by providing its decision-makers with as much high-quality information and analysis upon which a decision can be based.  


For the foregoing reasons, the undersigned organizations respectfully request that NMFS agree to a 90-day extension in the deadline for receipt of public comment on the DEIS.  While the undersigned organizations believe that 90-days is the minimum extension that should be considered given the specific facts and circumstances relevant to this DEIS, they would reluctantly accept a 60-day extension if NMFS is unwilling to agree to the requested 90-day extension in the comment deadline.  



Thank you in advance for considering this request.  Should you have any questions about this matter, please contact D.J. Schubert at (609-601-2875) or by e-mail at dj@awionline.org.  Any correspondence sent in response to this request should be sent to D.J. Schubert, Animal Welfare Institute, 3121-D Fire Road, PMB #327, Egg Harbor Township, NJ, 08234.  AWI will ensure that any correspondence or other communications relevant to this request is expeditiously forwarded to all of the undersigned organizations.  



Sincerely,
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D.J. Schubert



Wildlife Biologist



On behalf of:



Australians for Animals



California Gray Whale Coalition


Cetacean Society International



Friends of the Gray Whale



The Humane Society of the United States



International Marine Mammal Project of Earth Island Institute



Peninsula Citizens for the Protection of Whales



Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society



Whaleman Foundation








From: jmoretti
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 30, 2008 5:58:13 AM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you,
Joni Moretti
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From: Gail Clark
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: No Whaling for the Makah
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 8:25:08 PM


No tribal custom can be justified if it causes the suffering and death 
of any sentient creature. The Makah do not *need* the whale, they only 
*want* it. 
Enough said. 
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From: Sharon Buazard
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 4:07:35 PM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Sharon Buazard 
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From: cassandra nicol
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Grey Whales
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 1:38:05 PM


The Indians do not need to hunt any grey whales. they have lost almost 
all of their other traditions, it is preposterous to think that they could be 
permitted to kill such a magnificent animal that is so important to the sea. 
They have no need to do it. Yeah their ancestors hunted whales, but they 
don't have rely on grey whales, and other natural resources to survive 
anymore. They have everything they could want. Please don't let them kill 
the whales, it isn't fair to let them go around shooting whales with 
automatic rifles. If they want tradition, then why don't they hunt with 
traditional weapons? As you know our ecosystem is so fragile, why let 
them take another important animal from our waters, each one matters. 
There is enough killing already. Thank you for your time, Cassandra
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From: Herb Blanchard
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 1:34:24 PM


Stop screwing with the tribe and let them have their treaty rights. 
 
They have been more than patient with the so-called environmental  
bureaucracy. 
 
Typical white man selfishness and controlling. 
 
Herb  Blanchard 
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From: C O
To: Donna Darm; Steve Stone; 
Subject: Makah DEIS meeting
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 1:20:34 PM


Hi Donna, Here is our local paper's article on the meeting last night. 
Margaret believes you when you said that you want this to be a honest 
document with nothing swept under the carpet. She has only been saying 
the nicest things about meeting you last night. Chuck O. 
 
http://www.peninsuladailynews.com/article/20080529/NEWS/805290303 
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From: yashoda jordan
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 12:31:11 PM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
Y.D. Jordan
Montclair, NJ 07043
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From: Helena Frangogiannis
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whales!!
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 11:58:41 AM


 
RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifl es under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's pro posal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Helena Frangogiannis M. 
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From: Jeanne Young
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: "2008 Makah DEIS"
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 11:08:23 AM


Dear Sir / Madam
 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Young
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From: Elaine Friedman
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEI
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 11:01:47 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the ani 
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From: Kelly
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah Deis
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 9:13:00 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's 
February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters 
off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the 
guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and 
races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off 
Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The 
Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
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contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally 
kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Kelly Delesandro/McNulty
6930 Town Harbour Blvd. Unit 2522  
Boca Raton FL 33433  
Cell: 786-543-2700  
Cell: 301-776-6552  
Photo Website: http://photos.yahoo.com/ggil6110








From: Lisa Koehl
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 8:02:04 AM


Dear NOAA's Fisheries Service Members: 
 
First, I would like to thank you for allowing me theopportunity to make 
my concerns hard in regards to the Makah Indian Tribe's February 2005 
appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off 
Washington State.   I have recently learned that the Draft EIS weighs a 
range of options to the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I most respectfully ask you to PLEASE consider this fact: In the 21st 
Century, no human being needs to consume whale meat to survive; 
including the Makah Tribe, who until recently, have left the gray whale to 
live in peace for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" certainly does not justify murderous 
slaughter. 
Whales are most often harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles 
under the guise  
of "cultural" whaling.  Holidays are "observed" with whaling contests and 
races.  
No celebration can ethically justify animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off 
Neah Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine agonizing 
hours of suffering. The Makah Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the 
offenders violated no laws for the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a 
plea deal that asked the tribal court to waive prosecution. As you are 
aware, the tribal judge ignored the federal plea deal, ordering the five 
whalers to instead stand trial in a sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
Please, it is unacceptable for the Neah Bay whale and others who will 
suffer an agonizing and prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. 
Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the 
contemporary world. Please, I urge you to deny the Makah Nation's 
proposal to legally kill whales under their treaty. 
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Most sincerely,
 
Lisa Koehl, Someone Who Cares
Brooklyn, CT 
lkoehl@snet.net
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From: Long Island
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Fwd: DUE 7/8: No More Makah Whaling
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 6:56:46 AM


 
RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
~NK Acevedo
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Non-violence leads to the highest ethics, which is the goal of all 
evolution. Until we stop harming all other living beings, we are still 
savages.  
~Thomas A. Edison 
 
Nothing will benefit human health and increase the chances for 
survival of life on earth as much as the evolution to a vegetarian diet  
~Albert Einstein 
 
 








From: Kristen Higdon
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 5:58:52 AM


 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kristen N Higdon 
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From: Tara Lorin
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 5:56:12 AM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February 2005 appeal to recommence hunting 
Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options 
to the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human being needs whale meat to survive -- 
including the Makah Tribe, who until recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise of cultural whaling. Holidays are 
observed with whaling contests and races. No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah Bay in 2007, the animal gradually 
bled to death over nine hours. The Makah Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws 
for the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal court to waive prosecution. As you 
know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer prolonged death at the hands of Makah 
killers. Please do not honor "treaty rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you,
Tara Lorin
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From: Chantal Buslot
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 4:08:58 AM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter.. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Chantal Buslot 
Belgium (EU) 
chantal.buslot@yucom.be 
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From: Amy Gackowski
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 1:57:25 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The 'reinforcement of tribal identity' does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor 'treaty  
rights' to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for 'ceremonial and subsistence' whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Gackowska, 
England 
 


Get Started! 
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From: Amy Gackowski
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 1:57:24 AM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The 'reinforcement of tribal identity' does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor 'treaty  
rights' to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for 'ceremonial and subsistence' whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Gackowska, 
England 
 


Get Started! 
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From: Collins, Peter
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Pacific Whales
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2008 1:45:27 AM


Sirs,
 
There are millions of people all over the world who care deeply about animal welfare and who are 
regularly alerted to issues such as this, and will be watching closely to see what decision you make.
 
In the 21st century, there is no justification for this primeval barbarity being inflicted on living creatures, 
and it is the responsibility of all civilised people to put a stop to it. You cannot allow whales to be 
butchered and bleed to death in agony over several hours, so for God’s sake do the decent thing and 
outlaw this.
 
Thank you.
 
Peter Collins.
 
 
Peter Collins BA (Hons) Law
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From: Stephanie Johanna Goldbach
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS !!
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 11:41:21 PM


Dear Members of NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February 
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off 
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to 
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human 
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until 
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales 
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise 
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races. 
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah 
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah 
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for 
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal 
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the 
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a 
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer 
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty 
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the 
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill 
whales under their treaty. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Stephanie Johanna Goldbach 
Berlin-Charlottenburg 
Germany 
-- 
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From: Liza McAlister
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: RE: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 9:53:40 PM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Liza McAlister 
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From: karen pearen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 8:27:41 PM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
K. Pearen
Australia
 



mailto:karenpearen@yahoo.com

mailto:MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov





Get the name you always wanted with the new y7mail email address.



http://au.rd.yahoo.com/mail/taglines/au/y7mail/default/*http://au.mail.yahoo.com/?p1=ni&p2=general&p3=tagline&p4=other






From: Kitrynak@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: No More Makah Whaling
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 7:05:57 PM


NOAA's Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February  
2005 appeal to recommence hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off  
Washington State. I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to  
the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human  
being needs whale meat to survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until  
recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
The "reinforcement of tribal identity" does not justify slaughter. Whales  
are typically harpooned or blasted with high-powered rifles under the guise  
of cultural whaling. Holidays are observed with whaling contests and races.  
No celebration warrants animal suffering and death. 
 
After five Makah whalers illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale off Neah  
Bay in 2007, the animal gradually bled to death over nine hours. The Makah  
Nation dismissed all charges, as long as the offenders violated no laws for  
the next year. Federal prosecutors offered a plea deal that asked the tribal  
court to waive prosecution. As you know, the tribal judge ignored the  
federal plea deal, ordering the five whalers to instead stand trial in a  
sympathetic Makah courtroom. 
 
This is unacceptable -- for the Neah Bay whale and others who will suffer  
prolonged death at the hands of Makah killers. Please do not honor "treaty  
rights" to massacre whales. 
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the  
contemporary world. Please deny the Makah Nation's proposal to legally kill  
whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Betty jean Herner 
 
 


Get trade secrets for amazing burgers. Watch "Cooking with Tyler Florence" on AOL Food.
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From: Nick Scholtes
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 6:58:52 PM


RE: 2008 Makah DEIS 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's February 2005 appeal to recommence 
hunting Pacific gray whales in coastal waters off Washington State. 
I understand the Draft EIS weighs a range of options to the tribe's proposal to kill whales. 
 
I respectfully ask you to consider this fact: In the 21st Century, no human being needs whale meat to 
survive -- including the Makah Tribe, who until recently, left the gray whale alone for over 70 years. 
 
I urge you to please ban all Makah whaling. 
 
Thank you, 
Nick Scholtes 
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From: Mark Langley
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 4:59:54 PM


Dear Mr. Stone and the NOAA Fisheries Service: 
 
Thank you for accepting public opinion on the Makah Indian Tribe's appeal to hunt Pacific gray whales in 
coastal waters off of Washington State. I am writing to ask that you deny their request to kill these whales. 
 
No human being needs whale meat to survive, the Makah Nation has long existed without the hunting of 
whales, and "culture" never justifies the horribly cruel slaughter of animals.  When the Makah whalers 
illegally shot and harpooned a gray whale in 2007, the animal took nine hours to expire.  The Makah 
Nation predictably dismissed all charges.  
 
There is no rationale for "ceremonial and subsistence" whaling in the contemporary world. Laws must 
change to reflect social norms and increased understanding of other animals.  Please deny the Makah 
Nation's proposal to legally kill whales under their treaty. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mark Langley 
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From: Gayle Robey
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS;
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 1:45:13 PM


Dear Mr. Stone, 
 
Please consider my position in favor of permanent revocation of Makah whaling rights for the following 
reasons: 
 
A) The Makah Treaty of 1855; specifically Article 4, which allows the tribe to whale, is a 152 year old 
document; one which pre-dates the AMERICAN CIVIL WAR BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no longer 
relevant. 
 
B) The Makah claim of 'subsistence' whaling [under the International Whaling Commission's criteria] is 
obviously false. You can not "subsist" on whales that your tribe has not hunted for over 70 years. 
 
C) The Makah right to whaling on a 'cultural' basis is no longer true or applicable. In the hunt of 1999 
the tribe availed itself of speed boats; cell phones; Coast Guard cutters; "spotters" from helicopters; 
high powered rifles and machine guns to bring down their prey. The traditional long boats and spears 
used by their ancestors played a minor and incidental role in the kill. From a "traditional" standpoint, 
the methods employed were solidly 21st century...and a complete travesty of Makah ancient whaling 
practices. 
 
D) Whale populations are being depleted at an alarming rate. Pollution, global warming, dwindling food 
sources, ship strikes, disease, sonar disturbances and rogue whaling worldwide, have all taken a 
devastating toll on a species capable of producing only one calf, per adult female, per year. No ONE 
group should be exempt from the global responsibility we ALL share for ensuring the continued 
survival of our whales. Scientists have recently admitted to miscalculating the 'success' of the Gray 
whales' return from the brink of extinction. They have observed several 'skinny' Gray whales and 
conclude that their food sources may be rapidly declining due to global warming. 
 
E) The Makah's cousins, members of the Maa-nulth First Nations, who reside on the Western shores 
of Vancouver Island have signed an agreement with the Canadian government in which they will honor 
a 25 year moratorium of their whaling rights. In return, they were given generous concessions of land 
and cash. If the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" whales, they must be committed to 
allowing them to live in peace and safety; while helping improve the quality of life for all Makah by 
increasing financial and educational opportunities for their people. 
 
At a time when the world is faced with multiple species extinction; pollution; global warming and rapidly 
dwindling natural resources, eliminating ALL whaling is the only ethical, moral and ecologically 
responsible decision to uphold. 
Sincerely, 
Gayle Robey 
Sammamish, WA 
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From: Pat Yolton
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS Attn: Steve Stone
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 10:52:25 AM


I am vehemently opposed to the Makah's continued desire 
to have another whale hunt.  This practice is an outdated, 
unnecessary killing of these great mammals.  These 
people are no longer subsistence tribes.  Why can't they 
"act out" the harpooning of these animals in ceremony, 
without actually killing them, as we see other Native 
Americans perform their ancestor's rituals. 


Please do not allow this "hunt" to take place. 


Sincerely,  
Pat Yolton, resident  
City of Snoqualmie, WA 


Patricia Yolton, Permit Technician  
City of Snoqualmie  
Building Department  
38194 SE Stearns Rd  
P.O. Box 987  
Snoqualmie, WA 98065 


425-888-5435 ext. 11  
fax: 425-831-4798  
www.ci.snoqualmie.wa.us  
  



mailto:PYolton@ci.snoqualmie.wa.us

mailto:MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov

file:///c|/www.ci.snoqualmie.wa.us






From: Brookie Judge
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 8:27:18 AM


Hello, 
I am strongly opposed to the unnecessary killing of whales. 
Please don't allow the killing of such strong creatures. 
Kind regards, 
~Brookie Judge 
 
 
 
  


BUST: The magazine for women with something to get off their chests. Subscribe today at  www.bust.
com
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From: Cory Gardner
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 11:54:55 PM


  I would like to outline several factors as to why the Makah should not be 
permitted to take whales.  
 
 
 
 
1.) Ecotourism: Grey Whales are a key element to ecotourism industries in Mexico, 
USA, and Canada. Whale watching is more profitable than whaling, making millions 
of dollars each year in direct revenue. It should also be taken into consideration 
that peoples working in these fields form attachments to certain animals. Animosity 
toward the Makah tribe can only increase if one of the animals who has a name, is 
considered a friend, etc is killed. As the whales migrate up the coast, there is now 
way to tell which groups have formed an attachment to which animals, and no way 
to tell the whales apart. Ecotourism and whaling cannot exist side by side.  
 
 
2.) Population Estimates: New studies show that the Grey Whale population has not 
recovered to historical levels as previously thought. Recent studies of grey whale 
DNA indicates that between 78,500 and 117,700 grey whales existed before 
commercial whaling decimated the population. Current population estimates puts 
grey whales at 22,000, which based on the recent DNA study, puts them at one-
third to one fifth of their historical levels, which is far from a recovered population. 
This estimate differs from the IWC estimates but should be considered far more 
accurate, as it uses genetic testing, current technology, and scientific knowledge. 
 
 
3.) Food supply: Scientists studying the Grey Whale population have observed 
changes in the whales' appearance and behaviour, including emaciation, later 
migration, not migrating as far North, and a decrease in calf production. These are 
thought to be due to a reduction in food supply in the Bering Sea caused by global 
warming. Environmental stressors will only increase with the impact of global 
warming, and the Grey Whale population will suffer as a result. 
 
 
4.) Public Opinion: The world is largely against whaling. Killing sentient beings has 
no place in a conservation-oriented society.  
 
 
5.) Non-Traditional Methods: On the 1999 hunt, the Makah did not use traditional 
methods to kill the whale they took. If they truly wanted to hunt whales in a 
traditional manner, they would use all traditional methods. One can only conclude, 
as they are not using traditional methods to hunt, that there must be another 
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reason.  
 
 
“The International Whaling Commission permits four cartridges in whaling: the and 
the .460 Weatherby Magnum, .50 BMG, and the .577 Tyrannosaur, which the 
Makah fired in the 1999 hunt.”
 
 
6.) Ceremonial and Subsistence Use: The Makah were permitted to take whales for 
ceremonial and subsistence use. Why, then, were the Makah considering selling 
whale meat for profit? As outlined above, whale watching is far more profitable 
than whaling. Selling the meat should be considered unacceptable, as it conflicts 
with the original purpose of killing whales for ceremonial and subsistence purposes. 
 
 
“The key to Makah economic prosperity had always been the whale trade, and the 
Tribal Council began to realize that a return to this trade may just prove to be the 
economic savior that the tribe had been waiting for. Japanese market prices 
pegged the value of one gray whale at anywhere from $500,000 to 1 million 
dollars, and since the Makah were the only Americans with a legal treaty right to 
hunt gray whales, they would have no competition for these dollars. According to a 
April 1995 memo written by Mike Tillman, Deputy Commissioner of the U.S. 
Delegation on Whaling Issues, both Japan and Norway had contacted the Makah 
about buying any potential whale meat, and the Makah were contemplating 
building a processing plant.”
 
This directly conflicts with the IWC's definition of subsistence use:
 
“(1)The personal consumption of whale products for food, fuel, shelter, clothing, 
tools, or transportation by participants in the whale harvest. (2) The barter, trade, 
or sharing of whale products in their harvested form with relatives of the 
participants in the harvest, with others in the local community or with persons in 
locations other than the local community with whom local residents share familial, 
social, cultural, or economic ties. A generalized currency is involved in this barter 
and tra[d]e, but the predominant portion of the products from each whale are 
ordinarily directly consumed or utilized in their harvested form within the local 
community; (3) The making and selling of handicraft articles from whale 
products, when the whale is harvested for the purposes defined in (1) and (2) 
above.”
 
7.) Contaminants: Whale are particularly suceptible to contamination from toxins in 
the marine environment. High levels of PCBs, DDT, dioxin, pesticides, and heavy 
metals such as mercury make whale meat unsafe for human consumption. Humans 
should be prevented from consuming this meat at all costs.
 
“PCBs can cause neurotoxicity (nerve damage), reproductive and developmental 







disorders, immune system suppression, liver damage, skin irritation, and endocrine 
disruption. DDT exposure is associated with certain cancer risks and neurological 
and reproductive disorders. Dioxins, among the most toxic substances known, can 
cause cancer, metabolic dysfunction, and immune system disorders. Methylmercury 
consumption can cause neurological and developmental problems. The 
contaminants are often highly concentrated in blubber because they are lipophilic, 
meaning they bond easily and even preferentially to fat.”


In the past, whales were hunted for food by the Makah, Grey Whales for oil. There 
is no need to hunt whales for food in the 21st century, and there is also no need in 
particular for Grey Whales to be hunted for oil (as the Makah hunted them for in 
the past), as there are other sources of oil available that do not conflict with 
tourism industries and public opinion.
 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my input into this matter.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Ms. Cory Gardner
 








From: blheath@comcast.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 6:14:59 PM


Dear Mr. Stone,
Please do not allow this whale hunt to occur. I think that it is very cruel 
and unneccessary. Many of the gray whales are very tame off the 
Washington coast and it just is not a fair playing field as the whales are 
not afraid of humans. 
I don't see why the Makah people feel that this is the only way to satisfy 
their traditions. There are many more interesting and productive ways to 
do it such as learning their language or cooking traditional food or working 
on their beautiful arts and crafts . 
There is too much killing and bad things going on in the world so please 
don't let this happen to these beautiful and trusting animals. We should 
take care of them and not destroy them intentionally.
Thank-you.
Sincerely, Brenda Heath
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From: ERSOPRANO@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 12:08:23 PM


I am writing in opposition to the Makah whaling proposal.
 
If the Makah people were to use the whale products in their culture, eat the flesh and use hunting 
modes available when the treaty was written, I would be more inclined to agree with 1 whale per 
year. I do not believe that the people at the time of the treaty used high-powered speedboats with 
high-powered harpoons to chase down the whales as do the modern Makah. In a time of ecological 
trauma to our earth, we should celebrate the resurgence of any whales and not use that 
resurgence in population as an excuse to kill them. We do not know how long that resurgence will 
last in today's ecological climate. 
 
If they must have this "religious" experience, they should show reverence for their ancestors by 
using the traditional methods of capture available at the time of the treaty..
 
By the way, 5 tribes of American Indian flow in my veins, but I show reverence to my ancestors in 
ways that do not harm nature.  E. Robinson, Kent, WA
 
 
 


Get trade secrets for amazing burgers. Watch "Cooking with Tyler Florence" on AOL Food.
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From: Kathleen Jackson
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 26, 2008 11:19:10 AM


I have read the DEIS and my conclusion has come about 
because of these problems:
 
A recent "hunting bungle" occurred when  a group 
decided to kill a whale without permission.  The whale, 
wounded, was left to die a miserable death.
 
What assurances are in place to make certain that the 
whales killed are not either pregnant or nursing?
 
If the tribe itself is not going to oversee or share in the 
cost of a whale kill, then the danger to allow families to 
kill will likely result in more bungles.  "Warriors" heading 
out to kill have limited skills for harpooning and would 
wind up with motor boats and modern methods of 
eliminating whales, all disruptive and cruel.
 
Would open up whaling to other indigenous groups and 
countries anxious to harvest whales for commercial 
purposes.
 
Most of the $140 million tourist dollars come from 
festivals in Port Angeles and Sequim.  Nobody tours in 
Neah Bay except to visit the local museum.  There's not 
much to see there.
 
Whale watching events should be totally banned 
anywhere.  Such events are strictly for the dollar and are 
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not at all concerned with the disruption they cause to 
marine wildlife.
 
No clear cut economic benefit to tribe.
 
As with other indigenous peoples, rituals can be carried 
out in "mock" events on the reservation.  
 
The only people interested in watching whales being 
slaughtered would be those bearing witness to a wanton,
cruel act.  The average tourist wouldn't get near such an 
event.
 
$2.1 million dollars to secure the area by US Coast Guard 
and other law enforcements agencies is way too much 
money to spend with taxpayer money.  There are many 
more pressing uses for those dollars than killing whales.
 
The Makahs have to find another way to subsist other 
than whale kills.  If whale hunts are allowed, nothing but 
bad can come of it!  
 
I VOTE ABSOLUTELY NO WHALE HUNTING!  
 
Kathleen Jackson
196 25th Street
Port Townsend,Washington 98368
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From: houston allen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 26, 2008 6:04:11 AM


I am writing in support of the Makah tradition of whaling.  Who are we to 
judge the traditions of this culture?  These people have the good sense to 
take only what they need. 
Thank you, 
h 
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From: C O
To: Donna Darm; Steve Stone; 
Subject: Makah Whaling
Date: Friday, May 23, 2008 1:46:42 PM
Attachments: WJ photo.JPG 


Another reason we are fighting so hard, and you folks know this is their 
goal, along with commercial whaling, you know it! 
Here is an article about the resurgence of the humpbacks. 
 Margaret asked Wayne Johnson (IWC meeting). Why is there a humpback 
on your jacket? He said, "why eat hamburger if we can eat steak" ? 
See attach. 
 
http://ap.google.com/article/
ALeqM5jWFkQCL_vHK6YpzN4u_OGxhZdm6AD90R7UIO0 
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From: Diane Johnston
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 23, 2008 11:02:37 AM


 
I'm all for the Makah Tribe having pride in its existence, but there  
are other ways to accomplish this than by pointlessly killing gray  
whales. Some people don't seem to get it that their heritage, their  
old cultural patterns are not viable in the world of today. Ceremonial  
practices to celebrate the history of the Makah could certainly be  
developed without actually killing animals FOR NO REASON!  And what is  
this about "how many could be struck but not killed"? That is really  
ugly. 
 
The whales are protected by law; keep them protected and do not allow  
hunting just for the fun of killing something. 
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From: Mary Markus
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Resumption of Whaling by the Makah
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2008 1:08:49 PM


I attended a meeting in Los Angeles at the Autry museum several years ago, 
when JJ was still at Seaworld. The Makah presented their pitiful justification 
for resuming whaling, and their preparations for it. They got their permit, JJ 
was released, and later that summer, the Makah killed a whale that "just 
came up to them". Have you considered who that whale may have been? I 
have.
 
Mary Markus, Past President of the AMERICAN CETACEAN SOCIETY, 
ORANGE COUNTY
10462 Ramona Way, Garden Grove, CA
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From: annelise@look.ca
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: MAKAH DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2008 8:53:29 AM


Steve Stone <steve.stone@noaa.gov> 
NMFS Northwest Region 
 
Dear Steve, 
 
On behalf of the Canadian Marine Environment Protection Society, I am 
writing to respectfully request that NMFS extend 90 days the comment 
period allowed for us to have more time to review the 900 page document 
regarding the Makah DEIS. 
 
Many thanks for your attention to this matter, 
 
Annelise Sorg 
Vice President 
Canadian Marine Environment Protection Society 
Box 461 - 1755 Robson Street 
Vancouver, BC V6G 3B7 
CANADA 
TEL 604 736 9514 
info@cmeps.org 
www.cmeps.org 
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From: Tami Drake
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: Makah DEIS - Request for Extension to Make Comments
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 4:24:28 PM


 
 


May 21, 2008
 
Steve Stone
NMFS Northwest Region
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 1100
Portland, OR 97232
 
Dear Mr. Stone:
 
The Federal Register/ Vol. 73, No. 91/ Friday, May 9, 2008/ Notices/ 26375 announced the release of the Makah DEIS, with a 
deadline for comments of July 8, 2008.
 
The California Gray Whale Coalition requests that NMFS extend the deadline for comments 90 days from the current deadline. The 
current schedule does not make it feasible to critically and thoroughly review, let alone comment, on the 900 page DEIS. The 
California Gray WhaleCoalitionbelieves that the current schedule for comments and public meetings does not provide the required 
opportunity for public participation in the process as required by NEPA. Additionally, due to the precedent setting nature of granting 
a waiver to theMarineMammal Protection Act (MMPA), with national and international implications, this issue must receive the time 
and attention it deserves.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Drake
Co-Founder
California Gray Whale Coalition
www.californiagraywhalecoalition.org
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From: Judith Swain
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whaling
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 4:11:16 PM


Dear Sirs,
 
Following the behaviour of the five Makah criminals who illegally killed a 
grey whale off Neah Bay last year in an incident which caused the creature 
to suffer for 10 hours, for which I understand they will serve no jail time, 
nor be prosecuted by their own tribe, nor anyone else, I wish to state that 
I feel no further Makah whaling should be permitted.
 
I also feel it is outrageous that these five criminals should be fined only 20 
dollars each for their barbaric behaviour towards this creature.
 
It is for these reason that the Makah should be prevented from ever 
whaling again.
 
Yours faithfully,
 
MISS J. E. SWAIN 
35 GRAIG ROAD 
ALLTWEN 
PONTARDAWE 
SWANSEA 
SA8 3DA 
WALES 
UNITED KINGDOM
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From: arnold sue
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Re Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 2:22:56 PM


Steve, 
 
I just wanted to place on record that although Australians for Animals is on 
the the distribution list, we have not been formally advised of the DEIS and 
would not be aware of the Federal Register Notice or DEIS unless other 
groups had informed AFA. 
 
Thanks,  Sue Arnold, Co-ordinator, Australians for Animals Int. Byron Bay, 
Australia 
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From: Diane
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 10:35:44 AM


I am petitioning NOAA; asking that the agency permanently STRIP Makah whaling rights for the 
following reasons: 
 
 
A)   The Makah Treaty of 1855; [specifically Article 4, which allows the tribe to whale], is a 152 year 
old document; one which pre-dates the AMERICAN CIVIL WAR BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no 
longer relevant; anymore than the past tradition of slavery, WHICH THE MAKAH TRIBE 
FORFEITED WHEN SIGNING THIS TREATY. That's right folks, the Makah owned slaves!! 
  
B)   The Makah claim of 'subsistence' whaling [under the International Whaling Commission's 
criteria] is obviously false. You can not "subsist" on whales that your tribe has not hunted for over 
70 years. 
 
 
C)   The Makah right to whaling on a 'cultural' basis is no longer true or applicable. In the hunt of 
1999 the tribe availed itself of speed boats; cell phones; Coast Guard cutters; "spotters" from 
helicopters; high powered rifles and machine guns to bring down their prey.  The traditional long 
boats and spears used by their ancestors played a minor and incidental role in the kill. From a 
"traditional" standpoint, the methods employed were solidly 21st century...and a complete travesty 
of Makah ancient whaling practices. [It should also be noted that when the 1999 "hunt" was 
complete, the Makah people (other than a few elders who tasted one or two strips of flesh) left 
99.9% of this whale's body to ROT on the beach]. 
 
 
D)   Whale populations are being depleted at an alarming rate. Pollution, global warming, dwindling 
food sources, ship strikes, disease, sonar disturbances and rogue whaling worldwide, have all 
taken a devastating toll on a species capable of producing only one calf, per adult female, per year. 
No ONE group should be exempt from the global responsibility we ALL share for ensuring the 
continued survival of our whales. Scientists have recently admitted to miscalculating the 'success' 
of the Gray whales' return from the brink of extinction. They have observed several 'skinny' Gray 
whales and conclude that their food sources may be rapidly declining due to global warming. 
 
 
E)   The Makah's cousins [and closest relatives, because the Makah Tribe has no connection to 
any other U.S. tribe], members of the Maa-nulth First Nations, who reside on the Western shores of 
Vancouver Island have signed an agreement with the Canadian government in which they will 
honor a 25 year moratorium of their whaling rights. In return, they were given generous 
concessions of land and cash. If the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" whales, they 
must be committed to allowing them to live in peace and safety; while helping improve the quality 
of life for all Makah by increasing financial and educational opportunities for their people. 
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At a time when the world is faced with multiple species extinction; pollution; global warming and 
rapidly dwindling natural resources, eliminating ALL whaling is the only ethical, moral and 
ecologically responsible decision to uphold.
 
Diane M. Kastel
Wheaton, IL
USA
 
  
 








From: Diane
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 10:35:35 AM


THE MAKAH RECENTLY RELEASED A STATEMENT SAYING THEY ARE 
PREPARING FOR ANOTHER 'HUNT' WITHIN THE NEXT 24 MONTHS! Since 
NOAA nor any other government agency has yet to give them the proper waiver necessary to 
continue whaling, it seems evident that the Makah know something the rest of us do not!! 
 
THIS IS THE TRIBE WHO-ACTING ALONE-HAD GRAY WHALES REMOVED 
FROM THE ENDANGERED SPECIES LIST!!! 
 
THE MAKAH'S ONLY REASON FOR HUNTING GRAY WHALES IS TO SELL 
THE WHALE MEAT TO JAPAN FOR BIG $$$!! IT HAS NOTHING TO DO 
WITH CULTURE OR TRADITION--ONLY GREED! IT ALSO BREAKS THEIR 
OWN TREATY AGREEMENT AND INTERNATIONAL LAW!   
 
A MIGHTY PUBLIC OUTCRY IS NEEDED TO COUNTERACT THIS DISGUSTING, 
OUTRAGEOUS FARCE OF A TRIAL AND TO CIRCUMVENT THE CORRUPT POLITICAL 
POWER OF THIS TRIBE. PLEASE KEEP THE PRESSURE ON UNTIL MAKAH WHALING IS 
HISTORY! 
 
 
I DEMAND THAT IN LIGHT OF THIS EXTREMELY BRAZEN AND EVIL ACT, 
THE MAKAH IMMEDIATELY LOSE ANY RIGHT TO CONSIDERATION OF 
A MMPA  WAIVER; THUS CLOSING THE LEGAL OPPORTUNITY FOR 
FUTURE WHALING !
 
Diane M. Kastel
Wheaton, IL
USA
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From: Diane
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 10:34:55 AM


I am petitioning NOAA; asking that the agency permanently STRIP Makah whaling rights for the 
following reasons: 
 
 
A)   The Makah Treaty of 1855; [specifically Article 4, which allows the tribe to whale], is a 152 year 
old document; one which pre-dates the AMERICAN CIVIL WAR BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no 
longer relevant; anymore than the past tradition of slavery, WHICH THE MAKAH TRIBE 
FORFEITED WHEN SIGNING THIS TREATY. That's right folks, the Makah owned slaves!! 
  
B)   The Makah claim of 'subsistence' whaling [under the International Whaling Commission's 
criteria] is obviously false. You can not "subsist" on whales that your tribe has not hunted for over 
70 years. 
 
 
C)   The Makah right to whaling on a 'cultural' basis is no longer true or applicable. In the hunt of 
1999 the tribe availed itself of speed boats; cell phones; Coast Guard cutters; "spotters" from 
helicopters; high powered rifles and machine guns to bring down their prey.  The traditional long 
boats and spears used by their ancestors played a minor and incidental role in the kill. From a 
"traditional" standpoint, the methods employed were solidly 21st century...and a complete travesty 
of Makah ancient whaling practices. [It should also be noted that when the 1999 "hunt" was 
complete, the Makah people (other than a few elders who tasted one or two strips of flesh) left 
99.9% of this whale's body to ROT on the beach]. 
 
 
D)   Whale populations are being depleted at an alarming rate. Pollution, global warming, dwindling 
food sources, ship strikes, disease, sonar disturbances and rogue whaling worldwide, have all 
taken a devastating toll on a species capable of producing only one calf, per adult female, per year. 
No ONE group should be exempt from the global responsibility we ALL share for ensuring the 
continued survival of our whales. Scientists have recently admitted to miscalculating the 'success' 
of the Gray whales' return from the brink of extinction. They have observed several 'skinny' Gray 
whales and conclude that their food sources may be rapidly declining due to global warming. 
 
 
E)   The Makah's cousins [and closest relatives, because the Makah Tribe has no connection to 
any other U.S. tribe], members of the Maa-nulth First Nations, who reside on the Western shores of 
Vancouver Island have signed an agreement with the Canadian government in which they will 
honor a 25 year moratorium of their whaling rights. In return, they were given generous 
concessions of land and cash. If the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" whales, they 
must be committed to allowing them to live in peace and safety; while helping improve the quality 
of life for all Makah by increasing financial and educational opportunities for their people. 
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At a time when the world is faced with multiple species extinction; pollution; global warming and 
rapidly dwindling natural resources, eliminating ALL whaling is the only ethical, moral and 
ecologically responsible decision to uphold.
 
Diane M. Kastel
Wheaton, IL
USA
 
  
 








From: Diane
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 10:21:17 AM


I am OUTRAGED that the 5 Makah criminals WILL NOT SERVE JAIL TIME; WILL 
NOT BE PROSECUTED BY THEIR OWN TRIBE or anyone else, and will be FINED--
20 BUCKS A PIECE!!!!!!! for murder--THEY MUST NOT BE REWARDED by being 
allowed to continue whaling!!  
 
$20.00...the extent of justice; of punishment, for the murder of an innocent being which 
suffered for more than 10 HOURS!! before slipping beneath the waves. 
 
OBSCENE, DISGUSTING AND A MONSTROUS TRAVESTY, please don't allow 
NOAA, the justice system and the Makah to get away with it!!! 
 
Diane M. Kastel
Wheaton, IL
USA
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From: Diane
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 10:04:59 AM


I WANT TO EXPRESS MY OUTRAGE that the 5 Makah criminals WILL NOT 
SERVE JAIL TIME; WILL NOT BE PROSECUTED BY THEIR OWN TRIBE or 
anyone else, and will be FINED--20 BUCKS A PIECE!!!!!!! for murder--THEY MUST 
NOT BE REWARDED by being allowed to continue whaling!!  
 
$20.00...the extent of justice; of punishment, for the murder of an innocent being which 
suffered for more than 10 HOURS!! before slipping beneath the waves. 
 
OBSCENE, DISGUSTING AND A MONSTROUS TRAVESTY, please don't allow 
NOAA, the justice system and the Makah to get away with it!!!
 
DIANE M. KASTEL
WHEATON, IL
USA
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From: arnold sue
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Re Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 5:56:49 PM


Dear Steve, 
 
On behalf of Australians for Animals Int. I formally request an extension of 
the comment period for the Makah DEIS from July 8 for at least a further six 
weeks. 
 
The DEIS document is 900 pages long, no doubt it has taken months and months 
if not years to put together.  To properly comment on such an extensive 
document in four weeks is not possible.  Given the importance of this issue, 
I believe NMFS must accede to this request. 
 
With regards, Sue Arnold, Co-ordinator, Australians for Animals Int. Byron 
Bay. NSW Australia 
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From: MacDougall, Gordon
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Lynn Compas; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 3:04:58 PM


Let the Makah make their own decisions regarding whaling. They are given this right by treaty, and 
this right should not be interfered with.


1) It's a treaty right  
2) Whales, while wonderful, are also part of the cycle of life: they get eaten by other animals, and 
also by us (and besides, it's a treaty right anyway)


3) It's a treaty right. 


I'm not sure why we are even being asked our opinion, as it is the right of the Makah to hunt whale, 
but as it seems this DEIS has a legal impact, for some non-treaty reason, my opinion is that the 
Makah, as a sovereign nation, be allowed to choose their own path regarding whaling.


Sincerely,  
Gordon Macdougall  
344 NE 53rd St. Seattle 98105 
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From: gilbertk9
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 1:09:52 PM


Dear Mr. Stone – Please support the Makah Indians in their request for whaling. It is important that we 
as Americans stand up and support treaties that we have made - it is called integrity. The Makah are 
the real environmentalists. The opposition ignores Science and their position is based on emotion and 
a political aganda that is not consistent with Freedom and our countries obligations to Indian Treaties. 
Ed 
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From: Kami Pratum
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 9:01:04 AM


Please do not allow whales to be hunted. It's not ok! The animal rights issues 
here are a major problem, but also the safety of people involved is at risk, and 
that's not ok. 


Make every e-mail and IM count. Join the i’m Initiative from Microsoft. 
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From: Dennis Niles
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: RE: Draft EIS on Makah Whale-Hunting
Date: Monday, May 19, 2008 12:29:20 PM


Yes; thanks.  Good luck.  DN 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Steve Stone [mailto:Steve.Stone@noaa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 12:07 PM 
To: Dennis Niles 
Subject: Re: Draft EIS on Makah Whale-Hunting 
 
Dennis - We have an extremely limited number of hard copies and these 
are very expensive to produce.  The document is available on CD and I 
can mail one to you today - will that suffice?  Otherwise it is 
available online and at several libraries (see 
http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/Marine-Mammals/Whales-Dolphins-Porpoise/Gray-Wha 
les/Makah-DEIS.cfm) 
Steve Stone 
 
Dennis Niles wrote the following on 5/19/2008 11:59 AM: 
> 
> Mark, I require a hard copy of the referenced draft EIS.  I am hoping 
> you are able to mail one to me at P.O. Box 2594, Olympia WA 98507.  
> Please advise.   Thank you. 
> 
 
-- 
This message was scanned by the Worry-Free Spam Filter and is believed 
to be clean. 
Use the following link to report this message as spam: 
http://spamfilter.intech-hawaii.com/cgi-bin/learn-msg.cgi?id=680383B4001 
.4B724 
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From: Dennis Niles
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Draft EIS on Makah Whale-Hunting
Date: Monday, May 19, 2008 11:59:29 AM


Mark, I require a hard copy of the referenced draft EIS.  I am hoping you are able 
to mail one to me at P.O. Box 2594, Olympia WA 98507.  Please advise.   Thank 
you. 
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From: starbird
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: NO RIGHTS FOR THE MAKAH!!!   EVER!!!
Date: Monday, May 19, 2008 11:34:43 AM


  Under no circumstances should the Makah ever be allowed to kill  
another whale.  They have proved to be liars, dishonorable,  
opprobrious and disgusting.  My comments are: NO INDIGENOUS WHALING  
FOR ANY GROUP! 
 
This is a new era, a new paradigm where the land, the waters and the  
beings who live on and in them have been killed to the brink of  
extinction and some right on over it.  ENOUGH!  Someone has to have  
the balls to say NO MORE! 
 
There is no reason to save a stupid, mean and cruel culture.  Cultures  
must grow with the times.  That gray whale slaughtered by Wayne  
Johnson languished in agony for 6 hours chocking on it's own blood.   
This MUST not ever happen again. 
 
I have asked before and I am asking again that all whaling be stopped  
by this country at once.  There is no reason to continue brutalizing   
whales.  Culture is the least of it.  All living must live and change,  
including indigenous tribes.  Especially indigenous tribes. 
 
I am opposed to the opprobrious and unconscionable behavior of both  
the tribes and the US government that permits the killing of whales. 
 
NO WHALING!  We've just spent 8 years under an idiot with no morals or  
brain.  It's time someone stood up and made a positive difference.   
It's time. 
 
Do it.  Be the one with the balls.  Save the whales. 
 
Sincerely, 
bonnie jay 
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From: Bryony Angell
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Samantha Everett; 
Subject: I oppose the Makah request for hunting of gray whale
Date: Monday, May 19, 2008 11:34:27 AM


Dear NOAA officials:
 
I write as a concerned citizen for Washington State’s wildlife and environment.  While I respect the 
right of the Makah to request a traditional whale hunting ceremony, I believe that such a tradition is no 
longer relevant to present day and the importance of protecting marine mammals off our coast.  
 
A request to hunt Gray whale off Washington’s coast is license to harass and kill a threatened species, 
and under the marine mammal protection act of our country, this hunting option doesn’t exist.  The 
only reason the Makah’s request is being considered is because of the history of tradition.  But many 
cruel and excessive traditions are now outlawed—such as the trade in parts of endangered and 
threatened species.  The exemption for the Makah’s request is absurd, and sets a dangerous 
precedent that tradition  some how overrides conservation. 
 
Granting hunting rights to a particular group of people effectively nullifies the very laws that are set up 
to protect marine mammals.  What good are laws if they can be overlooked on occasion?   
 
In today’s environmental reality, marine mammals need all the protection they can get by rule of law.  
From global warming affecting food availability to destructive fishing practices in international waters, 
there are many hazards faced by marine mammals such as whales.  As much as we can the US 
should present an example to the world in stewardship of the marine life off our coasts, and work with 
other international agencies to strengthen protections of our ocean waters and the life within them.
 
I do not agree that historic tradition outweighs the importance of protecting the whales that pass 
through our waters.  Please turn down this request by the Makah.
 
Thank you for considering my comments.
 
Ms Bryony Angell
4416 S. Othello St
Seattle WA 98118
Work: 206.860.4511
bryony.angell@polyclinic.com
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From: Dan Spomer
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 19, 2008 9:52:21 AM


Good morning:
 
I have been involved in the Makah whaling issue for over ten years. I have 
submitted comments on the previous Environmental Assessments re: Makah 
whaling, and, in fact, was a plaintiff in Anderson v. Evans. I fully intend to submit 
comments on this Draft EIS, as well. In short, my involvement with this issue is long-
lived and substantial.
 
However, given the immense size and scope of the 2008 DEIS, I respectfully 
request that NOAA grant a 90-day extension for public comments. There simply is 
too much material involved to properly research and respond to such an enormous 
document in such a short amount of time. The current comment deadline does 
NOT give adequate time to reply with substantive comments, and in fact, would 
deprive the public of the chance to thoroughly review the document. Given the 
complexity of this issue, I can think of no logical reason why the public comment 
period should not be extended 90 days.
 
Should you have any comments or questions, feel free to contact me at your 
convenience.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
 
Regards,
 
Captain Dan Spomer
PO Box 123
Sekiu, WA 98381
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From: Luree
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Revoke Makah Whaling Rights
Date: Sunday, May 18, 2008 5:47:10 PM


  letter design by: http://artsillustration.com


Honorable Sirs:


It was with absolute shock and horror that I read of the cruelty towards an endangered 
gray whale that Makah people seem to find acceptable. This beautiful whale took an 
agonizing 10 hours to die! Worse still, its body has yet to be recovered. Those who 
waste our ocean’s resources are not only perpetrating a crime against some of the most 
magnificent animals on earth, they are creating a generation inured to cruelty. 


It is difficult for civilized countries to imagine such barbarity towards endangered 
species of whales. Perhaps you are unaware of how they cry with pain.  These are 
primitive and savage acts that reflect badly on the Makah tribe and United States’ 
citizens. 
 
Your country can impact the fate of the world's endangered whales.   It would be 
unconscionable to support a tribe of people who displayed so little compassion to those 
who are weak or have no voice.  It is time that people were educated to realize that 
animals feel pain and fear.  Only the very basest of human beings are incapable of 
recognizing this.  


 I hope that there are educated and compassionate people in your country who will work 
towards making life more tolerable for whales and dolphins.  Many of these animals face 
extinction due to hunting. It is time to permanently stop the very cruel, barbaric and 
horrifying whaling industry.  It is time to criminally prosecute anyone who persists in 
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whaling.  This would give your country considerably more respect in the eyes of the 
civilized world. 
 
Sincerely: 


Luree Dell-Bryan
Volunteer for Cowichan Valley S.P.C.A. 
#6 – 2180 Renfrew Road 
Shawnigan Lake, B.C. 
Canada  V0R 2W1 
Phone (250) 743-3187
 


My Site  http://www.islandnet.com/~luree/


My Passion  http://www.duncanspca.com       


 


The Feral Sex http://www.dailymail.co.uk/pages/live/articles/news/
news.html?in_article_id=566919&in_page_id=1770 
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From: lisa salazar
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: WE DEMAND JUSTICE FOR OUR WHALES
Date: Sunday, May 18, 2008 1:50:49 PM


KILLING WHALES IS BARBARIC MURDER!  WE NEED JUSTICE 
FOR THEM! 
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From: j_lindley039@bellsouth.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: No More Makah Whaling.
Date: Sunday, May 18, 2008 9:25:27 AM


It is a travesty that a beautiful animal went through hours of hell by the Makah whalers.
It is time that whaling is stopped completely and that this nightmare is not repeated again.
Justice was not done by the prosecution and 5 Makah criminals got away with a slap on their 
hands for slaughtering a feeling beautiful being.
At times I am ashamed to be a HUMAN being when I hear of atrocities that we inflict on other living 
beings.
No more Makah whaling.
Judy Lindley, a concerned citizen.
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From: evandyke@myuw.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 17, 2008 6:30:12 PM


Thank you for the opportunity to weigh in over the recent controversy regarding 
Makah whaling. From my perspective, the fact that there is controversy over 
whether the government should honor a treaty that it itself made - especially 
when we are talking about a maximum hunt of 20 whales/yr in a population of 
20,000+ whales - is truly a sign of just how far we still have to go over a society. 
There isn't nearly this much controversy over oil rigs and longstanding air and 
water pollution, which could all represent an actual risk to the whales. 
Traditional foods and ways should be fostered and encouraged. I have heard no 
credible argument - and I have been listening - for why the Makah should not 
have the right to celebrate the ceremonial and cultural significance of reviving 
the whale hunt. 
 
I know I speak for many of my classmates and colleagues when I ask that the 
1855 Makah treaty rights PLEASE be honored. 
 
Emily R. Van Dyke 
MD/MPH Candidate 
University of Washington 
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From: Shari
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Read and take proper action.
Date: Saturday, May 17, 2008 8:01:32 AM


 
$20.00 is the extent of justice?  Of punishment, for the murder of an innocent being which 
suffered for more than 10 HOURS!! before slipping beneath the waves?  Are you on crack? 
 
OBSCENE, DISGUSTING AND A MONSTROUS TRAVESTY, please don't allow 
NOAA, the justice system and the Makah to get away with it!!! 
 
The Makah whalers need to be SEVERELY PUNISHED for attacking and brutally 
slaughtering innocent whales.  Such barbarity is inexcusable -- especially knowing how 
intelligent, sentient and precious whales are.  "Tradition" must evolve when faced with 
enlightenment; it's not to its detriment, but rather to its benefit.   Read the following, below, 
and take proper, ethical action to punish these cruel savage Makah for murder: 
 
"Until we stop harming all other living things, we are still savages." 
~~ Thomas Edison
 
"If a man aspires toward a righteous life, his first act of abstinence is 
from injury to animals." ~~ Albert Einstein
 
"We can judge the heart of a man by his treatment of animals." ~~ 
Immanuel Kant
 
"Compassion for animals is intimately connected with goodness of 
character ... he who is cruel to animals cannot be a good man." ~~ 
Arthur Schopenhauer
 
 
With disgust, 
Shari Wosk 
 
"Great spirits have always encountered violent opposition from mediocre minds." -- Albert 
Einstein 
 


Plan your next roadtrip with MapQuest.com: America's #1 Mapping Site. 
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From: Kathi A.
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 8:53:19 PM


Hello, These are my feelings on the whale hunting of the Makah Indians.
 
The treaty we signed with this Indian tribe gave them the authority to partake in their whale hunts many 
years ago.  It's part of their heritage.
 
They had their one hunt and did it pretty well though there was some antics before the media which they 
could have done without doing.
 
Then they were stopped in doing any whale hunting.
 
Three years or more went by without the government coming to some conclusion and they became 
impatient.  I can see that happening.  With their impatience they proceeded to take part in an illegal whale 
hunt.  That was not good but I can sympathize with them.
 
It's time the government settled this business and allowed the Makah Indians a certain amount of whales a 
year to hunt.  Enough of this dragging on this business and it's time to come to a conclusion over this 
matter.  Settle it now and let the Makah's hunt their whales.
 
Kathi Abendroth
1538 NW 60th St.
Seattle, WA  98107
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From: Kitrynak@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 5:47:36 PM


I ask you to stop the Whal's Life and Agonizing death of whales.
You must stop this by the so called natives who think they have a right to kill whales.
STOP THIS INSANITY
 
Betty Jean Herner
 
 
 


Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food.
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From: Tracy Basile
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 4:16:48 PM


Steve Stone, NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region, 1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., 
Suite 1100, Portland, OR  97232
 
Dear Mr. Stone,
 
I am writing to express my opinion that the Makah, under guidance from 
their elders, be allowed to resume limited hunting of eastern north Pacific 
gray whales in the coastal portion of the Tribe's usual and accustomed 
fishing grounds, off the coast of Washington State, for ceremonial and 
subsistence purposes.
 
Their traditions should be respected. It is not Indigenous ways that caused 
the problem. It is commercial whaling. Commercial whaling should be 
banned worldwide. 
 
Sincerely,
Tracy Basile
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From: C O
To: Donna Darm; Steve Stone; 
Subject: Makah 5
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 1:40:23 PM


Here is our local paper's front page headline's article.  
 
http://www.peninsuladailynews.com/article/20080516/NEWS/805160303 
 
I guess one person's "minimal impact" is another person's worst 
nightmare, Chuck O. 
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From: Paul Schenkenberger
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 11:01:20 AM


Thank you for allowing comment:
 
1) Please do not allow any future whaling by the Makah until they follow through on their word to 
prosecute the law breakers who illegally took the whale.
Allowing the Makah to whale would be no less than rewarding a tribe that lies to protect it’s members 
from lawful prosecution for a crime.
 
2) Also, it should be considered that the Makah abandoned whaling for more than 30 years, of their 
own will. Not to protect the whales, they still had the right to hunt whales, but because more money 
was to be made hunting seals.
Early, they hunted whales for food. Later they hunted to trade whale meat and blubber with other 
tribes. This was not a “spiritual” quest when hunting whales for the Makah.
 Also, they must abandon modern conveniences and hunt them in the “traditional” way if they are to be 
considered sincere about needing to do this for “spiritual” purposes.
Are they willing to hunt them in the same manner as their ancestors???? I think not!
 
This is how the Makah’s ancestors huntied whale and utilized them:
 
 “Hunting whales was no easy task. It was made all the more difficult by the complicated rituals that 
the Makah hunters would observe in preparation for their hunts. Prior to the hunt, Makah tribesman 
would ritually bathe themselves in the icy waters of the Pacific. They would rub their skin raw on sharp 
mussels and barnacles. A few days before their hunt they would often dig up a fresh grave and 
dismember a corpse. During the hunt the they would secure the torso of the corpse on their backs-a 
gesture indicating their respect for their dead brethren.  
 
On the hunt a Makah whaling crew would silently intercept a migrating whale, usually either a 
humpback or gray, and plunge a massive harpoon into its back. Attached to the harpoon would be a 
long line; attached to the line were several air bladders made of gutted seals. The hope was that the 
inflated seal skins would prevent the whale from diving. After the whale died, a diver would plunge into 
the icy water and sew the giant's mouth shut, preventing air from escaping during the tow back to the 
village. When the whale arrived on the beach, the whole village clamored towards the dead beast. The 
wives of the hunters were certainly relieved; during the entirety of the hunt they had been instructed to 
remain motionless in their beds, not eating, sleeping or talking.  
 
The whale meat and blubber would be divided up among the villagers according to a strict tribal 
hierarchy. If it was a humpback, most of the whale would be eaten. If it was a less tasty gray whale, 
much of the carcass would be rendered for oil. The Makah would often potlatch much of their whale 
meat and oil with other Nootka tribes on the western side of Vancouver Island. This active trade of 
whale meat, as well as fish, seal, and other sea-derived products, naturally allowed the Makah to 
become savvy traders when the first Europeans began arriving in the 1700s. The Makah aggressively 
traded whale meat and oil through the mid 1800s. In 1855, the Makah signed a treaty with Washington 
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territorial governor Isaac Stevens. The Treaty of Neah Bay is the only Native American treaty that 
explicitly granted a tribe the right to hunt whales (though it also forbade them from trading whale meat 
internationally).”
 
Regards,
Paul Schenkenberger
pschenkenberger@mgear.com
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From: lindsa4@u.washington.edu
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 10:38:07 AM


 
To whom it may concern: 
 
I believe the Makah should be allowed to exercise their treaty right to whale.  
The MMPA and other agencies should not have precedence over the Makah's 
right to whale.  Their treaty rights should be supported and upheld, without 
interference. 
 
Lindsey Anders 
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From: t a r a r o s s s t u d i o s
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 10:00:46 AM


Please do not allow these terrible killings.  We 
 have come a long way 
since the 1800's and it would be ingnorant of us 
 to allow the Makahs 
to kill innocent intelligent beings. 
 
Regards, 
Tara Ross 
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From: Jovana Brown
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: received EIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 8:51:12 AM


Hi Mr. Stone,  Thank you for sending the Makah whaling EIS.  I appreciate 
the paper copy.           Yours, Jovana J. Brown
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From: Alan Thomas
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: FW: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 16, 2008 6:58:54 AM


I have revised my comments slightly (fourth bullet) in light of recent 
events …
 
Thanks for this opportunity to comment on the Makah Tribe‛s desire to 
resume whaling.
I favor Alternative 1 (No-action).


•         While the tribe has a treaty right, the tribe‛s stated reasons 
for resuming their killing of gray whales are more than offset by 
the fact that they have not done so for more than one human 
generation.  Few of the Makah now alive and able to participate in 
this activity have done so; the tribe has claimed no harm to their 
health or welfare because of this fact.


•         Particular reference to “dietary” impact has been made by the 
tribe.  It is difficult to see the adverse impact of foregoing 
ceremonial consumption of whale blubber.  Had the tribe been 
living almost entirely off whale blubber for the past 30 years, 
their argument would make sense.  However, they have not … and 
their claim of dietary necessity is ridiculous.  If the tribe must 
eat whale blubber, they can consume drift whales provided by the 
agency as noted on page 2-21.


•         Because of the time elapsed since the tribe killed whales on a 
regular basis, the Makah‛s claim that they seek to live in 
accordance with their culture is false. 


•         Tribal enforcement of whaling regulations is suspect at best.  
As a tribal judge‛s decision states, the tribe is unable to take any 
action against its members due to the tribe‛s small size and 
extensive inter-marriage.  Early promises of “swift action” were 
not matched by actions; the final result renders any concept of 
‘effective‛ tribal management ludicrous.  The tribe is not able to 
govern its members whaling activities.


•         The tribe has a commercial motive (sale of ‘non edible‛ 
materials to non-tribe members)


•         The proposed restriction of “sharing” to those with whom 
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local residents have “familial, social, cultural, or economic ties” is 
meaningless.  I could purchase whale products from a tribe 
member and create an “economic tie”.  


•         That the Makah Department of Fisheries Management is to 
monitor the tribe‛s whaling activities is farcical.  The tribe has 
demonstrated and inability and unwillingness to monitor and 
control its members quite recently.


With respect to other alternatives


•         The number of whales allowed to be struck but not ‘taken‛ is 
excessive in all instances.


•         The tribe should pay …  in advance … any and all costs 
associated with “a hunt observer, and for federal, tribal, state, 
and local law enforcement agents and resources (e.g. helicopters 
and boats) to monitor the hunt and manage and protest 
activities.”  Whaling is not an activity permitted to me or a vast 
majority of U.S. citizens; the costs associated with this activity 
should be borne by those who initiate the activity.


•         That the tribe wishes to “apply the full range of knowledge 
associated with whale hunting…” is irrelevant.  This is not a 
commercially or socially useful body of knowledge.


•         Whatever “spiritual connection” to whaling is claimed, it has 
been lost over many years of non-whaling.


Alan Thomas
Alan.Thomas@AttGlobal.net


 








From: Will Anderson
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Hearing Request MAKAH DEIS 2008
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 10:50:58 PM


 
May 15, 2008
 
 
Steve Stone 
NMFS Northwest Region 
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 1100 
Portland, OR 97232 
 
 
Mr. Stone,
 
The Federal Register / Vol. 73, No. 91 / Friday, May 9, 2008 / Notices/ 
26375 announced the release of the Makah DEIS, a comments deadline of 
July 8 and a schedule of public hearings – June 1, 2008 for Seattle. 
 
This is an urgent request that the deadline for comments be extended at 
least 30 days, preferably 45, and the Seattle hearing rescheduled at least 
30 days beyond the current date. There is simply not enough time provided 
to critically read and comment on a 900 page document with so little notice 
for both the written and hearing purposes. There is no emergency at hand 
to warrant the proposed schedule of events. In addition, a number of 
stakeholders will be preparing for and attending the International Whaling 
Commission June 26 through June 30 in Santiago, Chile. 
 
The current Makah DEIS schedule appears to be a rush through the 
purposes of NEPA wherein public participation will be diminished. I 
respectfully ask the Department of Commerce/NMFS NWR to anticipate the 
signal this sends to those who have questioned the process-to-date. A more 
reasonable and fair schedule is appropriate.
 
 
Thank you,
 
 
Will Anderson
Friends of the Gray Whale
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2122 - 8th Avenue N, #201
Seattle, WA 98109
friendsofthegraywhale@comcast.net 
206.715.6414
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From: Dinda Evans
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: no more Makah whaling: shame on them and the system
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 8:20:58 PM


A WHALE'S LIFE & AGONIZING SUFFERING = $20 PER THUG 
 
They promised tough prosecution, but in the end the 
Makah Nation 
couldn't put together a jury to try five whalers who 
were charged with 
illegally killing a gray whale off Neah Bay last fall. 
 
Tribal Judge Stanley Myers on Wednesday instead 
granted the men 
one-year deferred prosecution and promised to dismiss 
the charges if 
they committed no offenses during that time. The 
whalers also were 
each ordered to pay a $20 fine. 
 
The deferral came after the judge summoned more than 
200 people from 
the remote village of Neah Bay on the Olympic 
Peninsula to serve as 
potential jurors. But the judge gave up on empaneling 
a jury because 
just about everyone was either related or said they 
had strong 
feelings about the case, according to one of the 
whalers, Wayne 
Johnson. 
... 
Animal-rights activists were dismayed at the tribal 
judge's ruling Wednesday. 
 
"There should have been a better show of discipline 
here," said Naomi 
Rose, lead scientist with the Humane Society of the 
United States in 
Washington 
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From: Brennan Browne
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: NO to Makah Whaling
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 7:37:19 PM


I am outraged, fed-up and thoroughly disgusted that the Makah are about 
to be given another free pass [with my taxpayer money no less] to murder 
MORE whales...the 5 brazen, remorseless and swaggering loud-mouths 
that illegally killed the last Gray whale served no jail time, and will have to 
pay a big $20 fine--WHOA!...and from the looks of it, NOAA intends to 
reward this despicable behavior. NOAA should NOT be asking for public 
comment on more Makah whaling...they should be doing their job by 
following the law which states that as a signatory to the International 
Whaling Commission's MORATORIUM on whaling--NO U.S. CITIZEN IS 
ALLOWED TO WHALE--PERIOD. International law trumps treaty rights, 
especially since the Makah were refused any right to whale by the IWC, on 
the grounds that they do NOT QUALIFY FOR CULTURAL OR SUBSISTENCE 
status. Their so-called 'allotment' was illegally obtained through a back-
room deal with the Russians. 
 
The Makah have bribed Congress, Senator Patty Murray, former NOAA 
officials, The Dept. of Interior and wildlife officials to continue getting their 
way on this issue. Please review these facts: 
 
~ U.S. taxpayers subsidize the Gray whale 'hunt'---not the Makah. Over 5 
million dollars has been spent to date on whaling, with the Makah 
continuing to petition their 'favorite' Congressional contacts for more 
funds. Their latest request? A ship which would cost taxpayers ONE 
MILLION DOLLARS.  
 
 
~ CONGRESSIONAL BRIBES PROMPT CONTINUED MAKAH WHALING. 
Former Republican Representative Richard Pombo  received $221,000 + 
from tribes. In return, he pushed through a resolution which calls the 
waiver process required by the National Marine Fisheries Service 
"burdensome, costly and tantamount to a denial of the [Makah] tribe's 
treaty rights."  The resolution goes on to urge Congress to express "its 
disapproval of the abrogation of the tribe's treaty rights, and that the 
government of the United States should uphold the treaty rights of the 
Makah Tribe." Pombo ranked third among all House members in terms of 
tribal donations.  
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~ The Makah have been refused permission to whale by the International 
Whaling Commission. They were denied because they do not fit the 
criteria for either 'cultural' or 'subsistence' whaling. The Makah 
circumvented the IWC's denial by using the political clout of then head of 
NOAA, D. James Baker, who brokered a back-room deal with the Russians 
which allowed the Makah to take a portion of the Russian Gray whale 
subsistence quota. The IWC, to this day, has NEVER given permission to 
the Makah to whale...IWC guidelines supercede Makah treaty whaling 
rights.  
 
~ As a signatory of the International Whaling Commission's moratorium 
on whaling, the U.S. is breaking its own anti-whaling treaty agreement 
and international law by allowing the Makah to continue whaling.  
 
~ Gray whales were removed from the Endangered Species List due to the 
political wrangling of the Makah--NOT VALID SCIENTIFIC STUDIES. 
Scientists have observed decreasing numbers of Gray whales each year 
and have serious concerns about the health of the population. Large 
numbers of gray whales have recently been discovered suffering from 
starvation. http://www.eurekalert.org/pub_releases/2007-09/s-gwa090407.
php  
 
~ Several elders within the Makah tribe are AGAINST whaling and in favor 
of WHALE WATCHING to bring income into Makah coffers. Their voices 
should be heard. This is their appeal:  
 
The whale hunt issue has never been brought to the [Makah] people to 
inform them,  
and there is no spiritual training going on. We believe they, the [Makah]  
Council, will just shoot the whale, and we think the word "subsistence"  
is the wrong thing to say when our people haven't used or had whale  
meat/blubber since the early 1900's.  
 
For these reasons we believe the hunt is only for the money. They can't  
say "Traditional, Spiritual and for Subsistence" in the same breath when  
no training is going on, just talk.  
 
Whale watching is an alternative we support:  
 
    * Isabell Ides. Age 96  
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    * Harry Claplonhoo. Age 78  
    * Margaret Irving. Age 80  
    * Ruth Claplanhoo. Age 94  
    * Viola Johnson. Age 88  
    * Alberta N Thompson. Age 72  
    * Lena McGee. Age 92.  
 
 
~ The Makah Treaty of 1855; [specifically Article 4, which allows the tribe 
to whale], is a 152 year old document; one which pre-dates the 
AMERICAN CIVIL WAR BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no longer relevant in 
a world where cetaceans now face overwhelming threats to their survival 
due to global warming, overfishing, ship strikes, sonar disturbances, 
pollution and disease. Slow reproductive rates and an unacceptably 
prolonged and cruel manner of slaughter dictate that cetaceans should be 
spared whaling in ANY form.  
 
 
~  Makah cousins, members of the Maa-nulth First Nations, who reside on 
the Western shores of Vancouver Island have signed an agreement with 
the Canadian government in which they will honor a 25 year moratorium 
of their whaling rights. In return, they were given generous concessions of 
land and cash. If the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" whales, 
they must be committed to allowing them to live in peace and safety; 
while helping improve the quality of life for ALL Makah--not just the 
privileged few who never allow the majority a voice. The entire Makah 
tribe should be given a vote on what types of concessions they would 
want in lieu of forfeiting whaling.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brennan Browne 
  








From: Nicole Jamison
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 5:29:40 PM


 
Japan whales, USA can afford to honor the treaty they made with the 
Makahs. US government over the history of treaties has broken too many 
already, NO MORE. Our founding fathers never broke their word to the 
Native Americans. We need to honor this treaty, it is about freedom of 
religion because you can't seperate their culture from their religion.  
 


Free E-mail Address provided by NoCharge.zzn.com - Get yours Here 
Get your own emal service at 
ZZN.COM.
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From: PCPWhales
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah DEIS extention
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 3:27:23 PM


From Chuck Owens, President, Peninsula Citizens for the Protection of Whales
 
     First we are asking to re-schedule the meeting in Port Angeles Wa. to a later and more 
convenient date.  The May 28th meeting to help us "navigate" the DEIS is only relivant in context of 
a lengthened coment period.
     Next we are requesting that the time period for the DEIS comment period be extended 90 days 
to allow we who have jobs and other important things in our lives  time to read, decifer and 
research the 900 pg EDIS document. NMFS  has had 3 years to make this document, show some 
respect and  please give us a fair amount of time to do what we need to do.
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From: Crandall, Clifford F
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Why Bother
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 2:46:22 PM


Pay the $20 fine.  Who needs a permit.  Why bother. 
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From: Jan R
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 2:36:04 PM


Gentlemen:
 
I am opposed to issuing a permit to the Makah tribe for the 
purpose of hunting and/or killing whales.
 
It is possible for them to continue their traditions, 
ceremonies & culture, as has been done for decades, 
without killing whales.
 
There is no economic benefit to the Makah tribe from killing 
whales & there is no logical reason to hunt & kill whales 
simply to maintain a treaty right. The hunting & killing of 
whales as proposed is inhumane nor does it reflect the 
Makah tribe's real intentions in supporting the whale hunt.
 
I believe that the Marine Mammal Protection Act should be 
upheld & no whale hunting or killing should be permitted 
by the Federal government under any circumstances.
 
J. M. Roehr
Medina, WA 98039 



mailto:Jan-Medina@msn.com

mailto:MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov






From: Nick Gregoric
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 12:50:59 PM


Dear NOAA, 
 
I believe the United States needs to honor their commitments. Native peoples 
have long been the butt of too many jokes played on them by capitalists. 
 
The treaty of 1855 should be upheld in much the way our Supreme Court 
chooses to interpret our Constitution. To the letter ­ strictly 19th 
century: 
 
No motor launches. 
No exploding harpoons. 
No rifles. 
No chainsaws. 
 
You want to feel like a Buck ­ you pay the dues! 
 
NG 
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From: Brian Stone
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 10:47:23 AM


To who it concern,
 
Please do not issue the Makah tribe a permit to continue to hunt whales. The tribal members who 
blatantly killed a gray whale have shown a total disrespect for this process. 
 
Sincerely,
Brian Stone
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From: Jan Fredrickson
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 8:20:36 AM


Steve Stone, 
I am writing to voice my opinion on the Makah tribe's hope to resume  
hunting whales.  If the tribe would harvest the whale ... eat the  
meat, process the blubber, etc. ... then the hunt might make some  
sense.  But to just kill it, and let it sink to the bottom of the  
sea, is uncivilized. 
 
Thank you, 
Jan Fredrickson 
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From: erin o"connell
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: Re: Draft EIS re: Makah Whaling Request re:Extension
Date: Thursday, May 15, 2008 12:51:57 AM


Thanks a million- I appreciate your time and speedy response with getting 
the CD out to me, I'll shoot you an email when I get it.
I do request an extension, I understand that it is quite a large 
document and it will still essentially be two or three weeks in the post 
round trip and I will need time outside of my normal day to day 
commitments in order to go through it and reply.
 
Kindest regards,
 
Erin
 
 
 
2008/5/14 Steve Stone <Steve.Stone@noaa.gov>: 


Hi Erin - the CD is in the mail via US Postal Service 
International 1st class.  The cost was relatively cheap ($1.74 
US) and the USPS website says it should get there in 6-10 
days.  The tracking number is:  021P0002845144. 
Thanks for your interest, 
Steve Stone 
NMFS 
 
 


 
 
 
--  
from 'The Stolen Child' 
 
Come away, O human child! 
 
To the waters and the wild 
 
With a faery, hand in hand, 
 
For the world's more full of weeping than you can understand. 
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~William Butler Yeats~ 








From: Mark Pilger
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Please extend comment period for Makah Whale Hunt
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 11:58:39 PM


Donna Darm,
    Please extend the comment period regarding the Makah Whale Hunt.  
An extension of 90-120 days would be appropriate.  The EIS took 3 yrs, so 
how is it possible for everyone to read it  and attend the hearings in just a 
few weeks?  The public has a right to an extention, as well as the whales 
-- their lives hang in the balance.
          Thank You,
                Mark Pilger
                pilger.mark@gmail.com
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From: Kimberly Christensen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 9:56:39 PM


To Whom It May Concern,
 
As a US citizen and resident of WA state, I urge you to uphold the Marine Mammal Protection Act 
and to proceed with the "no-action" option in regards to the Makah's application to hunt gray 
whales.
 
I understand what a delicate issue this is, and in general, believe that treaties with our Native 
American tribes should be upheld.
 
In this particular instance, I feel that the needs of the whales, whose numbers have already been 
greatly diminished by human activity, should supersede the desire of the tribe to hunt. Truly, there 
is no subsistence need to hunt whales. Plenty of nourishing food is available here in Washington 
state.
 
As for cultural needs, I believe that cultures must find ways to bring their people together, but that 
those activities also must evolve with the changes in our society's values and our environment's 
needs. Dog fighting, polygamous marriage, slavery, female genital mutilation, "honor" killings, and 
many other offensive but culturally binding activities have all been popular at one time and now are 
no longer acceptable to our people. I believe that the hunting of whales also falls into this category. 
In order for whales to survive as a species, those cultures, such as the Norwegians, Japanese and 
Makah, who have important history as whale hunters need to redefine themselves. While I don't 
want to reduce this dilemma to a simplistic answer, perhaps there is something to be learned from 
the gradual transition of safari hunting to photo-safaris as people begin to understand the 
devastation that hunting wreaks on game animals and their habitats in Africa. 
 
Thank you for your careful consideration of this issue.
 
Sincerely,
Kimberly Christensen
3827 Bagley Ave. N.
Seattle, WA 98103
(206) 675-8090
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From: Richard Ashley
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 8:23:37 PM


 
                The traditional hunting practices of the Makah tribe of Native Americans 
in the Northwest are an integral component to Makah culture, and as proposed by 
the Makah people, an integral factor in the physical and emotional health of the 
tribe. After an extensive research project, the Environmental Science classes at 
Fort Worth Christian School feel overwhelmingly that the government cannot 
justify, either morally or legally, the denial of the Makahs’ right to sustain their 
cultural tradition of whale hunting.
                As a country that supposedly guarantees the free exercise of religion in 
addition to the pursuit of happiness, the responsibility for allowing the 
continuation of this cultural practice falls on the United States governmental body. 
The ruling in favor of the hunt as established by the Treaty of Neah  Bay in 1855 is 
further legal support for the Makahs’ claim. 
                The support for the Makahs, both legally and morally, is undeniably clear. 
These are a people who seek their constitutionally guaranteed right to cultural 
pride through the re-instigation of an ancient and low impact practice that will 
ultimately have benefits for the tribe and for this country.
 
                Signed,
 
                    Dr. Ashley’s 7th Period Environmental Science Class     
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From: tatoosh228@charter.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008MakahDEIS
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 2:30:24 PM


 
-- 
I whole heartedly support the 1855 Treaty of Neah Bay regarding Makah tribe 
whaling.  Robert Hobson    Asheville, NC 
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From: debsorensen@comcast.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah whale hunt proposal
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 2:22:40 PM


I'm just an ordinary citizen with no special expertise in treaty rights or 
marine life or endangered species.  So, if you're interested in the opinion 
of someone like me in your review, here goes.
 
I do understand the need to honor treaty rights to native Americans, 
especially in view of our horrendous history.  However, I am extremely 
disappointed that the Makah feel the need to exercise their rights in the 
matter of killing these whales.  The following are my reasons:
 
1.  It makes no sense from the perspective of their tribal customs, since 
the whale hunt was a long forgotten practice and custom, and had ceased 
during several decades, by the tribe's own volition, and not by the U.
S. government's forcing.   How can they still claim it as a cultural 
tradition?  What makes them want to revive it at this time?  It is not a 
proud or honorable pursuit.
 
2.  The hunt has become anachronistic, both as an historical custom, and 
by the ultra-high-tech manner in which the hunt is now conducted.  It 
brings no honor to the tribe who now takes superior weaponry and 
speedy transportation to the hunt, rather than the highly trained skill, time 
and effort by which the hunt was conducted by their ancestors.
 
3.  In view of worldwide depletion of natural resources and protection of 
all species (including human), it is increasingly obnoxious to contemplate 
someone wanting to go out a kill these peacful, magnificent creatures who 
cause no harm to anyone.  The whales have come to trust humans within 
the context of whale watching citizens who seek them out only 
to appreciate their beauty.  Then to have these Makahs approach them 
and suddenly want to kill them in this brutal manner is such a betrayal of 
the trust we have tried to establish with them.
 
4.  It is a public relations disaster for the Makah, to have themselves be 
recognized as the people who want to do these terrible things to beautiful 
creatures of nature.  How do they think they can sell this as an acceptable 
native custom?  They have no use for the whale meat or any other part of 
it.  Is selling the carcass to the Japanese going to be viewed as an 
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honorable native tradition? The world is watching, and it will be difficult 
to interpret their motives as an honorable cultural one.  It will also be 
difficult to rehabilitate their image after they realize how they are viewed.
 
5.  If the tribe wants to honor their past tradition as a whaling tribe, 
perhaps they can think of more constructive ways to be involved with the 
gray whale:  encourage artistic pursuits involving the whale theme, 
hosting whale watching expeditions, etc.   I recall that a few years 
ago these thoughts were advocated by one of the tribe's female elders 
who has since passed away.  Why was she not listened to?  Is blood sport 
really necessary in this critical time, which already more destructive to 
nature than we can even imagine?
 
 
Thanks for considering these thoughts.
 
Deborah Sorensen
 








From: Richard Ashley
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: From Fort Worth Christian environmental science class
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 12:47:00 PM


We have 13  people in our environmental science class and have been learning 
about  your whale debate. 9 of those people agree that it is wrong for this to be 
going on. They say that it is a cultural thing but they are not killing the way they 
used to. They used to kill the whales with knives and now they are using guns. If 
this is so cultural to them then why have they changed their method of killing? We 
just thought that we would voice our opinion and hope that you will take it into 
account. 
 
Thanks.
 
From 6th period environmental science class at FWC
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From: Jean Churchill
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: whale hunt
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 12:06:44 PM


Things have changed considerably since the Treaty of 1855.
 
Leave the whales alone.
 
There are many  people whose ancestors had certain habits.  I, for instance, do not feel the need 
to paint my face blue and run around pillaging and killing in order to feel a closeness with my 
heritage.
 
If permission to kill the whales is granted, it should be done in boats without motors and with only 
harpoons for the kill (no guns) as it was done in 1855.
 
Thank you:
 
J. Churchill 
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From: MilkAndPepsi85@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: I don"t think there should be whale hunting
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 11:40:12 PM


To whom it may concern ~
    I honestly don't really think that whale hunting is really needed, it's not like 
we're living in Japan or China - not like they should be doing it either but 
they're eating it...Gosh, I just think that people need to leave the animals well 
enough alone.
Thanks,
Kim Larsen
Florida
 
 
 


Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food.
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From: Ahsha Miranda
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Please allow the Makah to whale
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 3:59:26 PM


Please honor their treaty rights and their ability to honor their subsistence and cultural past.
 
Thanks,
Ahsha Miranda
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From: Juhl, Brandon
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 2:04:26 PM


I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to whaling, period.  I generally support indigenous 
rights, including fishing and hunting rights, but whales are the exception.  Even a species of whale that 
is bouncing back still deserves protection.  The inhumane whale hunt that was conducted a few years 
ago when the Makah first asserted their right to begin hunting whales again was just too horrific to 
bear.  They didn’t just kill that whale; they tortured it.  Perhaps this was not by deliberate design, but 
that was the result.  Such cruelty cannot be permitted to continue.  
 
--Brandon Juhl 
9205 15th Street NE 
Lake Stevens, WA 98258 
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From: Sundbergs on Whidbey Is.
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whale Hunt Proposal
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 11:50:55 AM


I am a resident of Langley, Washington. Gray whales come by our town every year, feeding 
on ghost shrimp.   I strongly oppose allowing any whale hunting by the Makah.  This is not 
needed for subsistence in this day and age.  Their traditions can be better respected with 
other ways of interacting with the whales, for instance well regulated whale watching 
businesses.  The recent rogue killing of a gray whale by a group of Makahs was a travesty, 
but even without that event I am in strong opposition to this proposal.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Sundberg
830 Gleason Lane    
Langley, WA 98260  (Whidbey Island)
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From: dani_gurrl
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 11:48:30 AM


To whom it may concern,
 
We as a global community oppose whaling, of any kind. These magnificent 
creatures have endured centuries of slaughter and mutilation from people, 
and we will no longer tolerate this brutality. These mammals are 
gorgeous, and should be protected not brutalized, for the enjoyment of 
humans. We no longer feel that "tradition" is an excuse for the murder. 
Previous cultural traditions have included wife burning, and we have stood 
against this barbarism too. 
 
I urge you to publicly declare your opposition to whaling and respectfully 
request you take immediate action to encourage any community to cease 
its whaling activities.
 
Thanks,
 
Dani Pen
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From: Grace Payne
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 10:20:27 AM


I am writing to voice my objection to allowing the Makah Indians hunt any 
more whales this year.  They need to deal with the reality that we can not 
live in the past, but must address the future.  My ancestors used to hunt and 
fish for special occasions, for subsistence and for trade.  Because we are 
white, it is no longer possible.  I would voice less objection, however, if 
they  allowed only Indians that were 100% native instead of sometimes 
1/9th, hunted whales as their ancestors did in wooden carved boats with oars 
and used harpoons, instead of guns.  Now they use state-of-the-art boats and 
weapons that just does not make sense. 
 
Lastly, they should wake up and realize that we are one nation, instead of 
thinking they can have the best of two worlds.  Our planet is at a critical 
juncture where we have to unite and follow a course that is best for all 
species, not just humans, and our planet, earth. 
Grace Payne 
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From: Nuntanitz
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 8:14:28 AM


Dear Sir Madam,  
 
Please make a decision not to resume limited hunting of eastern north 
Pacific gray whales in the coastal portion of the Tribe's usual and 
accustomed fishing grounds. 
 
Various alternatives are still unacceptable because whale hunt is 
unnecessary and cruel. Please make the right decision by not allowing the 
whale hunt. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
Nuntanit Bumrungsap 
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From: FBI
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2008 7:50:15 AM


Dear Sir/Madam:
 
In weighing its decision to grant whole or partial exercise of the Makah Tribe’s treaty right to 
hunt gray whales, I urge the NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) to read the 
U.S. Constitution and, above all else, the Supremacy Clause of the U.S. Constitution:
 


●     Second Clause: “This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be 
made in pursuance thereof; and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the 
authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and the judges in 
every state shall be bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of any State 
to the contrary notwithstanding”, emphasis added.   


 
●     Third Clause: “The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the 


members of the several state legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both 
of the United States and of the several states, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, 
to support this Constitution; but no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any office or public trust under the United States,” emphasis added. 


 
Secondly, I urge the NMFS to consider the 1855 Treaty of Neah Bay, which was approved by 
the President and ratified by the Senate.  This treaty gave the Makah Tribe the right to hunt 
gray whales and as such, is the supreme law of the land.  Although the Judicial branch has 
rendered decisions and the Legislative branch has acted in such a way over the past 153 
years to render the supremacy clause and the oath of office seemingly moot, a sober reading 
of the Constitution reveals that not only is the Supremacy Clause alive and intact, many acts 
of Congress and decisions of the Judicial branch are unconstitutional.
 
Thirdly, I urge the NMFS to consider Executive Order 13175, entitled “Consultation and 
Coordination With Indian Tribal Governments” and dated November 6, 2000, which requires 
federal agencies to “honor tribal treaty and other rights” and encourages federal agencies to 
consider waivers.
 
Finally, I urge the NMFS to keep in mind that it wasn’t overhunting by the Makah Tribe that 
caused the gray whale to become an endangered species.  The Makah Tribe has been 
whaling for well over 1,500 years.  Overhunting was an act committed by other nations that 
had no regard for life and sustainability.   What the Makah Tribe is asking for is reasonable 
and sustainable.
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Thank you for the opportunity to submit written comments on this very important matter.
 
Jeremy C. Weso, Member
Menominee Indian Tribe
P.O. Box 463
Keshena, WI  54135
715-853-4457
 
 








From: Dave @ H2Oasis, Inc.
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS.
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:26:48 PM


To whom it may concern,
I strongly object to the continuense of Makah Indian whaling and hope you'll deny
current and future petitions of this barbaric activity, which only lines the pockets
of Japanese fishing interests rather than Makah sustinance.
Ilive less than 100 miles from the Makah reservation and have yet to meet a tribe member 
that eats any of the whale catch.
The Makah's would benefit more by chartering tour trips to view these noble and intellegent 
creatures rather than killing them.
 
Please do all you can to close the loop-hole that allows this process to continue.
 
Respectfully
 
Dave Alwood
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From: Patricia Davis
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: attn:  2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 8:22:37 PM


To whom it may concern (Steve Stone?)
 
I am a lifelong resident of Seattle.  I want to go on record as strongly  OPPOSING     
ANY   whale hunts/killing whatsoever,  NONE !
 
Why?  Because a native american cultural/historical past of whale hunting does not give them any 
more given right to kill than validifying sacrificing young maidens to volcano gods (which also done 
in the past) 
 
 The purpose of knowledge, science and education is to use it.  The past is over and whale hunting 
should absolutely not be taking place.  Native american culture can be, and should be, maintained 
but within what they know now too: whales are very cognizant , peaceful life forms that must be 
protected.  
 
I was completely disgusted at the (fairly) recent whale murders by apparently self-righteous native 
american killers.    Disgusted!! 
 
Absolutely  NO !!!!  to  killing whales.......no valid reason ... not 
acceptable.... NO !!!!
 
Patricia Davis, Seattle (a private citizen and not a member of any group)
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From: Kitrynak@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 7:38:17 PM


I want to send you my comments.
I ask you to not allow these people to be allowed to hunt the whales.
This should not be aloowed and you must stop this insanity.
Isn't there eough of killing of whales out there?
Do not allow this.
Look forward on hearing from you.
 
Betty Jean Herner
 
 
 


Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food.
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From: j.s.chance@comcast.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 7:26:40 PM


good afternoon - I would like to comment on Indian Whaling, per an 
article posted in the Seattle/PI.
First may I thank you for the opportunity to comment!  I am totally and 
absolutely against the killing
of our whales in this era of our lives.  Back when it was necessary for the 
Indians to feed their
families, I am sure that is what God had intended - HOWEVER, I see no 
reason for the senseless
killing of these beautiful mammals, other than pure SICK enjoyment of 
the hunters.  The shameful
killing of one of these mammals last year was sickening and cruel!!!   Can 
you tell me if this was
indeed the only way of feeding the tribes, did they indeed eat the meat 
or feed it to the dogs?
Did it lay in waste on the beach or in some warehouse rotting?  Times 
have changed, our world's
environment has changed, if the Indians are indeed the stewards of the 
land, how can they truthfully
be true to themselves with this shame on their hands?
 
Janet Schneider-Chance
3601 S. 284th Pl
Auburn, WA 98001
253 850 1305
-- 
Live simply - Love generously - Care deeply -  
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From: Donna.Darm@noaa.gov
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Fwd: [Fwd: [Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit,  Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.]]
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 7:11:57 PM
Attachments: Makah Whaling Permit  Enviromental Impact Statement Public Comment. (7.28 KB).msg 
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[Fwd: [Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit,  Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.]]


			From


			Jim Lecky


			To


			Donna Darm


			Recipients


			Donna.Darm@noaa.gov





I assume you are collecting these. 

-------- Original Message -------- 


Subject: 	[Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit, Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.]	 


Date: 	Sun, 11 May 2008 11:25:31 -0400	 


From: 	Connie.Barclay <Connie.Barclay@noaa.gov>	 


To: 	Mark.Oswell@noaa.gov, Jim.Lecky@noaa.gov, Helen.Golde@noaa.gov	 














-------- Original Message -------- 


Subject: 	Makah Whaling Permit, Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.	 


Date: 	Sat, 10 May 2008 08:10:46 -0700	 


From: 	Ray Motichka <rmotichka@lewiscounty.com>	 


To: 	Connie.Barclay@noaa.gov	 








       Ms. Barclay


 


       As there are only two places to hear and give public comment, Port Angles and Seattle and neither are close enough to attend ,   Here goes.


 


       The Makah hunters broke Federal Law. The tribe did not do anything to take action against these individuals, and neither did the Government. They got a plea bargain. I bet that as a white Caucasian if I were to did some clams on a beach on tribal land , I would not be offered a plea bargain.


 


 


       The rest of the world does not do any whaling, with the exception of Japan, and they do it under the umbrella of Research. The International community knows this and the International Whaling commission knows this , and they know that this action is not right, and yet Japan continues on. What a crock of crap.


 


       The Makahs need to come into the twenty first century. The tribe will not use these whales. Not one of the tribe will forgo a Mc Burger or a Whopper for some tasty whale blubber. Thus we have a slaughter of a whale for no good reason, treaty or not. If the whale was the only thing to eat to stave off starvation, then yes go ahead  and hunt one. But no one in that tribe is starving. 


 


       The actions of five individuals brought disgrace to the rest of the tribe. I my self know and fish along side a Makah. He buys his license and obeys the laws set forth by the Dept of fish and wildlife.He is welcome anywhere on the river. He himself does not agree with the actions of these individuals, nor the tribal council. 


 


      The tribe should not be given the permit to whale.


 


 


      Respectfully 


 


      Ray Motichka 


 


      Randle Wa.
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From: Susan Guyette
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: MakahDEIS opinion
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 6:56:59 PM


This opinion concerns the 2008 MakahDEIS. The Makah Tribe has an 1885 Treaty Right to hunt 
grey whales. Since the population of whales is no longer endangered, I believe strongly that these 
treaty rights should be upheld and the Makah people able to practice their tradition. There are 
important cultural reasons associated with this tradition also. Thank you for the chance to comment.
 
Susan Guyette, Ph.D. 
SG Planning Group 
14571 NE 35th St., A-103 
Bellevue, WA 98007
 
(505) 670-2577
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From: Jerry Vierkoetter
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whaling
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 6:03:05 PM


If the Makah feel they can justify killing defenseless whales because of a 
treaty from 1855, over 150 years ago, then let them live as they did over 
150  years ago:


●     No government funding 
●     No welfare/TANF 
●     No unemployment 
●     No Section 8 rental/housing assistance 
●     No free rent, electric, gas, water, phone and cable 
●     No free rides 
●     No food stamps 
●     No free medical/Dental


I can't justify, nor can they probably, killing 1 whale a year.  If it is to 
prolong a tradition, so be it (please use the motorless canoe and hand 
thrown spears-no modern tools-traditional).  These tribes need to come to 
terms with evolving with the civilized world.  Do the Mayans still sacrifice 
humans?  Can other tribes still kill roaming buffalo??  
 
Let's put an end to this senseless killing.   


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: mathwhizb@gmail.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 5:01:18 PM


I think we should stay out of the Makah whaling issue, because of a few 
reasons: 
 
1) We've already agreed to let them hunt.  We alreaady told them, 'yeah, 
it's okay to hunt', and now we're telling them they can't?  that's just wrong. 
 
2)  The whale population is stable, and these hunters are killing twenty 
whales over five years. That is a ridculously small number to be concerned 
about.  These Indians had been doing this for so many years before we 
colonized this area, and it did not kill off the whales.  It keeping the 
natural order of balance essentially.  It's not like they're killing hundreds 
like the Japanese are.  That's what we need to be concerned about.  
Hunts that kill hundreds of whales.  We need to get our priorities straight! 
 
thank you for taking the time to hear comments, and i hope you will take 
them alll into consideration and make the choice that is best for our 
enviroment. 
 
--  
peace! 
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From: Karen Beck
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Alyce Cooney; Della Moher; Mary Waterhouse; Pat Cooney; Peggy Cooney-


Price; Susie Krieser; April & Mike Brown; 
Subject: Attn. 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 4:52:07 PM


Please do not allow the Makahs to start whaling again. It's an old tradition 
which was necessary for food at one point.  They do not have that need 
anymore.  They say it's part of their tradition.  There are a lot of things that 
are other American traditions that are not current anymore.  They need to 
move on and not base their lives on killing a beautiful animal.  They need 
to grow up and find other "traditions".
Karen Beck CLU, ChFC, LUTCF 
P.O. Box 17374 
Seattle, WA  98127 
Ph: 206-781-9069 Fax: 206-789-8584
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From: Elizabeth Egan
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 4:47:45 PM


RE: Makah DEIS
 
In my world, "everybody knows" that Makahs have a treaty and the treaty says they should 
be able to hunt whales.  
 
The waiver should be granted for the full take request and the hunt should be resumed.
 
In the 1855 Treaty of Neah Bay, the Makah Tribe secured an express right to hunt whales 
throughout their usual and accustomed areas. This Treaty has not been abrogated by any subsequent 
statute including the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA).  However, the Ninth Circuit Court of 
Appeals said that the Tribe must get a waiver from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) for the MMPA before the Tribe may exercise its Treaty whaling rights. 
Anderson v. Evans, 371


The waiver of the take moratorium under Section 101(a)(3) of the MMPA, 16 U.S.C. § 1371(a)(3), to 
allow aceremonial and subsistence (C&S) harvest from the Eastern North Pacific stock of gray 
whales (Eschrichtius robustus) within the Makah Tribe’s adjudicated usual and accustomed grounds 
SHOULD NOW BE GRANTED!!!


PLEASE STOP WASTING TIME!   It has been THREE YEARS before the draft EIS came out.  
What was the hold up?  Regardless, it is a shame that the Makahs have been subject to such 
bureaucratic nonsense.


Please allow for a total take of 20 gray whales in any five-year period subject to a maximum of five 
gray whales in any calendar year.  Grant the waiver.  


 


Elizabeth M. 
Egan                                                                                                                                        
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From: paul jones
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whale hunting hoax
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 3:09:32 PM
Attachments: INDIAN TREATIESESSAY.doc 


Mr. Steve Stone,
You are being lied to by the Indian Industry.  
1.  As of the Indian Citizenship Act of 1924, there are no more "Indians" within the original meaning 
of the U.S. Constitution
2.  The U.S. Constitution makes for no provision for the national government to 'make or continue 
to observe' treaties with "Indians" as there are no more Indians only U.S. citizens with Indian 
ancestry.
 
In short, there is no Constitutional legitimacy for acceptance of an 1855 treaty as any justification 
for permitting U.S. Citizens with Indian ancestry to hunt whales!  This whole thing is pure rubbish!
Respectfully,
Paul R. Jones
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INDIAN TREATIES: A CONSTITUTIONAL MYTH


BY 



PAUL R. JONES



2007


This author has often seen in print and lectures recitation and assertion of the  following Indian Industry Trilogy: 1. Justice Marshall’s 19th century trilogy on Indian tribes 2. Treaties and, 3. Commerce Clause.  The Indian Citizenship Act of 1924 made them all moot and deserving of little more that a historical footnote.  


For whatever reasons, the general populace of the United States-in particular elected servants in the various States of the Union, Congress and President of the United States-seemly accept without question the notion the United States has treaties with Indian tribal enclaves at the same time ignoring the fact there are no more “Indians” within the meaning of the U.S. Constitution subsequent to the Indian Citizenship Act of 1924.   



How is such an oversight perpetuated?  



For this author, the answer is reduced to its simplest form: Constitutional illiteracy by elected servants.  Furthermore, this ‘illiteracy’ is exacerbated by brilliantly crafted and executed Indian Industry advocate’s propaganda.  Propaganda-re-enforced with huge amounts of apparently un-regulated Indian gaming revenue pouring into federal, state and elected servant’s coffers that primarily focuses on perpetuating the guilt of the “white man’s treatment” against a select group of poor down-trodden lowly Indian dating from the 1600s.  



Oops!  Does that mean that notwithstanding all of the U.S. Constitutional protections guaranteed to every citizen of the United States, a select group of citizens with Indian ancestry still have treaties with its own central government?  There in-lies the myth.  Indians don’t have such treaties according to the original understanding of the United States Constitution as there are no more Indians only Americans with Indian ancestry.  



At http://lexrex.com/enlightened/AmericanIdeal/aspects/limited_gov_treaty.htm this author draws upon text below to amplify the fact the Constitution makes no provisions for a treaty or treaties or Executive Orders to be made or maintained with constituency of citizens of the United States let alone selected citizens with Indian ancestry:



Limited Government in Relation to The Constitution's Treaty Clause



(a) Treaties



The Constitution is the "supreme Law of the Land." It is controlling as to all officials of the three Branches of the Federal government--Executive, Legislative and Judicial--with regard to all of their pronouncements, actions, decisions, agreements and legislative Acts. Each of them is sworn, by oath of office, to support the Constitution only. To be valid, any treaty must be strictly in conformity to--free from any conflict with--the Constitution. A treaty is like a Federal law in this respect.



The Constitution is supreme over laws and treaties; it expressly states (Article VI, Section 2) that: "This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land . . ." This means that any such Law (Act of Congress) which violates the Constitution is automatically made null and void to start with--nullified by the Constitution itself--and therefore cannot be a part of the "supreme Law of the Land." This is also true as to treaties.



The only reason for the special language used in Article VI regarding Treaties was to make it cover those made previously, under the Confederation (notably the Peace Treaty with Great Britain terminating the Revolutionary War), as well as future Treaties. Madison's official record of the Framing Convention's proceedings states that, upon his motion, there was inserted in the Treaty Clause the words "or which shall be made" following the words "all treaties made." Then his record states:



"This insertion was meant to obviate all doubt concerning the force of treaties pre-existing, by making the words 'all treaties made' to refer to them, as the words inserted would refer to future treaties." (In the original, the word pre-existing appears as preexisting.) 



The words of Article VI: "under the Authority of the United States" were used regarding Treaties--instead of the words: "in Pursuance thereof" (referring to the Constitution) with regard to laws to be enacted thereafter by Congress--because the prior Treaties could not, of course, be said to have been entered into pursuant to the Constitution because they had been made before the Constitution was framed. The term "the United States" was intended to embrace both the new government and the one existing under the Articles of Confederation which had made the prior Treaties. The intent was that any and every agreement entered into by the new government, including new Treaties, should be pursuant--in conformity--to the Constitution because this government would possess no authority except that granted to it under this instrument. The fact that the above-mentioned, special language was used merely so as to embrace both past and future Treaties was noted, for example, in the 1825 book, A View of the Constitution of the United States of America (pages 59-60), written by William Rawle, a lawyer of Philadelphia who was prominent during President Washington's Administration and was one of his appointees to Federal office.



In the "Camillus" essays--in defense of the Jay Treaty with Great Britain--published by Hamilton and written mostly by him (some by Rufus King, one of The Framers), Hamilton stated in number 37 that the Constitution itself gives ". . . the force of law to treaties, making them equal with the acts of Congress, the supreme law of the land, . . ." This necessarily means they are valid only if not in conflict with the Constitution, as Article VI expressly provides concerning Federal laws. This limitation on these laws (Acts of Congress) is discussed by Hamilton in The Federalist, number 33, as follows:



"Hence we perceive that the clause which declares the supremacy of the laws of the union, . . . only declares a truth, which flows immediately and necessarily from the institution of a federal government. It will not, I presume, have escaped observation, that it expressly confines this supremacy to laws made pursuant to the constitution; which I mention merely as an instance of caution in the convention; since that limitation would have been to be understood, though it had not been expressed." (Emphasis per original.) 



This is equally applicable to treaties.



In the Virginia Ratifying Convention, Patrick Henry voiced the fears of many when he took the position that the language of the Treaty Clause was not sufficiently clear in limiting Federal power with regard to treaties. Speaking in the light of his intimate knowledge of the intent of the Framing Convention, Madison refuted this contention, stating:



"Does it follow, because this power is given to Congress, that it is absolute and unlimited? I do not conceive that power is given to the President and Senate to dismember the empire [Union], or to alienate any great, essential right. I do not think the whole legislative authority have this power. The exercise of the power must be consistent with the object of the delegation . . . The object of treaties is the regulation of intercourse with foreign nations, and is external."



The understanding of the Virginia Convention in this connection, in keeping with Madison's statement, was even more specifically expressed by member George Nicholas as follows: "They can, by this, make no treaty which shall be repugnant to the spirit of the Constitution, or inconsistent with the delegated powers. The treaties they make must be under the authority of the United States, to be within their province." The question of the Treaty Clause being limited by the Constitution as a whole was discussed in the United States House of Representatives on April 6, 1796 concerning the Jay Treaty (with Great Britain), when the point was made by Madison and other members that the record of debates with regard to ratification in the Pennsylvania, Virginia and North Carolina Conventions in 1787-1788 had made it clear that the understanding was "that the Treaty-making power was a limited power" (limited by the Constitution as a whole).



An especially interesting piece of evidence supporting the conclusion that the Treaty Clause was intended and understood by the Framing and Ratifying Conventions not to authorize the President and Senate, by a treaty, either (a) to override the Constitution, in whole or in part, or (b) to make domestic law (as distinguished from governance of relations with foreign governments), was provided by a statement by Jefferson--presumably reflecting at the time the prevailing opinion among governmental leaders also and especially leaders in Congress--in his 1801 A Manual of Parliamentary Practice. It was written by him as Vice President, while serving as the presiding officer of the Senate. It was reprinted in many editions in the following generations, being incorporated in full in the "Manual" of the Senate and in the "Manual" of the House of Representatives (as to the part applicable to the particular body in each case). Use of his Manual to some extent continues at the present writing. In this guide, Jefferson stated with regard to the Treaty Clause and power:



[Section 52.] "Treaties are legislative acts. A treaty is a law of the land. It differs from other laws only as it must have the consent of a foreign nation, being but a contract with respect to that nation . . . 2. By the general power to make treaties, the Constitution must have intended to comprehend only those objects which are usually regulated by treaty, and cannot be otherwise regulated. 3. It must have meant to except out of these the rights reserved to the States; for surely the President and Senate cannot do by treaty what the whole Government is interdicted from doing in any way." 


This brief review of even a small part of the pertinent, historical evidence is sufficient to make inescapable the conclusion that the Framing and Ratifying Conventions intended the Treaty Clause to be limited by the Constitution; that in order to be valid a treaty, like any Federal law (Act of Congress), must be in strict conformity to the Constitution, as amended. The pertinent evidence supporting this proposition is so conclusive that not to accept it would mean (to use Jefferson's striking phraseology in another connection) that human reason must be surrendered as a vain and useless faculty, given to bewilder and not to guide us. The United States Supreme Court has repeatedly decided that the foregoing conclusion is correct, that the treaty-power under the Treaty Clause is limited by the Constitution as a whole; and the Court most recently confirmed this, upon full consideration, in the 1957 Reid case.



It merits repetition here, for emphasis, that--as observed earlier in this Part II--the Federal government was not intended by the Framing and Ratifying Conventions to be given under the Constitution any implied power of sovereignty, nor any power whatever other than as enumerated in this instrument. This applies, of course, to the Treaty Clause. Any pretense to the contrary violates historical truth. If such a pretense were sound, it would mean that the Federal government was meant to be a government not of definitely limited powers but, instead, of unlimited and indefinable powers; than which nothing could be more violative of the intent of the Framing and Ratifying Conventions.



(b) Executive Agreements



Executive Agreements with foreign governments made by the President alone are, at the minimum, as limited as treaties insofar as concerns the President's power to enter into them being limited by the Constitution; that is, any such agreement must be in strict conformity to the Constitution in order to be valid. The previously quoted statement by Hamilton, in The Federalist number 33, about the supremacy of the Constitution over any Federal law being implied, even if it had not been made express in the Constitution, is as applicable to Executive Agreements as it is to treaties. If they had had occasion to express themselves on the topic, The Framers and Adopters would unquestionably have stressed the strict limits under the Constitution upon any such power of the President alone, even more than with regard to treaties--as to which they required approval by the Senate. The grave danger inherent in allowing any single official, specifically the President, to have the sole power to make international agreements was discussed by Hamilton in The Federalist number 75. He stated, with regard to the power to make treaties: ". . . it would be utterly unsafe and improper to entrust that power to an elective magistrate of four years duration." After discussing in detail the weaknesses of human nature in government and the danger of excessive power to deal with foreign governments being given to one man occupying the Presidency, he continued:



"The history of human conduct does not warrant that exalted opinion of human virtue which would make it wise in a nation to commit interests of so delicate and momentous a kind as those which concern its intercourse with the rest of the world to the sole disposal of a magistrate, created and circumstanced, as would be a president of the United States."



Hamilton further commented that, though it would be "imprudent to confide in him solely so important a trust," his being joined with the Senate in this regard provides reasonably adequate protection of the public interest. The danger involved was highlighted in a statement by Madison (in a letter to Jefferson, 1798) as follows:



"The management of foreign relations appears to be the most susceptible of abuse of all the trusts committed to a Government, because they can be concealed or disclosed, or disclosed in such parts and at such times as will best suit particular views . . . Perhaps it is a universal truth that the loss of liberty at home is to be charged to provisions against danger, real or pretended, from abroad."



This makes clear the reason why Executive Agreements, entered into with foreign governments by the President alone, are not only potentially dangerous in highest degree but undoubtedly violate the limits imposed by the Constitution upon the power of the Federal government whenever this device (an Executive Agreement) is used to bring into being any international agreement of a type which traditionally would have been considered to require a treaty to be entered into by the President with the advice and consent of the Senate. Under this principle, only Executive Agreements as to very minor matters would be exempted and permitted to the President alone. The danger involved in any one-man power to make agreements with foreign governments is all the more apparent in the light of this truth stated in Washington's Farewell Address (emphasis per original):



"Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence, (I conjure you to believe me fellow citizens) the jealousy of a free people ought to be constantly awake; since history and experience prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful foes of Republican Government." (Here "Republican" means that of a Republic.) 



For the President to resort to an Executive Agreement in order to evade the Constitution's limits on his power in international dealings constitutes usurpation of power and is as offensive from the standpoint of the American philosophy and system of constitutionally limited government as it is according to the principles of sound morality.



The foregoing discussion also makes clear the reasons why certain fallacious statements, which have sometimes been made by supposedly responsible sources, are utterly unsound. An example is the false pretense that a treaty completely and permanently binds the hands of Congress. The truth is that Congress has the power to revoke a treaty at any time, just as Congress has the power to annul one of its own enactments; because Federal laws and treaties are on a par in this respect. As the above-quoted statement by Jefferson notes, treaties are legislative acts; they are on a par with laws. Another fallacious statement is that a treaty "can override the Constitution;" which defies historical truth, as we have seen. A related and most preposterous allegation is that a treaty "can cut across the rights given the people by the constitutional Bill of Rights"--than which nothing could be further from the truth, partly for two reasons: the Constitution does not authorize any such treaty and, secondly, the people are, of course, given their rights by God and not by themselves through their own creation: the Constitution (including its Bill of Rights, or Bill of Prohibitions, Amendments). The quoted statement is farcical.



There is no limit to the madness which could be perpetrated by Federal officials in violation of the rights of their masters, the sovereign people, if there were any soundness in this monstrous doctrine--that the Treaty Clause gives these officials unlimited authority so to impose their Will, and even a system of tyrannous Government-over-Man, upon the people regardless of, indeed in defiance of, the Constitution as a whole. So to contend is to deal in nonsense.”



Author makes special note in the above text of the fact the Founding Fathers did not incorporate or understand to make happen that the Treaty Clause would or could be used for domestic law making as follows: 



1. “The object of treaties is the regulation of intercourse with foreign nations, and is external."


And 2. ‘….An especially interesting piece of evidence supporting the conclusion that the Treaty Clause was intended and understood by the Framing and Ratifying Conventions not to authorize the President and Senate, by a treaty, either (a) to override the Constitution, in whole or in part, or (b) to make domestic law (as distinguished from governance of relations with foreign governments),….” 



And 3. In this guide, Jefferson stated with regard to the Treaty Clause and power:



[Section 52.] "Treaties are legislative acts. A treaty is a law of the land. It differs from other laws only as it must have the consent of a foreign nation, being but a contract with respect to that nation . . . 2. By the general power to make treaties, the Constitution must have intended to comprehend only those objects which are usually regulated by treaty, and cannot be otherwise regulated. 3. It must have meant to except out of these the rights reserved to the States; for surely the President and Senate cannot do by treaty what the whole Government is interdicted from doing in any way." (Emphasis added.)



This author believe anyone who reads and understands the above text to now be versed in debunking any notion or argument presented by the Indian Industry that Indian Treaties to be a myth and nothing more.







From: Matt Burke
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Tribal whaling
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 2:36:09 PM


I believe the last time they killed a whale, legally, most of it's flesh was left to rot on the beach.  My 
friends who live out that way, said they couldn't pay people to eat the blubber.  I'm all for Indian rights 
as long as we remain back in time during the 17 and 1800's when the treaties were signed.  But the 
world has changed since then.  Those treaties might be applicable if whales and salmon were at the 
same population levels they were or even at the levels of 20 years ago.  No outdated treaty should 
have precedence when those fisheries are now close to levels that go below the species threshold of 
genetic sustainability.  For some of our waters, that genetic sustainability has already disappeared with 
the fish.  What amazes me is that wasting a whale seems to be systemic.  The Makah had a by catch 
of 5000 Chinook.  That didn't seem to bother them that much either.  I would argue that when those 
treaties were signed, fish and whale were bountiful.  Now, because of hatcheries, no fish is even 
remotely the same as 300 hundred years ago.  And the whale and the fisheries that do have a good 
genetic pool left to work from are at levels that will not sustain any population growth.  Populations 
may be dropping faster now because of genetic inferiority, not climate change.  Climate change has 
always been around and yet they survived.  Genetics is important.  Just look at what happened when 
the Bush administration tried to have hatchery fish counted as part of the wild fish population saying 
they were the same.  Turns out it isn't true.  They are not the same.  So lets go with that decision.  
Then that means the fish and whale that are mentioned in those treaties are not the same fish 
genetically as when they were signed.  The treaties should be null and void.  Everything should be null 
and void when we are at risk for losing all of our original fisheries and are this close to extinction.
 
The only fix is to shut down all fishing (whales or their food sources), from Nome to San Diego.  Tribal, 
commercial and sport.  When I say that, it pains me to think I may never fly fish again in my favorite 
river.  But at least I'm not just thinking of myself and leaving rotting flesh on the beach.  It would be for 
the greater good.  
 
Matt Burke
Lynnwood, Wa.
206-427-4299
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From: Kristy
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: About Makah whaling
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 2:13:32 PM


The stupid Makah should NOT be allowed to ILLEGALLY kill highly intelligent whales!
 
Do not allow the damned Makah to ILLEGALLY kill amazing whales! That would be barbaric!
 
The numerousness of a species should NOT be "THE" indiction, on whether or not to ILLEGALLY 
kill an animal! Period.
 
And they have not ILLEGALLY killed spectacular whales in a really, really long time! There is no 
"need" for them to do so now! Their "culture" does NOT ILLEGALLY include special whales now!
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From: Cinder QH
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 2:02:37 PM


Please do not allow the Makah or any other tribe or group to kill whales. Some 
traditions are to be respected (and some are not) and while this may  have been 
a respected way to support a tribe in the past and to celebrate rituals, all 
societies must grow and change with the movement of time. The whales belong 
to all of us, and survive in familial groups. Even taking just a few individuals 
affects genetic diversity and the continuity of survival knowledge (yes, this is 
passed on from generation to generation in whales, bears, and other higher 
mammals). My first degree was in resource management and studies in 
ecology, zoology, and biology and my appeal is based on science as well as a 
collective sense of loss when these animals are taken. We all must make 
sacrifices today to retain a healthy world to live in....and some things that are 
incalculable today may be essential tomorrow. 
 
Demographic info:
 
Female
Caucasian
College education, BS in Resource Management; technical writing
Occupation, technical writer for software company
Age, 47
Income, $75,000
Home, rural Snohomish
 


Get Free (PRODUCT) RED™ Emoticons, Winks and Display Pics. Check it out! 
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From: Robert Triggs
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Tribal Whale Hunting.
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 1:08:37 PM


I support the Makah Tribe in subsistence whale hunting if there is a 
reasonable expectation that doing so will not damage the overall health 
and reproductivity of the whales (as a regional species) that they hunt and 
harvest.
 
Sincerely, 
Robert L. Triggs
P.O. Box 261
Port Townsend, WA 98368
littlestoneflyfisher@mail.com 
 
-- 
See Exclusive Video: 10th Annual Young Hollywood Awards 
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From: Steve Scott
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 11:35:36 AM


 
ARTICLE 4 
The right of taking fish and of whaling or sealing at usual and accustomed 
grounds and stations is further secured to said Indians in common with all 
citizens of the United States, and of erecting temporary houses for the purpose 
of curing, together with the privilege of hunting and gathering roots and berries 
on open and unclaimed lands: Provided, however, That they shall not take shell-
fish from any beds staked or cultivated by citizens. 
Makah Treaty Jan 31, 1855 
Isaac Stevens Gov. and Head of Indian Affairs 
Various Elders representing Makah and other local tribes 
 
"…in common with…": Everybody took whales then, this treaty grants the tribes 
the right to hunt "in common with" everybody else.  
 
As far as I know the rest of us aren't hunting whales anymore. In fact it’s against 
the law, and as it should be..   
 
If indeed the Makah wish to kill whales as a cultural 
experience, it should be required that they use the same tools, 
weapons and boats as used at the time the treaty was signed.  
Use of modern boats and firearms, exploding harpoons, etc. 
should not be a part of the hunt, and butchering should be 
with ancient stone or bone hand tools.  Drying and preserving 
the harvested flesh should also be done with the same 
traditional methods.
 
Anything less negates the cultural value of the hunt, which is 
the basis of the Makah’s reason for the hunt.  
 
If the Makah wish to use modern powerboats, rifles and 
whaling techniques, their permit should be denied.
 
Sincerely,
Steve Scott
16737 235th Ave SE
Issaquah, WA 98027
425-391-8588



mailto:scott.steve@comcast.net
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Scott.steve@Comcast.net 
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From: Frank Jacobs
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 11:33:57 AM


Mr. Stone,
 
Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the Makah’s right to resume whaling.
 
The Makah Tribe signed a treaty with the United States in the 1800’s which, like all treaties ratified by 
the Congress, is the supreme law of the land.
There is no doubt that it is valid, and the language is very clear.  They are a legitimate sovereign 
Indian Nation. They were coerced to give up rights to occupy hundreds of thousands of acres of
ancestral lands . They reserved the right to whale.
 
In the 1920’s, after white whaling interests decimated the gray whale population, the Makahs halted 
whaling to help preserve the species.  They did no whaling for 70 years so that the resource could 
recover.
In 1974 the gray whales had recovered enough so that they were removed from the Endangered 
Species list.  The population was then estimated at around 20,000. By 1992 the population was at 
24,000. 
 
In 1999, the tribe was “ allocated” the “right” to take up to five whales per year.  Although they were 
under no treaty requirement to comply, or even to ask for approval, they elected to cooperate with 
Federal authorities. 
As a sovereign Indian Nation, they were guaranteed the right to whale.  Still they elected to cooperate 
and to quietly wait for an OK to do what was guaranteed in the Treaty.
 
After waiting for years, a single whale was taken, out of a population of 24,000.  It was shared with all 
interested tribal members, as was the case for hundreds of years. The skeleton was cleaned and then 
mounted in the Tribal Heritage Center, as a permanent display of their historical tie to the whale.  What 
could possibly be wrong about that ?
 
The United States Government has no jurisdiction to require this sovereign Nation to comply with such 
regulations. Neither the Marine Mammal Protection Act nor Fisheries Service regulations can be 
legally enforced.
For confirmation, please refer to United States vs State of Washington and the decision rendered by 
Judge George Boldt.
 
Follow the Treaty language, backed up by Federal Court cases, and stop attempting to prevent this 
Tribe from exercising their guaranteed treaty rights.
 
Frank H Jacobs
1202 N. Tacoma Ave
Tacoma, Wa 98403



mailto:fjacobssr@nventure.com
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Please add me to you notification mailing list.  Thank you.
 








From: Hogg, Craig  Civ NAVSHIPYDPUGETSOUND SUBASE BANGOR
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 11:30:54 AM


Marine mammals are not special from land mammals.  We eat land mammals, 
so no problem eating a marine mammal.  I hope you get the right to hunt the 
food you want to.


Craig Hogg   cihogg@wavecable.com 



mailto:craig.hogg@navy.mil
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From: Jessica Creager
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 11:05:27 AM


My simple comment: 


Honor the 1855 treaty with the Makah's reserved right to take whales as they need for their 
purposes before any other whaling within the US jurisdiction is allowed… for many reasons, one 
being that this would be the easiest to uphold before the Supreme Court if the issue was before it 
for review.


 
Best,  
Jessica 
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From: John Hogue
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 11:02:14 AM


I think they should be allowed to hunt the whales as long as they use the 
technologies employed by their ancestors. They should be able to keep their 
traditional right as long as they use their traditional methods. 
 
It doesn't seem that would be too much to ask. After all the right was granted 
based on assumptions regarding their capabilities at the time, wasn't it? 
 
No internal combustion engines, no fancy exploding harpoons, no spotting from 
aircraft or modern vessels. No radios, radar or sonar. Perhaps they should be 
allowed modern life jackets, but short of that everything they use in every aspect 
of the hunt should be "traditional". 
 
Thank you for providing the opportunity to voice our opinion! 
 
Have a good afternoon, 
 
John Hogue 
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From: Janet Sears
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Steve Stone; 
Subject: [Fwd: [Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit,  Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.]]
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:38:02 AM


 
 
-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: [Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit, Enviromental Impact Statement, Public 


Comment.]
Date: Sun, 11 May 2008 11:23:19 -0400
From: Connie.Barclay <Connie.Barclay@noaa.gov>


To: Brian.Gorman@noaa.gov, Janet.Sears@noaa.gov
 
 
Makah hunt comment 
 
-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: Makah Whaling Permit, Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.


Date: Sat, 10 May 2008 08:10:46 -0700
From: Ray Motichka <rmotichka@lewiscounty.com>


To: Connie.Barclay@noaa.gov
 
 
       Ms. Barclay
 
       As there are only two places to hear and give public comment, Port Angles and Seattle and neither are 
close enough to attend ,   Here goes.
 
       The Makah hunters broke Federal Law. The tribe did not do anything to take action against these 
individuals, and neither did the Government. They got a plea bargain. I bet that as a white Caucasian if I were 
to did some clams on a beach on tribal land , I would not be offered a plea bargain.
 
 
       The rest of the world does not do any whaling, with the exception of Japan, and they do it under the 
umbrella of Research. The International community knows this and the International Whaling commission 
knows this , and they know that this action is not right, and yet Japan continues on. What a crock of crap.
 
       The Makahs need to come into the twenty first century. The tribe will not use these whales. Not one of the 
tribe will forgo a Mc Burger or a Whopper for some tasty whale blubber. Thus we have a slaughter of a whale 
for no good reason, treaty or not. If the whale was the only thing to eat to stave off starvation, then yes go 
ahead  and hunt one. But no one in that tribe is starving. 
 
       The actions of five individuals brought disgrace to the rest of the tribe. I my self know and fish along side a 
Makah. He buys his license and obeys the laws set forth by the Dept of fish and wildlife.He is welcome 
anywhere on the river. He himself does not agree with the actions of these individuals, nor the tribal council. 
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      The tribe should not be given the permit to whale.
 
 
      Respectfully 
 
      Ray Motichka 
 
      Randle Wa.
       








From: Janet Sears
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Steve Stone; 
Subject: [Fwd: [Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit,  Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.]]
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:38:02 AM


 
 
-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: [Fwd: Makah Whaling Permit, Enviromental Impact Statement, Public 


Comment.]
Date: Sun, 11 May 2008 11:23:19 -0400
From: Connie.Barclay <Connie.Barclay@noaa.gov>


To: Brian.Gorman@noaa.gov, Janet.Sears@noaa.gov
 
 
Makah hunt comment 
 
-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: Makah Whaling Permit, Enviromental Impact Statement, Public Comment.


Date: Sat, 10 May 2008 08:10:46 -0700
From: Ray Motichka <rmotichka@lewiscounty.com>


To: Connie.Barclay@noaa.gov
 
 
       Ms. Barclay
 
       As there are only two places to hear and give public comment, Port Angles and Seattle and neither are 
close enough to attend ,   Here goes.
 
       The Makah hunters broke Federal Law. The tribe did not do anything to take action against these 
individuals, and neither did the Government. They got a plea bargain. I bet that as a white Caucasian if I were 
to did some clams on a beach on tribal land , I would not be offered a plea bargain.
 
 
       The rest of the world does not do any whaling, with the exception of Japan, and they do it under the 
umbrella of Research. The International community knows this and the International Whaling commission 
knows this , and they know that this action is not right, and yet Japan continues on. What a crock of crap.
 
       The Makahs need to come into the twenty first century. The tribe will not use these whales. Not one of the 
tribe will forgo a Mc Burger or a Whopper for some tasty whale blubber. Thus we have a slaughter of a whale 
for no good reason, treaty or not. If the whale was the only thing to eat to stave off starvation, then yes go 
ahead  and hunt one. But no one in that tribe is starving. 
 
       The actions of five individuals brought disgrace to the rest of the tribe. I my self know and fish along side a 
Makah. He buys his license and obeys the laws set forth by the Dept of fish and wildlife.He is welcome 
anywhere on the river. He himself does not agree with the actions of these individuals, nor the tribal council. 
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      The tribe should not be given the permit to whale.
 
 
      Respectfully 
 
      Ray Motichka 
 
      Randle Wa.
       








From: C O"Donnell
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:32:37 AM


Greetings,
 
I am writing to express my opposition to any authorization to allow the 
hunting and killing  of gray whales by the Makah Indian Tribe.
The gray whale is protected by the MMPA and the MMPA should continue 
to be reinforced by the United States government.  
The US has participated along with many other countries in discontinuing 
the practice of whaling; and many, many people in the US and around the 
world object to continued whaling by countries such as Norway and 
Japan.  As a nation, we cannot make exceptions for our own citizens.  
Scientific discovery in the area of oceanographic research is providing new 
information about the underwater ecosystems and its inhabitants every 
day.  Our knowledge has broadened immeasurably with regard to the 
intelligence and habits of the large marine mammals and much remains to 
be learned.  One thing  for sure is that in the twenty-first century it is 
totally unnecessary to hunt and kill whales for most peoples even where 
traditions exist.  This especially holds true for the Makah who although 
have historically hunted whales have not done so for generations.  There 
would seem to be options available to the Makah to celebrate their 
heritage that would not involve killing whales.  Symbolic no-
kill hunts could be a viable option.
I  ask that NOAA take the no-action alternative and not approve the 
Makah Tribe's request for a waiver of the MMPA moratorium  with regards 
to hunting and killing whales or any other protected species.
 
Sincerely,
Cathy A. O'Donnell
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From: John Hoyer
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:12:51 AM


I am not in favor of allowing whale hunts. 
 
This is the 21st century a treaty composed and finalized in the late 
1800's could not have foreseen the advancements of civilization in the 
following 100 years. The original intent of the treaty must have been to 
assist in the nourishment, native tools or other implements that 
comprised the Indians normal living conditions.
 
Today Indians are subsidized with cash and tax-free incentives to assist 
with their "needs". Killing of the whales is not a "necessatity", they 
wish to kill the whale in order to uphold a provision in an "out dated" 
treaty (which should be revised in accord with advancements 
in civilization). If they need food, go to the grocery. 
 
This reflects the same treaty scenarios regarding fishing, the original 
treaties were initiated when Indians used spears and the bow/arrow to 
catch fish and not modern monofilament nets. If the Indians wish to 
exercise the rights granted by treaties over a 100 years old then they 
should use the same technologies that where used during the time the 
treaties where initiated.
 
Do the original treaties also require the government to provide 
blankets, cooking utensils, crop seeds and such? If so why aren't the 
tribes calling for these "rights"? Why do they always take aim at some 
unique provision?  When all they need to live is in the local grocery or 
departmental store. 
 
If anything the Indians need more motivation to integrate into society, 
which is what my grandparents did when they came to this country in 
the 1904.
 
Maybe a proposal to give up some of the Federal funding, which is 
provided to help subsidize "daily living" in lieu of modern hunting 
privilidges.
 
 
John Hoyer
PO Box 807
Lyman, WA 98263
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From: onenationonelaw@mac.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah whaling public comment
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:12:42 AM


I am writing in opposition to allowing the Makah tribe to hunt whales. 
 
Federal Indian Policy is unConstitutional in that it treats one group  
of citizens different than another. The Indian Citizenship act of 1924  
should have extinguished all treaty rights. How can you have treaties  
with your own citizens? 
 
Culture is not government and government is not culture. Slavery was  
once part of our culture. We do not allow for it today. The same  
should be true with whaling. 
 
I will be encouraging and supporting legal action on the basis of the  
above Constitutional issue should NOAA approve any whale hunt. 
 
 
 
 
Stephen Aghjayan 
360 466-7479 
saseacom@mac.com 
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From: pinejm@plu.edu
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: ATTN: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 10:01:29 AM


I am a linguistic anthropologist currently affiliated with Pacific 
Lutheran University as a Faculty Fellow.  I will be taking up a 
tenure-track position at Western Washington University in the Fall.  I 
have had the opportunity to visit Neah Bay and been priviledged to spend 
some time with the team of people who are engaged in reviving the Makah 
language. 
 
I am writing to express my complete support for a solution which permits 
the Makah to whale according to their tradition and within the guidelines 
set forth by the International Whaling Commission.  I realize that you are 
recieving a significant amount of mail on this topic.  I will, therefor, 
keep this note brief and address only four specific topics, drawing from 
what I have read recently of arguments in opposition to completely legal 
Makah whale hunts. 
 
I note that many opponents argue that Makah people were not necessarily 
unanimously in favor of resuming whale hunting.  This is in no way an 
argument for depriving the Makah people of the right to decide, 
independently, on a course of action that is within their legal rights. 
Currently, the Democratic Party is deeply divided over its choice of 
candidate for the upcoming presidential election.  This in no way 
authorizes the Republicans (or the British, for that matter) to make a 
choice for the Democrats. 
 
The argument about the thinking, feeling nature of grey whales is 
romantic, and applicable only if you feel that you must not eat things 
that think and feel.  If, as many native peoples including the Makah, you 
have traditionally assumed that you are part of a web of life within which 
thinking, feeling creatures eat other thinking, feeling creatures this 
argument holds no water.  Again, even if there is some debate among the 
Makah themselves this in no way authorizes outsiders to come in and make a 
choice for them.  Pigs are also thinking and feeling creatures, more 
intelligent than dogs in many ways.  If you choose not to eat pork, that 
is your choice, but you are in no way authorized to take my bacon off my 
breakfast plate. 
 
The argument that the whale might not be eaten entirely, or that not every 
Makah individual would enjoy their first taste of whale, also does not 
requre that the Makah be further deprived of the legal right to make their 
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own decisions regarding whaling.  A great many foods which are good for us 
are acquired tastes.  People may spurn brocolli, turn up their noses at 
salmon, refuse to touch a pizza with anchovies when they first encounter 
these foods, only to discover that over the course of time they have grown 
to enjoy them.  Acquiring, over time, a renewed appreciation for whale 
meat, a taste which would be shared with many cultures around the world, 
is, I would argue, an implicit right protected by the treaty of 1855. 
 
There are those who argue that whale hunting ritual could take place 
without actually killing an individual whale.  Perhaps these same folks 
would like to attend a nearby Catholic Mass and inform the congregation 
that their traditional sacramental meal can take place without any actual 
wine or wafer.  The experience of hunting and consuming Whale, a 
sacramental meal associated with ritual, might change over time, if Makah 
culture changes, just as in some Protestant congregations grape juice is 
substituted for wine in the interest of avoiding alcohol.  The central 
issue here is that Makah people have the legal right to make this decision 
for themselves, and all others are prohibited by treaty from interfering 
in the legitimate decision making process. 
 
Finally, with regard to treaty rights "giving" something to the Makah, I 
must point out that this is factually inaccurate.  When the treaty was 
written, it in fact took away many rights.  The rights protected by the 
treaty, including the right to hunt whales, are those few rights which the 
Makah at the time deemed absolutely inalienable, while those same elders 
ceded other rights.  Just as we respect the decisions of elders who 
drafted our Constitution, we must respect the decisions of elders, Makah 
and non-Makah, who drafted the 1855 treaty. 
 
Yours, 
Judith M.S. Pine 
 
 








From: Perry Christensen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn:  2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 9:29:11 AM


2008 Makah DEIS Comments: 
 
I believe the Makah tribe should be allowed to hunt 
grey whales as the treaty stipulates, with the 
folowing parameters: 
 
1, No motorized vessels allowed..only handmade canoes 
of the type and size used in 1855.  canoes must be 
paddled all the way from village...no motorized 
transport to whales allowed. 
 
2. Use only handmade spears in the hunt..no metal 
spear points allowed. No explosives. 
 
3. No firearms allowed in the hunt. 
 
4. No electronic communication devices allowed. 
 
 
In summary, all hunts would only use methods and 
equipment in use in 1855. 
 
thank for opportunity to input. 
 
Perry Christensen 
Seattle 
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 
know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: Steve Stone
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Test
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 9:24:07 AM


Test 
 



mailto:Steve.Stone@noaa.gov

mailto:MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov






From: GaryAnnieK@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whaling
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 9:22:15 AM


Give them what they ask for or give them the land back with interest.
 
 
 


Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food.
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From: Jovana Brown
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: Re: Makah whale draft EIS -thanks
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 9:02:32 AM


Thank you.  Jovana Brown 
----- Original Message ----- 
From: "Steve Stone" <Steve.Stone@noaa.gov> 
To: "Jovana Brown" <jjbrown@theriver.com> 
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2008 8:39 AM 
Subject: Re: Makah whale draft EIS 
 
 
> Thanks for explaining your circumstances - I'll mail a copy today. 
> Steve Stone 
> NMFS 
> 
> Jovana Brown wrote the following on 5/10/2008 8:18 AM: 
>> Hello Mr. Stone,  Would it be possible to receive a paper copy of the 
>> Makah whale Draft EIS by mail?  I live in the country and have slower 
>> download speed, so it is very inconvenient to read the document on the 
>> internet.  Please send to: 
>> Jovana J. Brown, PhD. 
>> P.O. Box 1033 
>> Sonoita, AZ  85637. 
>> I am with the Enduring Legacies Project, at the Evergreen State 
>> College, in Olympia, WA and have written a case study for this project 
>> on Makah whaling. 
>>              Thank you, Jovana J. Brown 
> 
> 
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From: cjeric@verizon.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 8:15:04 AM


I support the Makah's Tribe 1855 Treaty right to hunt Grey Whales.  I tried to 
work my way throught the enviromental impact statement but am not a lawyer.  
The native people have been lied and cheated by the federal government for 
hundreds of years and stripped of their treaty rights one after another.  As long 
as a minimal number are hunted in a traditional fashion they should be left alone 
to preserve their culture.  I also believe that the federal government has a duty 
to protect the established treaty rights by keeping protestors and news media 10 
miles away from their activities.  It would be nice to think that at least one treaty 
was not broken with the native people. 
 
Jeff Erickson 
non native for native treaty rights 
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From: Jim Jenkins
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: In regards to whale hunting
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 7:28:30 AM


To whom it may concern,
 
As much as I love to see the whales out on the ocean and they should be 
protected, I don't think a few taken by the Makah tribe will make that much 
difference. They do in fact have treaty rights to do so but have been very aware of 
public opinion and restrained from continuing their cultural hunts. And as long as its 
not for any commercial profits, I think they should be allowed to take their whales 
according to tribal customs. I also think it was very unfortunate that a few tribe 
members took things into their own hands recently. They should suffer the worse 
fate the tribe can give them and lose their rights to ever hunt again.
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter,
Jim Jenkins
Bothell, Wa.
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From: Delbert Miller
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: comments on treaty righs to hut whale
Date: Monday, May 12, 2008 6:59:26 AM


The Makah tribe should be allowed to hunt whale on their terms based on cultural and spiritual life 
styles, and the agreement in the treaty for the Makah’s retain and maintain their life style by hunting 
whales. The article states the whales are in a stable pattern at this time. The culture of the tribe is 
based on a faith and love of all food sources from shell fish, land game and whales. They live the 
culture; it is not a lost or forgotten life style. I have seen their dances and ceremonies, listened to their 
teachings and prayers about the whales. They have deep respect for the whales. They have retained 
the right to hunt whales, they never gave it away, nor did the treaty give them the right, ‘they retained 
the right’ to hunt them and they agreed to stop due to the numbers getting low from over harvesting by 
the outside world, not over harvesting by the Makah’s. The fact they agreed to stop hunting the whales 
is a sign of respect for the whales, and to societies concerns for the numbers of whales. The whales 
will provide food of course to the tribe but it will also provide a cultural food for the foundation or soul of 
the tribe as well. The idea that one race has control of another’s culture is a travesty and a frightening 
aspect of the white society over all indigenous people. Should a race be in control of the Makah’s 
culture? I resoundingly say ‘hell no!’ The idea is to look at the history of the tribes, and how long they 
have hunted whales. The number of years would be thousands of years longer than the development 
many of the European countries, and the coming of Jesus and all of Christianity, let alone the United 
States. I am all for the United States, but I am opposed to the condescending nature and attitude of 
the United States toward the first people living within this great country. The United States needs to 
begin supporting and respecting indigenous cultures to include the food they eat. Not taking them to 
court time and time again. One only has to look at the Judge Boldt decision and later rulings over shell 
fish harvesting. All those hearings over food the tribes have held sacred.
Thank you 
Delbert Miller
Skokomish Tribe   
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From: Susie Gill
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 MakahDEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 9:37:38 PM


Dear friends,
 
     I have very strong beliefs about whaling, and I can’t help it.  This earth belongs to us all, to live in 
and dwell in harmony.  How could a person ever even conceive of killing something as amazing and 
gorgeous as a whale?  It is unacceptable and evil.  It has been proven over and over in the animal 
kingdom that animals are extremely intelligent, with strong feelings.  Whales are no exception.  This 
killing stuff is so dark ages.  Can’t we live in love and appreciation of the beauties of the earth?  Killing 
an innocent animal is no different than killing another human being.  It is all the same evil instinct, an 
instinct that should be so foreign to a humane person.  There should be no killing at all, not of whales, 
seals, wolves, bison, deer, ducks, turkeys, etc. etc. etc.
 
     As far as the Makah’s go, I am one eighth Nez Perce.  I absolutely love my Indian heritage.  But, I 
feel like we all are, in the United States here, under one law.  Again, we’re not living in the dark ages.  
All those living in the States should be under exactly the same laws as everyone else.  There is no 
other way.  And ALL laws should be based on morality and humanity.  Man does not own or control 
the animals of this earth.  Whales don’t belong to man.  Who the heck do we think we are, anyway?  It 
is not man’s place to decide on the issues of life.  It is man’s place to protect life. 
 
NO KILLING.  NOT ONE WHALE KILLED!  NOT NOW, NOT EVER!!!  NO KILLING OF OUR 
BELOVED AND MAGNIFICENT WHALES!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
 
Susan Lee Gill
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From: Mr. Dee Mcclanahan
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 9:00:17 PM


There is no reason to not allow the Makah Tribe to participate in their 
treaty right of whale hunting.  Their treaty right trumps congressional 
law.  And, the grey whale is no longer endangered and are being hunted 
by the Japanese and Russians right now.  The Makah have stated that 
they only want a few whales a year.  Do not penalize the whole tribe for 
the stupid and bone-headed actions of a few of their tribe who lost 
patience and went maverick.  They are paying the price. 
 
Give the Makah a 10% mortality rate and allow them to harvest up to 5 
whales with a minimum of 1 per year when the whale's migrations bring 
them close to the Makah Reservation controlled areas. 
 
 
Dee McClanahan 
Stillwater, OK  74075 
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Charles Voss
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Protest
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 8:58:12 PM


This is to let you know that I am very opposed to the Makah tribe wanting 
on-going whaling privileges. While I sort of understand their tribal history 
about this subject, this is a new world and they just need to join. Don't 
like it, too bad.  
 
By this email I am requesting that you disallow such activity. 
 
Charles K. Voss 
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From: ll airhart
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: attn:  2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 8:40:22 PM


STOP this stupid killing.  
 
Is this the same bunch that a few years ago killed a whale with the big, big outboard motor, and the 
rifles, bazookas, and whatever?  What happened to the "old time" ways of trying.....to kill the 
whale?  This is just a arrogant attention getter , at the DEAD whale's 
expense!!!
 
DO NOT AGREE TO THIS STUPID RESUMED KILLING OF WHALES....! 
 
Sincerely,
Linda Airhart
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From: Steven Davidson
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Grey Whale hunting
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 8:31:32 PM


To whom it may concern: 
 
I am opposed to Grey Whale hunting by anyone off the Washington Coast. 
 
Steven Davidson 
3333B Metchosin Rd 
Victoria BC 
Canada 
 
250-882-4262 
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From: johnny dishmon
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 MakahDEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 6:03:21 PM


Hi it is my idea that if they want us to honor a treaty , then they 
should hunt like in the 1800s no power boats, no guns. Since time 
has changed so should the treaty , I say there should be no hunt. 
What are they gonna do with the whale? in the 1800s they used 
EVERY part of the whale to survive and feed there people , there not 
starving today. Its there right as Indian's, it a right of passage to 
manhood. Well what have they been doing the last 100 years or so ? 
Are they all children? There are 24,000 whales in the whole world, 
the population is stable. WHY are they gonna destabilize it now? 
why make the same mistakes of the past .  
 
Johnny Dishmon
 
 
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Alice Branchflower
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 6:02:38 PM


I object strenuously to the the sacrifice of whales for tribal ceremonies.  Whales 
are endangered creatures and could soon become extinct if this is allowed to 
continue.  All creatures feel pain and do not deserve to be tortured and slain.  
Sincerely, Alice Branchflower 
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From: lyn mcdowell
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: silas; 
Subject: Your rights and responsibilites
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 5:37:52 PM


Please enlighten me regarding your intention to kill grey whales.  In this 
time and place in history do you really need any part of this animal to eat 
or wear?  What could you possibly need that you do not get abundantly 
right now?  You can say it is your right, but the pride of the original 
American is that WE have always respected the earth and Our ancestors 
hunted for survival only.  These whales and much of our marine life is in 
serious threat of extinction.  This intended SPORT killing is a shameful 
thing.  Twisted pride has entered into it and my Sioux heritage gives me 
license to say SHAME ON YOU.  I was not there to speak out for the Bison, 
but there are many of us ready to take a strong stand for the protection 
of whale now!   Please convince me I am wrong on this.   There is much 
at stake here.
 
Respectfully,
Lynda McDowell Winge
(father Floyd McDowell, tribal member of the Sisseton-Wapeton Sioux, 
Sisseton, SD)
PO Box 1393
Ocean Shores, WA  98569


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Laurie Smith
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 5:06:09 PM


My family & I DO NOT support ANY Whale Killing!!!!!! 
  
We are 4th generational Washingtonians with Indian blood who do not support 
whale hunting under any conditions, traditional or not. Wildlife needs to be 
protected for everyone & for our future children! 
  
  
  
  
 


Make Windows Vista more reliable and secure with Windows Vista Service Pack 1. 
Learn more. 
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From: Randy Raisor & Tom McCaffrey
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 5:03:02 PM


 
Please  DO NOT approve a continuation of whale hunting.
 
What we now know of the complex social structure of whales and their language and intelligence 
should nullify a treaty that was signed in the 1800’s. 
Plus, the Makah no longer need whales to survive.  
Does it make sense to approve a Makah treaty to murder whales while the rest of the population goes 
on whale watching excursions to marvel at the magnificence of them?
 
Tom McCaffrey
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From: Jerry Metcalf
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whaling
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 1:12:26 PM


Dear Sirs,


I find myself torn in this issue.  I personally find the idea of killing whales repugnant and 
unnecessary.  I also can see the cultural notion of the fishery and know that Alaskan tribes take 
whales.


My repugnance wins, however.  I do not support the activity and would make personal efforts, such 
as contributions to causes and speaking out, to condemn the practice.  I feel that the negative 
public opinion has a strong detrimental effect on the tribe’s welfare.  


Jerry Metcalf


Enumclaw, WA
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From: Benjamin Menzies
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 1:11:06 PM


 
Dear Steve, 
 
As a conservationist and non-native member of the public, I am in guarded 
support of the Makah peoples' rights and ability to kill and eat a gray whale or 
two every year within the limits set by the 1995 agreement. 
 
After reading the DEIS I am persuaded that there is sufficient monitoring and 
oversight to keep the hunt from sustaining or stimulating international demand 
for whale products (my biggest concern). 
 
But I do worry that whalers and their communities in places like Japan will be 
able to redefine themselves as "aboriginal" to take advantage of any loophole in 
the international moratorium on whaling, and I am also concerned that native 
people could become proxies for corporate/commercial whaling interests, 
allowing the abuse of tribal rights for commercial purposes.  I know the report 
covers the latter issue, but I wonder if there isn't some way of monitoring 
exactly what sort of international precedent is set by the hunt--i.e. if a provision 
should be added that requires the monitoring of international court cases which 
reference the hunt as a precedent for allowing other whale hunts. 
 
I also object to the Makah's at this point unsupported claims that eating whale 
meat would improve the health of tribe members who allegedly "need" whale 
meat due to genetically-ingrained dietary needs.  Though the tensions between 
culture and genetics in native politics are often almost inextricably complex, in 
this instance a clear distinction between the two should be maintained. 
 
Additionally, I'm not convinced that there is any economically-defined need to 
eat whales either, since at this point in time tribal housing, subsistence, 
foodways, lifestyles, desires for many of the same goods (cars, boats, TVs, etc.) 
and services (energy, education, health care, etc.) are irremediably 
"westernized" and linked to the same production and distribution networks as 
any other community in the US--impoverished or not.  Though the whales may 
feed hungry people, and I understand some natives' desire for autonomy, I don't 
think that whale hunting is an appropriate way to address entrenched tribal 
poverty or hunger. 
 
I'm most persuaded by the Makah's desire to shore up the tribe's cultural 
identity, establish a small degree of historical parity, and celebrate its unique 
history--as long as the hunt and its effects on the whale population are very 
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closely monitored. 
 
For better or for worse, the tribe's effort to create or maintain a cultural identity 
distinct from the surrounding cultures of the state and nation is one thing the 
hunt will most definitely augment.  The hunt is such a polarizing issue in the 
state, country, and world at large that non-native antipathy towards the tribe 
should have the internally-galvanizing effects on tribal identity the tribe seeks...
though I'm unsure whether this benefit will offset the heightened hostility and 
outright racism directed towards the tribe and native North Americans in 
general.  In any case, the tribe itself should obviously be free to decide on this 
particular issue. 
 
Finally, one thing I did not see in the report that I wonder about are the 
impacts--either positive or negative--that culling this particular species of whale 
may have on other whale species.  I would guess that maintaining a smaller 
number of Gray Whales may help other whale populations recover, but I wonder 
too if there are endangered species who depend in some way on these whales' 
migrations or feeding habits etc. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Ben Menzies 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








From: David H Walker
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: WHALE KILLING
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 10:55:19 AM


Whale Killing is a totally abhorant practice and should be stopped NOW! This is in 
no way a "right" and our Govenrment should stop it immediately! 
  
David H. Walker 
Prosser, WA 
 


Get Free (PRODUCT) RED™ Emoticons, Winks and Display Pics. Check it out! 
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From: Betty Egger
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whale Hunt
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 10:27:06 AM


We are opposed to the hunt of a gray whale  There is 
no practical need for this whatsoever.   To say it is carrying on some kind of cultural ritual is just an 
excuse for a bunch of macho juveniles to kill a lovely
animal who is part of our ecosystem.   For anyone
to sanction this is to join the cult of savagery that
enjoys causing death in the name of sport.
 
Bill & Betty Egger
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From: Silas Telander
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 10:20:03 AM


 
This is the message I have sent to all my friends and anyone else I 
receive an email from.  You must stop this whale killing.  How can we 
tell other nations to ban the killing of whales if we allow this.
 
Please, please, please.  If you don't do anything else this month, sent 
an email to MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov expressing your outrage that 
we, as a nation, would allow this tribe to continue whale killing when we 
are asking other countries to ban it.  The Makah Tribe claim this is 
their heritage and right, however, they are doing it with speed boats 
and high power rifles.  I maintain that is just a step away from some 
Tribe claiming killing white men is their heritage and right and they 
should be allowed to kill a certain number each year for ceremonial 
purposes.  This is wrong and it is time this tribe grew up and join the 
rest of this country.
 
Silas Telander
Ocean Shores, WA 
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From: Mike
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 10:19:10 AM


Michael Coffey
616 E Front St
Port Angeles Wa 98362
mcoffeyld@qwestoffice.net
 
Donna Darm
Assistant Regional Administrator
Protected Resources Division
National Marine Fisheries Service
 
Mrs. Darm,
 I read a lot about this issue and must voice my opinion at this time.
 If the tribes want ancestral hunting rights they should have them, but they should be required to hunt 
the way there ancestors did. They should be required to paddle out with paddles made like their 
ancestral paddles, in dugout canoes made like their ancestral canoes and use wooden spears like 
their ancestors did. Then they can tow the animal back to the beach with their paddles and canoes 
and use the materials only for themselves, they should not be allowed to sell any part of the animal or 
make any kind of profit from the hunt or the animal products. After all, they want the right for religious 
reasons, correct?
 If these people have to do the things their ancestors did, the way their ancestors did, they may not be 
so inclined. To me this just looks like another scheme for profit.
 The native peoples hunted these animals for sustenance, not for pleasure. The religious part was in 
thanks for the bounty not for the hunt. If there had been an easier way for these people to survive they 
would have taken it.
 If they want ancestral hunting rights for the correct reasons they should have them, but only using the 
methods used before white mans contributions.
Thank you for your time,
Mike Coffey
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From: DJ MAR
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: attn Donna Darm-2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 10:14:57 AM


Hi Donna I am writing to request an extension on Makah comment period so we 
may have time to review it .We would like a 90-120 day extension to allow us to 
review this thoroughly. As it has taken 3 years to complete, we find it very difficult 
to read with any less time since we also hold other jobs & businesses.Thanking you 
in advance of this consideration! Sincerely DJ Mar 
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From: Al
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn:2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 9:54:29 AM


Hi, 
Read about this in the P.I. paper and would like to say that 
I don't think they should be alloqwed to hunt whales, or any one 
else for that matter. 
Times have changed, and we should really look at absolving these treaties, 
many other treaties that the U.S. Govement have signed have been updated thru time. 
Thank You 
Al Cooper 
after4@yahoo.com 
SeaTac, WA 
 
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 
know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: noah pefaur
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 9:33:27 AM


To whom it may concern, 
  
I believe that the Makah acted within their rights to hunt for the whale, despite the 
federal government's assertion that the right to regulate that action was within 
their authority.  I don't pretend to understand why anyone would want to hunt a 
whale, but I do believe that the right to do so must be protected if it was promised 
to the tribe. 
  
Noah Pefaur 
Issaquah, Washington. 
  
  
 


Stay in touch when you're away with Windows Live Messenger. IM anytime you're 
online. 
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From: greg thomas
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: the makah
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 9:18:39 AM


as consideration for extending the whaling opportunities for the makah is debated, i would 
respectfully ask that past behavior regarding the last whale be seriously considered.  
 
what you will find is:
 
-  the whale was cut apart and distributed to tribal members
-  the majority of that whale was eventually disposed of in their garbage dump
-  today's makah really don't have a 'taste' for whale meat
-  this is not a question of subsistence fishing
-  this is all about the makah seeing a golden opportunity to market that whale to japan
 
 
i would also ask you to consider the overall behavior of the makah fishermen.  just one year ago 
this spring several reliable sources observed a makah troller, this is selective fishing at it's best, kill 
over 300 wild coho.  as you are well aware, the mixed stock fishing of puget sound continues into 
the strait of juan de fuca as well as the areas fished by the makah.  there was no reason 
whatsoever to kill what could be ESA listed fish.
 
an inquiry by myself led me to a conversation with the northwest indian fish commission where i 
was informed that:
 
-  they could kill whatever they wished, whenever they choose, for whatever purpose, including 
commercial sale, and
-  i just didn't understand.
 
the makah have CHOSEN to live in a prior century.  many native american groups in washington 
state have stepped into this century and moved aggressively to invest in opportunities and start the 
important process of taking care of their tribal members.  unfortunately, the makah are not among 
this group.  instead they somehow believe that clinging to an outmoded believe in the killing of 
whales will heal their tribe.
 
it is incumbent on you to take the firm position that whales remain threatened and killing of these 
animals should continue to be banned by U.S. based fishermen, no matter their ethnic 
background.  we all know that the returning north bound gray whales are in desperate physical 
condition and this is likely to worsen with over all climate change.
 
do your part for our environment and the creatures of the sea and once and for all ban whaling by 
everyone.
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thank you for your time.
 
 
 
gt in sequim, wa








From: Knighten
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 9:00:23 AM


Their rights have almost been eliminated entirely.
Let them fish and leave the tribe alone.
 
Don't the Feds have better and MORE important
things to do???
 
Hal Two Feathers
Sequim, Wa.
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From: Gary Giovane
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: makah whaling issue
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 8:14:34 AM


I would like to give my support to allowing the Makah Tribe to continue hunting 
whales for subsistence and ceremonial purposes as guaranteed in the treaty 
between the Tribe and the US Government.  Personally, I believe that whales, and 
all cetaceans, are unique and worthy of protection.  There should be a world-wide 
ban on all commercial harvesting of them.  However, in the case of the Makah’s 
right to continue the whale hunt, I am strongly in favor of allowing this practice to 
continue based on the following.
 
As an archeology student, I had the opportunity to work at the Ozette site in 1975 
and 1976.  Just prior to my working there, House 1 had been excavated.  In that 
house, many artifacts attributed to whaling were uncovered.  One such artifact, the 
whale saddle (which, from what I understand, was meant never to be seen by the 
uninitiated), was the first bit of physical evidence showing me how important 
whaling was to the Makah.  This was more than just hunting to “put meat on the 
table”, so to speak.  Whaling was a sacred and vital part of the entire community.  
At Ozette, gray whales pass by on their seasonal migrations to and from the Baja 
Peninsula---I remember seeing them myself and could imagine, in pre-contact 
times, what it must have been like to go out on a hunt.  We saw the evidence that 
all parts of the whale were utilized by the Makah, with whalebone being used for 
clubs and for incorporation into the drainage systems between the houses.  I 
learned that to successfully complete a hunt, all the members of the crew, their 
wives and family had to undergo many rituals beforehand to insure success.  To 
guarantee that the harpooned whale would be easily returned to the village (and 
not swim out to sea), the whale was considered as an honored guest which would 
sacrifice itself for the good of the community—again much ritual was involved in 
this important aspect.  With the voluntary ban on whaling, members of the Tribe 
kept these traditions alive in the hopes that someday, the hunts could resume.  As 
a nonnative, my understanding of all of this is very limited, but I can see how 
spiritually significant whaling is to the Makah people.
 
I also had the privilege of being a teacher at Neah Bay for over twenty years.  The 
students that I taught were (and still are) like family to me.  In the past, the school 
had a negative impact on the kids---I heard stories of students being punished for 
speaking Makah in school.  I’m happy to know that today, many of the teachers 
are Makah, and that Makah language and culture are promoted school-wide.  
Growing up in Neah Bay presents many challenges for the kids.  Our educational 
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system is very future-oriented.  We tell the kids, learn this stuff and some day it 
will help you go to college or you will use it in your job.  However, to go off to 
college, kids must leave their family and community, and risk being forced to 
make a choice between two different cultures.  As for work, unemployment is 
extremely high on the west end of the Olympic Peninsula.  The time-honored 
occupations of fishing and working in the woods are still some of the only ways to 
make a living.  Many kids feel that there is nothing to do, and so it’s easy to fall 
into the trap of drugs and alcohol.  However, the strong cultural ties—like the 
canoe club and Tribal Journeys—provide a way to travel another course.  I was 
teaching the year “the whale” was taken after whaling was allowed to resume.  It 
was an amazing experience!  Our principal, Bill Pearl, released the students to go 
down to the beach in the village to await its coming in.  He didn’t want any of 
them to miss this historic event—and they would have gone anyhow.  We went 
ourselves after school was over, to see the beach covered in people, in the rain, 
singing the whale ashore.  This was a momentous day, not only for the Makah, but 
for all indigenous people in the country—a country that has historically broken its 
treaties with native peoples.  Here, the treaty was honored and the Makah could 
once again experience this integral part of their culture—of “who they are”.  We 
also witnessed the threats and abuse the Makah people had to take from the Sea 
Sheppard and others.  Most nonnatives just don’t have a clue as to how important 
cultural traditions are to native people.  In truth, the U.S. has become the “melting 
pot” it wanted to be, and so many of us have lost our own language, culture, and 
traditions.  Hunting whale to the Makah is so much more than just hunting or 
fishing.  It is the thread to generations past, it is what gives the Makah their unique 
identity.  And because of this, I would like to strongly give my support to its 
continuation.
 
Gary Giovane
 
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now. 
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From: Paris Finley
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 5:18:11 AM


For Steve Stone, NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region 
Dear Mr. Stone: 
 
I am opposed to permitting whale hunting for any purpose including "cultural 
preservation." 
 
The species of this entire planet are under assault by human activity, with 
unprecedented impact.  No one can safely predict, in the current tumultuous 
period of global changes, what constitutes "healthy" populations.  The polar 
bears were considered "healthy". 
 
Furthermore, there is growing evidence that whales are among the earth's 
most intelligent and sensitive species. 
 
I lived among the Yup'ik people for six years.  They found effective ways to 
continue their traditions, preserving what was important to their identity, 
without returning to practices that endangered populations or awoke global 
political strife.  It can be done. 
 
The United States has led the way in helping whales.  Approval will only 
undermine the pressure against Japanese and Norwegian whaling. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paris Finley & Linda Jones 
537 Legate Hill Rd, PO Box 2003, Charlemont MA 01339 ~ (413) 339-4910 
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From: Patricia
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Comment: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2008 4:38:44 AM


I understand your position and role; I also understand the Makah.  I don't 
believe any of us have a right to say anything about the Makah hunting of 
whales and it is extremely considerate of them to include the Marine Fisheries in 
their decisions whether to hunt for whale or not.  It is a treaty right that they 
hunt and this is a sovereign act.  Our problems with our wild life populations 
have nothing to do with the indigenous hunts, they are our problems alone.  
 
Since they have desired to include you in their decision, I say not to give your 
permission, as they do not need your permission, but give them your blessing to 
whatever hunt they desire to do. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Young 
448 Prescott Avenue 
El Cajon, CA 92020 
 
 
      
__________________________________________________________________ 
Connect with friends from any web browser - no download required. Try the new 
Yahoo! Canada Messenger for the Web BETA at http://ca.messenger.yahoo.com/
webmessengerpromo.php 
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From: Chris Kusy
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:25:44 PM


Hello Mr Stone, 
 
While I do not have the time or inclination to read the entire DEIS, I am 
aware of the issues surrounding Makah whaling and treaty rights.  I was 
on the Makah reservation the day after the whale was "illegally" taken in 
September 07.  I have seen their land and their waters, their people and 
their community.  I fully support any plan that allows the Makah to 
undertake whaling insofar as it helps to strengthen and preserve their way 
of life.  I could go on and on about why I feel this way, but you will likely 
get a lot of feedback so I'll keep it short.  Animals and living things have 
rights, yes, but cultures also have rights, and one of those rights should 
be not to be judged by an external culture, especially one so destructive 
as the larger North American industrial consumer culture.  
 
Thank you, 
Chris Kusy 
1812 E Republican St. #12 
Seattle, WA 98112 
xris17@gmail.com 
 
--  
"those who would give up essential liberty to purchase a little temporary 
safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety." 
-Ben Franklin 
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From: Dinda Evans
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: save the whales
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:27:37 PM


 
~ U.S. taxpayers subsidize the Gray whale 'hunt'---not 
the Makah; as such, U.S. citizens should have the 
final say in the whaling debate. Over 5 million 
dollars has been spent to date on whaling, with the 
Makah continuing to petition their 'favorite' 
Congressional contacts for more funds. Their latest 
request? A ship which would cost taxpayers ONE MILLION 
DOLLARS. 
 
~ CONGRESSIONAL BRIBES PROMPT CONTINUED MAKAH SUPPORT. 
Former California Republican Representative Richard 
Pombo received $221,000 + from tribes. In return, he 
pushed through a resolution which calls the waiver 
process required by the National Marine Fisheries 
Service "burdensome, costly and tantamount to a denial 
of the [Makah] tribe's treaty rights." The resolution 
went on to urge Congress to express "its disapproval 
of the abrogation of the tribe's treaty rights, and 
that the government of the United States should uphold 
the treaty rights of the Makah Tribe." Pombo ranked 
third among all House members in terms of tribal 
donations. 
 
~ The Makah have been REFUSED PERMISSION TO WHALE by 
the International Whaling Commission. They were denied 
because they do not fit the criteria for either 
'cultural' or 'subsistence' whaling. The Makah 
circumvented the IWC's denial by using the political 
clout of then head of NOAA, D. James Baker, who 
brokered a back-room deal with the Russians which 
allowed the Makah to take a portion of the Russian 
Gray whale subsistence quota. The IWC, to this day, 
has NEVER given permission to the Makah to whale...IWC 
guidelines supercede Makah treaty whaling rights. 
 
~ As a signatory of the International Whaling 
Commission's moratorium on whaling, the U.S. is 
breaking its own anti-whaling agreement and 
international law by allowing the Makah to continue 
whaling. 
 
~ Gray whales were removed from the Endangered Species 
List due to the political wrangling of the Makah--NOT 
VALID SCIENTIFIC STUDIES. Scientists, who believe Gray 
whale populations are at an historical all-time low, 
have observed decreasing numbers each year and have 
serious concerns about their health. Large numbers of 
gray whales have recently been discovered suffering 
from starvation. http://www.eurekale rt.org/pub_ 
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releases/ 2007-09/s- gwa090407. php 
 
~ Several elders within the Makah tribe are AGAINST 
whaling and in favor of WHALE WATCHING to bring income 
into Makah coffers. Their voices should be heard. This 
is their appeal: 
 
The whale hunt issue has never been brought to the 
[Makah] people to inform them, 
and there is no spiritual training going on. We 
believe they, the [Makah] 
Council, will just shoot the whale, and we think the 
word "subsistence" 
is the wrong thing to say when our people haven't used 
or had whale 
meat/blubber since the early 1900's. 
 
For these reasons we believe the hunt is only for the 
money. They can't 
say "Traditional, Spiritual and for Subsistence" in 
the same breath when 
no training is going on, just talk. 
 
Whale watching is an alternative we support: 
 
~ The Makah Treaty of 1855; [specifically Article 4, 
which allows the tribe to whale], is a 152 year old 
document; one which pre-dates the AMERICAN CIVIL WAR 
BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no longer relevant in a 
world where cetaceans now face overwhelming threats to 
their survival due to global warming, overfishing, 
ship strikes, sonar disturbances, pollution and 
disease. Slow reproductive rates and an unacceptably 
prolonged and cruel manner of slaughter dictate that 
cetaceans should be spared whaling in ANY form. 
 
~ Makah cousins, members of the Maa-nulth First 
Nations, who reside on the Western shores of Vancouver 
Island have signed an agreement with the Canadian 
government in which they will honor a 25 year 
moratorium of their whaling rights. In return, they 
were given generous concessions of land and cash. If 
the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" 
whales, they must be committed to allowing them to 
live in peace and safety; while helping improve the 
quality of life for ALL Makah--not just the privileged 
few who never allow the majority a voice. The entire 
Makah tribe should be given a vote on what types of 
concessions they would want in lieu of forfeiting 
whaling. 
 
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 







know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: Steven Thomson
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 9:37:00 PM


Steve Stone
NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 1100
Portland, OR  97232
 
 
PO Box 44376
Tacoma, WA 98448
 
 
Dear Mr. Stone,
 
 
I am writing today to submit my comments on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on the proposal for Makah whaling regulations.
 
I am a professional cultural anthropologist, however my area of expertise 
is outside the northwest region, so I write as an informed and concerned 
citizen of the region with a particular and relevant set of comparative 
views.  Through my colleagues at Pacific Lutheran University I have 
become more aware of the background and history of this situation, but 
the views presented in this letter are entirely my own.
 
Having reviewed the DEIS through the website, I feel strongly that, 
Alterative 2, the regulations proposed by the legitimate and representative 
authorities of the Makah Tribe, should be recognized and endorsed.  The 
restrictions and regulations they propose appear to be reasonable and 
legitimate.  It is incumbent on the US government to fulfill and support the 
exercise of the rights enshrined in treaties with sovereign nations.  The 
efforts of the Makah to preserve and invigorate their traditions and 
community life should be commended and encouraged as enriching the 
diversity of the American experience.  As clearly indicated, these cultural 
goals can be accommodated without endangering the viability of the gray 
whale populations and clear safe-guards are in place should such a 
condition arise.
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I see no reason to support any of the more expansive alternative plans, 
numbers 3, 5, or 6, if they were not requested by the tribe at this time.  
The additional restrictions proposed in Alternative 4, while offering 
additional environmental protections, should not be endorsed because of 
significant impact it would have on the practicality and safety of the hunt.  
Given the limited number of incidents annually and the overall regard for 
the natural environment evidenced in Makah attitudes and practice, I see 
no need for these provisions.  If possible, I would encourage dialog with 
the appropriate Makah authorities to adopt additional voluntary guidelines 
to acknowledge these concerns and outline appropriate techniques for 
mitigating these impacts without restricting whale hunting activities in 
these areas.
 
Sincerely yours,
 
Steven Thomson
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From: Dave Toivonen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 9:36:56 PM


I don't believe the whale hunt should be allowed because times have 
changed. They don't really need the whales to live. That has already been 
proven because they have gone a long time without hunting the whales and 
have gotten by just fine. Saying it is their culture is not a good reason 
because all cultures have changed with the times. Their culture has changed 
too so it's not right to bring up the parts of their culture that are in the past 
and out dated.
                                                  Dave Toivonen
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Brian Calvert
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Fw: EIS on whale hunt
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 9:33:16 PM


 
 
Capt. Brian Calvert
General Manager
Selene Seattle
206 669 8045
 
 
Please extend the time for input.  The report took 2 years to do and is very
complicated, so expecting input in such a short time is unrealistic.  Thank
you for your attention to this item,
 
Capt. Brian Calvert
General Manager
Selene Seattle
206 669 8045
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From: Brennan Browne
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Please Revoke Makah Whaling Rights
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:30:40 PM


Dear Sirs, 
 
I am OPPOSED to Makah whaling and would like to see the Makah's right 
to whaling permanently REVOKED  for the following reasons: 
 
~ The infamous Makah 5 have not only shown no remorse for illegally 
killing a Gray whale, but have bragged about their actions; saying they 
have the right to kill any whale, anywhere at anytime. They continue to go 
unpunished by the authorities for this conduct and have been REWARDED, 
by not having their whaling rights permanently forfeited.They have also 
made it known, publicly, that the Makah would be willing to enter into a 
lucrative deal with the Japanese to sell whale meat...a clear violation of 
their 1855 treaty and of the IWC's moratorium on 
the sale of cetacean products. 
 
 
~ U.S. taxpayers subsidize the Gray whale 'hunt'---not the Makah; as 
such, U.S. citizens should have the final say in the whaling debate. Over 5 
million dollars has been spent to date on whaling, with the Makah 
continuing to petition their 'favorite' Congressional contacts for more 
funds. Their latest request? A ship which would cost taxpayers ONE 
MILLION DOLLARS.  
 
 
~ CONGRESSIONAL BRIBES PROMPT CONTINUED MAKAH SUPPORT. 
Former California Republican Representative Richard Pombo received 
$221,000 + from tribes. In return, he pushed through a resolution which 
calls the waiver process required by the National Marine Fisheries Service 
"burdensome, costly and tantamount to a denial of the [Makah] tribe's 
treaty rights."  The resolution went on to urge Congress to express "its 
disapproval of the abrogation of the tribe's treaty rights, and that the 
government of the United States should uphold the treaty rights of the 
Makah Tribe." Pombo ranked third among all House members in terms of 
tribal donations.   
 
 
~ The Makah have been REFUSED PERMISSION TO WHALE by the 
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International Whaling Commission. They were denied because they do not 
fit the criteria for either 'cultural' or 'subsistence' whaling. The Makah 
circumvented the IWC's denial by using the political clout of then head of 
NOAA, D. James Baker, who brokered a back-room deal with the Russians 
which allowed the Makah to take a portion of the Russian Gray whale 
subsistence quota. The IWC, to this day, has NEVER given permission to 
the Makah to whale...IWC guidelines supercede Makah treaty whaling 
rights.  
 
 
~ As a signatory of the International Whaling Commission's moratorium 
on whaling, the U.S. is breaking its own anti-whaling agreement and 
international law by allowing the Makah to continue whaling. 
 
 
~ Gray whales were removed from the Endangered Species List due to the 
political wrangling of the Makah--NOT VALID SCIENTIFIC STUDIES. 
Scientists, who believe Gray whale populations are at an historical all-time 
low, have observed decreasing numbers each year and have serious 
concerns about their health. Large numbers of gray whales have recently 
been discovered suffering from starvation. http://www.eurekale rt.org/
pub_ releases/ 2007-09/s- gwa090407. php 
 
 
~ Several elders within the Makah tribe are AGAINST whaling and in favor 
of WHALE WATCHING to bring income into Makah coffers. Their voices 
should be heard. This is their appeal: 
 
The whale hunt issue has never been brought to the [Makah] people to 
inform them, 
and there is no spiritual training going on. We believe they, the [Makah] 
Council, will just shoot the whale, and we think the word "subsistence" 
is the wrong thing to say when our people haven't used or had whale 
meat/blubber since the early 1900's. 
 
For these reasons we believe the hunt is only for the money. They can't 
say "Traditional, Spiritual and for Subsistence" in the same breath when 
no training is going on, just talk. 
 
Whale watching is an alternative we support: 
 
    * Isabell Ides. Age 96 
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    * Harry Claplonhoo. Age 78 
    * Margaret Irving. Age 80 
    * Ruth Claplanhoo. Age 94 
    * Viola Johnson. Age 88 
    * Alberta N Thompson. Age 72 
    * Lena McGee. Age 92. 
 
 
~ The Makah Treaty of 1855; [specifically Article 4, which allows the tribe 
to whale], is a 152 year old document; one which pre-dates the 
AMERICAN CIVIL WAR BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no longer relevant in 
a world where cetaceans now face overwhelming threats to their survival 
due to global warming, overfishing, ship strikes, sonar disturbances, 
pollution and disease. Slow reproductive rates and an unacceptably 
prolonged and cruel manner of slaughter dictate that cetaceans should be 
spared whaling in ANY form. 
 
 
~  Makah cousins, members of the Maa-nulth First Nations, who reside on 
the Western shores of Vancouver Island have signed an agreement with 
the Canadian government in which they will honor a 25 year moratorium 
of their whaling rights. In return, they were given generous concessions of 
land and cash. If the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" whales, 
they must be committed to allowing them to live in peace and safety; 
while helping improve the quality of life for ALL Makah--not just the 
privileged few who never allow the majority a voice. The entire Makah 
tribe should be given a vote on what types of concessions they would 
want in lieu of forfeiting whaling.  
 
 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter, 
 
Brennan Browne 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Brennan Browne
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: PLEASE REVOKE MAKAH WHALING RIGHTS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:27:12 PM


Dear Sirs, 
 
I am OPPOSED to Makah whaling and would like to see the Makah's right 
to whaling permanently REVOKED  for the following reasons: 
 
~ The infamous Makah 5 have not only shown no remorse for illegally 
killing a Gray whale, but have bragged about their actions; saying they 
have the right to kill any whale, anywhere at anytime. They continue to go 
unpunished by the authorities for this conduct and have been REWARDED, 
by not having their whaling rights permanently forfeited.They have also 
made it known, publicly, that the Makah would be willing to enter into a 
lucrative deal with the Japanese to sell whale meat...a clear violation of 
their 1855 treaty and of the IWC's moratorium on 
the sale of cetacean products. 
 
~ U.S. taxpayers subsidize the Gray whale 'hunt'---not the Makah; as 
such, U.S. citizens should have the final say in the whaling debate. Over 5 
million dollars has been spent to date on whaling, with the Makah 
continuing to petition their 'favorite' Congressional contacts for more 
funds. Their latest request? A ship which would cost taxpayers ONE 
MILLION DOLLARS.  
 
 
~ CONGRESSIONAL BRIBES PROMPT CONTINUED MAKAH SUPPORT. 
Former California Republican Representative Richard Pombo received 
$221,000 + from tribes. In return, he pushed through a resolution which 
calls the waiver process required by the National Marine Fisheries Service 
"burdensome, costly and tantamount to a denial of the [Makah] tribe's 
treaty rights."  The resolution went on to urge Congress to express "its 
disapproval of the abrogation of the tribe's treaty rights, and that the 
government of the United States should uphold the treaty rights of the 
Makah Tribe." Pombo ranked third among all House members in terms of 
tribal donations.   
 
 
~ The Makah have been REFUSED PERMISSION TO WHALE by the 
International Whaling Commission. They were denied because they do not 
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fit the criteria for either 'cultural' or 'subsistence' whaling. The Makah 
circumvented the IWC's denial by using the political clout of then head of 
NOAA, D. James Baker, who brokered a back-room deal with the Russians 
which allowed the Makah to take a portion of the Russian Gray whale 
subsistence quota. The IWC, to this day, has NEVER given permission to 
the Makah to whale...IWC guidelines supercede Makah treaty whaling 
rights.  
 
 
~ As a signatory of the International Whaling Commission's moratorium 
on whaling, the U.S. is breaking its own anti-whaling agreement and 
international law by allowing the Makah to continue whaling. 
 
 
~ Gray whales were removed from the Endangered Species List due to the 
political wrangling of the Makah--NOT VALID SCIENTIFIC STUDIES. 
Scientists, who believe Gray whale populations are at an historical all-time 
low, have observed decreasing numbers each year and have serious 
concerns about their health. Large numbers of gray whales have recently 
been discovered suffering from starvation. http://www.eurekale rt.org/
pub_ releases/ 2007-09/s- gwa090407. php 
 
 
~ Several elders within the Makah tribe are AGAINST whaling and in favor 
of WHALE WATCHING to bring income into Makah coffers. Their voices 
should be heard. This is their appeal: 
 
The whale hunt issue has never been brought to the [Makah] people to 
inform them, 
and there is no spiritual training going on. We believe they, the [Makah] 
Council, will just shoot the whale, and we think the word "subsistence" 
is the wrong thing to say when our people haven't used or had whale 
meat/blubber since the early 1900's. 
 
For these reasons we believe the hunt is only for the money. They can't 
say "Traditional, Spiritual and for Subsistence" in the same breath when 
no training is going on, just talk. 
 
Whale watching is an alternative we support: 
 
    * Isabell Ides. Age 96 
    * Harry Claplonhoo. Age 78 
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    * Margaret Irving. Age 80 
    * Ruth Claplanhoo. Age 94 
    * Viola Johnson. Age 88 
    * Alberta N Thompson. Age 72 
    * Lena McGee. Age 92. 
 
 
~ The Makah Treaty of 1855; [specifically Article 4, which allows the tribe 
to whale], is a 152 year old document; one which pre-dates the 
AMERICAN CIVIL WAR BY 6 YEARS, and is therefore no longer relevant in 
a world where cetaceans now face overwhelming threats to their survival 
due to global warming, overfishing, ship strikes, sonar disturbances, 
pollution and disease. Slow reproductive rates and an unacceptably 
prolonged and cruel manner of slaughter dictate that cetaceans should be 
spared whaling in ANY form. 
 
 
~  Makah cousins, members of the Maa-nulth First Nations, who reside on 
the Western shores of Vancouver Island have signed an agreement with 
the Canadian government in which they will honor a 25 year moratorium 
of their whaling rights. In return, they were given generous concessions of 
land and cash. If the Makah are genuinely interested in "honoring" whales, 
they must be committed to allowing them to live in peace and safety; 
while helping improve the quality of life for ALL Makah--not just the 
privileged few who never allow the majority a voice. The entire Makah 
tribe should be given a vote on what types of concessions they would 
want in lieu of forfeiting whaling.  
 
 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter, 
 
Brennan Browne 
 
 
The concept of 'animal rights' values the simple premise that ALL living 
creatures have a "right" to be allowed to live their lives without 
victimization--free from brutality. It is a right that EVERY being strives for. 
 
~Brennan Browne~ 
 
 
 
"Humanely" slaughtered 'meat', is an obscene lie invented and 







perpetuated by people who are too lazy, selfish and cruel to change their 
dietary habits. Forcibly denying a creature its right to life, love and 
companionship can NEVER be humane. 
 
~Brennan Browne~ 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: FVO200@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whale hunt for the Makah tribe
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 7:51:06 PM


         Att:  Steve Stone 
I would like to express my DISAPROVABLE of a whale hunt for the Makah 
tribe. 
 
It is a selfish, self-serving endeavor on their part to take the life of a 
precious whale for "Ceremonial and subsistence" purposes. 
 
The tribe is now assimilated into modern culture and should not use the 
EXCUSE of ceremony to slaughter a whale.  
 
Secondly, I seriously doubt if any member of the tribe has not had enough 
subsistence.  They all look well fed to me. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Florence O'Brien 
22557 SE 45th Street 
Issaquah, WA  98029 
fvo200@aol.com 
 
 
 
 
************** 
Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food. 
(http://food.aol.com/dinner-tonight?NCID=aolfod00030000000001) 
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From: Diane Weinstein
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS; REQUEST FOR EXTENSION
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 7:34:56 PM


Dear Ms. Darm:
 
I just received the DEIS for the Makah Whale Hunt.  A few weeks is not 
enough time to prepare comments and attend a hearing.  Please 
extend the comment period by 90 to 120 days so that people have 
adequate time to prepare.  This is a serious issue and it should not be 
rushed or pushed through. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Weinstein
24116 SE 45th Place
Issaquah WA 98029
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From: Michael Mcmullin
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 5:48:43 PM


Is the purpose of hunting whales to supply food?  It seems that there are many 
other sources of nutrition, including protein, which do not require the killing of 
whales.  But we're told that the whale hunt is really about cultural tradition and 
religion, and that the hunting of whales fulfills some spiritual need.  I'm sure that 
the Aztec priest felt spiritually fulfilled when they tore the hearts out of living 
captives to offer to their gods.  I doubt that the persons sacrificed universally 
thought of the procedure as spiritually edifying.  For the whale hunters there 
may be a deep spiritual significance.  But for the non-volunteering whale it is 
probably a matter of terror and inhumanely painful death.  Is it really necessary 
that probably intelligent and certainly innocent creatures be subected to that?  
Must they suffer and die for the sake of the religious traditions of other beings?  
Necessary killing of animals for food is one thing.  Killing them, cruelly, for fun or 
for cultural/religious tradition is quite another.  In fact I consider it 
unambiguously evil.   Sincerely, Michael McMullin, michael.mcmullin@mgmail.org 
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From: Paul J. Ste. Marie
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 5:46:09 PM


To be succinct, no proposal permitting whale hunting is acceptable at 
this time.  Permitting whale hunts will undercut the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act and our diplomatic position with regard to the Japanese 
factory whaling lightly disguised as "research". 
 
That said, the Micah have an valid right under the 1855 treaty to engage 
in traditional whaling.  The federal government should engage in 
negotiations with the Micah to compensate them for the loss of rights 
under the treaty. If no agreement is reached, then they must be held to 
the precise letter of the treaty, whaling with hand-thrown harpoons from 
unpowered wood boats.  However, the international treaty obligations of 
the United States to the rest of the world ultimately trump the treaty 
with the Micah, and the Senate should take action to legally void it. 
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From: Jonis Davis
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah whaling
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 5:22:26 PM


The treaty rights of the Makah tribe to hunt whales in their usual and accustomed grounds is law.  
Public opinion can’t change a treaty.
 
While affirming Makah treaty rights, in the interests of the environment and the survival of the whale 
population, I would prefer that the Makah tribe and its members forego their legal right to actually hunt 
and kill whales.  
 
Jonis Davis
2356 17th Ave S.
Seattle, WA  98144
Jonis7@msn.com
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From: Doug Alley
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 4:06:49 PM


With all respect and honor for traditional ways of the Makah, respect and 
honor must be given to our present understanding of the nature and 
scarcity of whales.These are huge-brained mammals, and are to be 
accorded humane dignity and respect.
Please reject every form, design, or plan for a "hunt".
 
Richard Alley
405 N Jefferson
Converse, IN 46919
(765) 395-1501
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From: Grant Westenberg
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 2:16:52 PM


 
 
I have read the lengthy Makah Draft DEIS and feel I can summarize same in one word: nonsense!
 
Well-crafted arguments by the Makah using great prose and of course legal in form.  But 
nonsense.  Subsistence?  Weak argument.    We as a species have come a long way in 1,500 
years and have available to us much more efficient ways of fulfilling our requirements for 
nourishment.  Whale hunting made sense 1,500 years ago, but the usefulness of that activity today 
is non-existent.    Ceremonial value?   Slaughtering mammals for ceremony is primitive, pure and 
simple.
 
I acknowledge that Native Americans have needs.   Are not those needs better met by providing 
proper education to the youth in fields that will allow them to earn a livelyhood in the modern 
world?   Controlling addiction has to be high on the list of "things that need to be done".  Leading a 
productive life and practicing good values will give these folks the sense of self-worth and value 
that they seek.  I don't see the slaughter of mammals as having the same impact on individual 
lives. 
 
I would support symbolic ceremonies that allow the proud past of a people to be recognized and 
remembered.    Symbolism certainly has been used successfully in many cultures.    So, the Makah 
don't have to forget their past.  But they should recognize that some things done by our ancestors 
were done out of a necessity that does not exist today.  And, given the choices available to us 
today, I doubt that their ancestors would choose to hunt whales.  
 
For background, I am 60+ and have spent many enjoyable days and nights in our Olympic 
Mountains and on our salt water.   I am not ultra conservative, but just don't agree with senseless 
killing.    The Makah people would be better served by stepping out from behind their curtain of 
"tradition" and put their focus and energy into something more useful to their survival.
 
Regards,
 
Grant Westenberg
Seattle, WA
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From: John Butts
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 2:07:17 PM


I am not in favor of permitting the whale hunt. Whale population 
figures are only estimates based on meager data. Whales are also very 
sensitive to environmental changes; many of which could have a 
significant impact on the whale population in a very short period of 
time. Until we know that the species is plentiful and their environment 
stable, I do not believe it prudent to allow any activity that would 
diminish or stress the population.
 
Please reject the hunt. Thank you
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From: Mureall
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 1:28:18 PM


There is no need, at this point in time, for the Makah tribe to continue to 
whale.  The destruction of life simply for the purpose of embracing one’s 
culture is obscene.  This is not a concept Americans, both indigenous and 
naturalized, should be embracing.
 
It must be asked if cultural heritage has the right to trump a categorical 
imperative?  Or do outmoded traditions, found to be inconsistent with 
modern knowledge and morality, deserve to be abandoned and outlawed?
 
Culture is not a static concept.  Societies are fluid, forming and reforming 
their constructs as times and conditions change.  This is simple cultural 
evolution.
 
There have been many traditions throughout history and in all societies that 
have been lauded as moral and culturally just only to be considered, by 
current standards, to be morally repugnant and deserving of reformation 
through civil rights and/or animal rights laws.  
 
Makah whaling is no different than many outmoded traditions that deserve to 
be given a place in history rather than an active role in current society.  To 
do otherwise threatens protective sanctions that have been established for 
ecological/environmental benefits worldwide. 
 
While the Makah tribe deserves to retain their cultural identity, they must 
also be willing to evolve that culture to embrace the changing world in 
which they live.  Reenactment of the Makah’s cultural traditions through 
non-violent methods is entirely obtainable and should be mandated.  
 
To do anything other than outlaw the Makah killing of whales is to set an 
alarming precedent of moral and political hypocrisy of which our country 
should be ashamed.
 
Respectfully,
Mureall Hebert
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From: Jeb
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 1:16:49 PM


I would like to make my statement of support for the Makah and their 
right to a Grey Whale Hunt.  I am an eco-minded person, but I also agree 
with a sovereign nation being able to make good on a promise the United 
States has made to them.  It is our duty to uphold the document and 
treaty we agreed to in 1855. 
 
 
 
--  
Jeb Korzilius 
themaester@gmail.com 
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From: Laura Lelievre
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 12:28:40 PM


Any possible more I can do, I will, but not at the sacrifice of living, warm 
blooded whales.  The Makah tribe has existed a long time without killing 
whales, what they've already done was done illegally.
Might this not open a series, where, based on precedent acts, will induce many 
other "tribes" illegal or not,  to even kill the whales and harvest for profit.
Plus, and mainly, it is immoral.
Please consider this as a vote against the Makah Tribe and all they  represent.
Respectfully,
Laura Lelievre
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From: Hdcuret@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: ATTN: 2008   Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 12:28:22 PM


Steve Stone, NOAA Fisheries NW Region 
                    1201 N.E. Lloyd BLVD., Suite 1100 
                       Portland, OR 97232
 
I would suggest that if the Makahs are extended the right to hunt whales they should be limited to 
hunt with facsimiles of the same equipment of the forefathers - not modern equipment.
 
H. D. Curet
30 Vienna CT
Richland, WA 99354
 
 
 


Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food.
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From: Errol Povah
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 12:23:26 PM


May 10, 2008 
 
 
Dear Mr. Steve Stone et al: 
 
Here is my "substantive" comment on the "subject" of the "Draft EIS on 
Makah whale-hunting request"...specifically, the "subsistence" aspect of it. 
 
All of those "subs", of course, raise the question, "Will submarines be the 
Makah whalers' next weapon of choice?"  After all, the very 
traditional 50-caliber anti-tank gun only has a success rate of 50% so 
far...at least in terms of the retention of the two gray whales (that we 
know about) which slowly died after being shot with that weapon.  
Torpedoes would likely be much more efficient, especially if they hit the 
whale somewhere near the head. 
 
Before you press the "delete" button, please read on:  All sarcasm aside, I 
do want to pass along a few unequivocal FACTS! 
 
If "ceremonial and subsistence purposes" (emphasis mine) is the best 
argument the Makah whalers and/or NOAA can come up with, to justify 


this 21st century barbarism, then I say, "$UB$I
$TENCE -- and 
ceremonial purpo$e$ -- 
MY A$$!" 
 
Just in case the above requires any translation/clarification, it means:  The 
hunt has nothing whatsoever to do with culture, heritage, 
tradition...or subsistence:  It is solely and exclusively about 
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money!  I, personally, don't have any direct evidence.  That said, some 
time in early/mid 1999 -- as a volunteer crew member on board the Sea 
Shepherd Conservation Society vessel Sea Shepherd III, in and around 
Neah Bay, WA -- I heard that the Japanese had paid the Makah whalers 
$1 million to kill a gray whale.  The Japanese had no interest in the whale 
itself or getting any of the meat. 
 
"Why would the Japanese do that?", you might wonder.  So glad you 
asked! 
 
Until May 17, 1999, Japan and Norway were the only two illegal/pirate 
whaling nations in the world.  And, until that same date, the U.S. had 
been one of the strongest voices -- opposing any and all whaling -- at 
the International Whaling Commission.  >From the Japanese perspective, 
what better way to simultaneously  1)  make whaling appear to be more 
globally acceptable/palatable and  2)  quash the U.S. voice at the IWC? 
 
 
"Ceremonial and subsistence purposes" is to the Makah whalers what 
"scientific research" is to the Japanese! 
 
It's fraudulent!  It's a scam!  Don't be duped! 
 
Choose the "no-action" alternative! 
 
 
   
Errol E. Povah
Box 18004, 1215c 56th St.
Delta, B.C.  V4L 2M4
604 943-6789 








From: howard cowles
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah whaling
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 12:13:08 PM


the Indian tribe says it is in it's heritage to be whalers. 
let them be whalers like their ancestors 
let the row a canoe, that has been built by hand, and use harpoons, 
thrown by hands, just like their great ancestors. 
IF they insist on using modern technologies, high powered boats and 50 
caliber rifles to do this manly killing of innocent and limited species, then 
they need to abandon their centuries old claims of treaties that were 
signed long ago before the modern weapons were available. Hunting for 
ego has long been a problem for the animals that were here long before 
mankind and their new and improved ways of killing. 
howard cowles 
hcowles@yahoo.com 
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From: Herbert Erdmenger
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:55:36 AM


Please not that I am totally against any killing of whales, so do not 
allow  the Makah Indian Nation to kill any of them...NONE!


Herbert Erdmenger
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From: Jerry McManus
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:48:36 AM


To: NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region 
From: Jerry McManus 
RE: Public comment 2008 Makah DEIS 
Date: 05/10/2008
 
 
I fully support the Makah Indian tribes request for continued limited treaty-right hunting of eastern 
North Pacific gray whales (Eschrichtius robustus) and I believe the proposal submitted by the 
Makah Indian Tribe is the alternative action that should be selected by NOAA Fisheries Northwest 
Region for the following reasons:
 
1. The right of whaling at usual and accustomed grounds is a Makah tradition secured by the 1855 
Treaty of Neah Bay.
 
2. Makah whaling dates back at least 1,500 years, well before the eastern North Pacific gray whale 
population was severely reduced by commercial whaling.
 
3. With international and national legal protections, the eastern North Pacific gray whale distinct 
population segment has now recovered.
 
Thank you, 
Jerry McManus 
Seattle, WA
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From: Margie
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn:2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:48:08 AM


I think the whales should be allowed to live.  It feel that the tribal 
member will kill for sport. than for  ceremonial and subsistence purposes 
 
Margie 
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From: jo.riley
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn:2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:18:24 AM


Treaty, or no treaty, I strongly oppose allowing any hunting of whales by the Makah. Even if the 
whales are not endangered at this time, whaling is brutal.  It appears as if it is impossible to make a 
clean kill of a whale. There has to be considerable suffering as long as the whale doesn't die 
instantly. Is something inhumane acceptable just because it is "tradition"? 
 
JoAnn Riley
6315 NE 196th St.
Kenmore, WA 98028
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From: jkuskin
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:17:02 AM


I have been following this issue for years and find it outrageous that we are considering allowing 
the Makah to hunt whales off the coast of Washington.  There is an international ban on whaling 
which most countries, including the U.S. respect.  I understand it was part of their culture at one 
time and they believe it will help bring their culture back to their families and community.  However, 
whales are a very intelligent animal that build strong family bonds (certainly stronger than many 
human families we see in the U.S. today).  To kill them just to invoke "that's what we used to do" 
just doesn't make any sense.  It is true the Makah used to kill whales but that was when it was 
necessary to provide sustenance to their community.  There are numerous communities around 
the world that used to be headhunters and cannibals yet we don't encourage them to bring back 
their old ways to enhance their current community.  So of course some would say there's a big 
difference between the two because one is killing people and the other is killing whales.  But what 
gives us the right to make that decision.  Are we really more intelligent?  On average, probably 
yes.  But I would certainly question that in many cases and it is noteworthy the great whales do 
not kill each other.  If only we could say the same!
 
Ira Rushwald
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From: Matt Kelly
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 11:11:49 AM


There aren't enough whales left in the world.
It is time to end this "hunt".
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From: Shash Woods
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:59:22 AM


Dear Steve Stone and to whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing in support of allowing the Makah tribe to 
resume hunting whales for ceremonial purposes.  I 
think it is important to honor the 1855 treaty rights 
and the Makah cultural and religious traditions.  I am 
reassured that the size of the gray whale population 
has increased and is stable, and that the limited 
whaling allowed under the treaty and the DEIS 
provisions will not threaten their survival.  Please 
approve one of the 4 DEIS options that allow Makah 
whaling to resume. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Marcia Woods 
Seattle, WA 
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 
know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: Ned Flohr
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:58:06 AM


Gentlemen: 
  
This is very simple, and there should be no argument here. What is it the U. S. 
Government, and others don't understand about a treaty? The treaty allows whale 
hunting. So let the Makah Nation hunt their whales. 
  
The way the government of the U. S. is treating our native peoples is an at home 
example of why this country is so disliked around the world. Worse yet, we can't, or 
won't honor the terms of a valid treaty. 
  
Yours very truly, 
  
Ned Flohr 
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From: Steve
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: water4fish@comcast.net; 
Subject: Makah Whaling
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:55:08 AM


Of course I support the Makah whaling. I would, in fact, hold that the Makahs have every right to 
whale without any special consent by the federal government.
 
The Makah are a whaling people. It is a connection of spirit and sustenance with roots thousands 
of years old. When they signed the Treaty of Olympia a century and a half ago, they specifically 
reserved the right to whale. To deny them this sacred right of their heritage would clearly be a 
violation of that treaty. Treaties are binding contracts between nations which, according to our own 
federal Constitution, are the supreme law of the land. By what right would we therefore deny the 
Makah this right, which goes to the very heart of their identity? It is no secret that the United States 
has violated every Indian treaty it ever made, and that is a shameful scar on our history. If we are 
to evolve as a just and righteous nation, we must keep our word.
 
Being a subject of God's royal kingdom, I avidly support the respect, protection and restoration of 
habitat needed to sustain our fellow creatures on this planet. I stand up to be counted on the side 
of the animals whenever their survival is at stake.
 
What people so often forget is that the Makah have always done the same. When they, the 
Whaling People, chose to suspend their whaling more than seven decades ago, it was like cutting 
their own hearts out. But they did so because they knew their brother whales were in trouble. The 
whales faced possible extinction--not because of anything the Makah did. It was the non-Indian 
highly commercialized whaling that brought the Grey Whale to that brink. Yet the Makah did it 
because they knew it was the right thing to do for the sake of the whale and for future generations. 
They stood tall and straight in the effort to restore the whale population. And even though the 
Makah have the clear right to whale on the strength of their heritage and their treaty, they chose to 
jump through the hoops of federal and international approval. Why? Because they know it's a 
complex world in which examples must be set. A world in which government-to-government 
relations are critical to the effort to respect and protect the various species of life.
 
Through these and so many other measures, the Makah have continually distinguished themselves 
as good managers and good people. What people so often forget is that the Makahs are the best 
friend the whales have.
 
We all know that the allocation afforded to the Tribe is very small, and that it's the result of 
reallocation--that the proposed harvest by the Tribe has little if any impact on the now recovered 
Grey Whale population. While I can understand the perspective of the protesters--at least to a 
degree--I believe their actions are ill-advised and shameful.
 
So, yes of course, I support the Makah whaling, and as a citizen of the United States I demand that 
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the federal government (including the judicial system) no longer presume to have authority over the 
Makah right to reconnect with the deep and abiding spirit of their ancestry.
 
 
 








From: Michael C. Orr
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:50:26 AM


To Whom it may concern,
Please voice my opinion in support of Makah Whaling rights. This small group of people should be 
allowed to hold on to their heritage which has been passed down through the generations. How 
can a Nation built on personal and Religious freedoms, impose restrictions to those very 
cornerstones on a small group of people who have lived here centuries before the annexation of 
their way of life by immigrants from abroad?
Heritage and pride are central to the identity of the Makah's. Teaching and involving their young in 
these things helps to instill pride, which in turn, builds better communities. 
As long as gray whale populations are healthy, there is no justifiable reason to block the Makah's 
ancestral and religious ceremonial hunts.
 
With respect,
Michael Orr
Port Townsend, Wa
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From: Michael C. Orr
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Dale Millard; 
Subject: In support of Makah Whaling
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:44:39 AM


To Whom it may concern,
Please voice my opinion in support of Makah Whaling rights. This small group of people should be 
allowed to hold on to their heritage which has been passed down through the generations. How 
can a Nation built on personal and Religious freedoms, impose restrictions to those very 
cornerstones on a small group of people who have lived here centuries before the annexation of 
their way of life by immigrants from abroad?
Heritage and pride are central to the identity of the Makah's. Teaching and involving their young in 
these things helps to instill pride, which in turn, builds better communities. 
As long as gray whale populations are healthy, there is no justifiable reason to block the Makah's 
ancestral and religious ceremonial hunts.
 
With respect,
Michael Orr
Port Townsend, Wa
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From: Smseattle@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whale Hunt
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:39:40 AM


No.     I see no reason why the Indians should be allowed to hunt, hurt and kill the Whales.   It is 
against the law, and they should not be above the law.....    Shirley
 
 
 


Wondering what's for Dinner Tonight? Get new twists on family favorites at AOL Food.
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From: Batya Bauman
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:33:10 AM


This question of "cultural relativism" should also include the culture of the 
whales. I respect 
all cultures up to the point of doing harm to others and there is no 
justification for the Makah 
to kill whales other than to revive a cultural tradition which is harmful to 
others (whales). Killing or 
otherwise harming others to continue an outdated cultural tradition is 
wrong and does not 
belong in the 21st century. Other cultures have abandoned unsavory 
practices in 
their own traditions and I think it is time for the Makah to abandon this 
violent, macho one.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Batya Bauman 
 
 
 
Batya Bauman 
22 Lessey St. 
Amherst, MA 01002 
 
 
 
 
>^..^<
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From: Howard Hockenbury
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:24:03 AM


To whom it may concern;
 
I wish to hereby weigh-in on the proposal to allow the Makah Indian Nation 
to hunt Pacific gray whales off the Washington coast, in the affirmative.
This is a proposal that has been too long in coming, and it is time that this 
Indian Nation be allowed to pursue it's 1855 treaty rights to whaling. It is my 
opinion that the tribe could take at least 5 whales per year without harm to 
the whale population, other wildlife species and the general environment. 
 
As reported by Brian Gorman, a fisheries service spokesman in Seattle, the 
total population of gray whales, "...seems to be stable... it is considered a 
healthy population."
 
Considering the positive economic, ceremonial, subsistence and cultural 
impacts to the tribe, I recommend that approval for resumed hunting of the 
gray whale by the Makah Indian Nation be approved as soon as possible in 
respect of the 1855 Treaty with the Makahs.
 
Yours Very Truly,
 Howard A. Hockenbury
 Seattle, WA
 
 
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Donald Boyd
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:11:08 AM


Concerning the whale hunt that the Makah tribe is proposing. 
 
     This is crazy !! I have lived on the peninsula most of my 65  
years, and have lived around and gone to school with the tribe  
members, they have no more right to hunt whales than I do. In fact  
with my European heritage, I probably have MORE rights to the whales,  
seeing that my ancestors were here long before the indians. Sounds  
nuts doesn't it ?? I am making the point that reviving an age old  
heritage is something few Makah's give a damn about, and the few that  
do, are driven by getting there name and pictures in the paper more  
than reviving history. It is a damn shame that a whale has to die in  
order to give bragging rights, at the tavern, (not wigwam) to a few  
that have nothing to contribute to there tribe or our community other  
than a dead whale that no one eats !! Guaranteed, if no newspaper  
covered the event, it would stop in a few months. 
  If all reason goes away in this endeavor, at LEAST make the hunt  
proceed as in the 1800's with hand made weapons and dug out canoes -  
not with 200 horse power out boards and 50 caliber rifles - If they  
are sincere in there endeavor to relive the hunts of there ancestors-  
make them do it in the manner of there ancestors - Guaranteed !! If  
this were to happen, there would be no further discussion of this  
matter. 
 
      Thank You, 
 
     Don Boyd 
  1815 West 10th 
  Port Angeles WA. 98363 
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From: sender
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whale Hunt
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 10:09:14 AM


Obviously the tribe cannot police its own people. The trust is broken. Their 
hunt is no longer tradition it is greed to win a ruling. 
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From: Patsy Paddison
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 9:50:02 AM


I am against ANY whaling by the tribe. They showed it was a mockery 
and butchered the last whate illegally. They couldn't even bring it in 
and allowed it to sink. What a waste. They showed their true colors and 
shouldn't be given a second chance. What kind of tribal tradition is 
using hand grenades on a stick?
Patricia Paddison, MD, PLLC 
> 1400 112th Ave SE; Suite 100 
> Bellevue, WA  98004 
> 425-455-2526 
> fax 425-484-2200 
> ppaddison@msn.com 
> www.drpaddison.com 
> NOTICE: This message, including all attachments transmitted with it, 
is for the use of the addressee only. It may contain proprietary, 
confidential and/or legally privileged information. No confidentiality or 
privilege is waived or lost by any mistransmission. If you are not the 
intended recipient, you must not, directly or indirectly, use, disclose, 
distribute, print or copy any part of this message. If you believe you 
have received this message in error, please delete it and all copies of it 
from your system and notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail. 
Patients - Email is NOT considered secure.  By choosing to 
communicate with Dr. Paddison by email, you will assume these 
confidentiality risks.  Please do not rely on e-mail communication if you 
or a family member suffers a sudden or substantial change in health or 
injury. 
> If you need emergency attention, call 911.   
>    
> Thank you.
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From: Shari LINGER
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:49:27 AM


2008 Makah DEIS
 
You have got to be kidding me.  How can you allow a Tribe to hunt whales 
when they are protected under the Marine Mammal Protection Act?  Isn't 
America supposed to be a civilised society?   Or, are we like Japan where whe 
can do whatever we please and skirt around the laws in spite of the reasons that 
they were put in place?  This sort of skirting of the laws really makes me 
ambarrassed to be an American. No whaling should be allowed in American 
waters. 
 
Sharon Linger     
Slingerss@msn.com
13326 SE 236th Pl. 
Kent,Wa 98042
253-631-9097
206-345-2886
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From: Holly Taylor
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:37:17 AM


Dear Mr. Stone:  I support the Makah Tribe's request to resume limited 
hunting of gray whales in their usual and accustomed fishing grounds.  It 
is a traditional cultural practice guaranteed by treaty, and should be 
allowed to proceed.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  
 
Holly Taylor 
PO Box 13027  
Burton, WA  98013 
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From: Robert Russell
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:27:57 AM


Dear Mr. Stone, there almost any number of reasons I oppose whale hunting by the Makah Tribe, 
or anyone else, for that matter.  The one uppermost in my mind is that whales are beautiful benign 
creatures of nature.  
 
We live in the 21st century.  Killing whales isn't part of our civilized world any longer.
 
Best regards,
 
Robert G. Russell, Port Townsend
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From: Jovana Brown
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah whale draft EIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:20:47 AM


Hello Mr. Stone,  Would it be possible to receive a paper copy of the 
Makah whale Draft EIS by mail?  I live in the country and have slower 
download speed, so it is very inconvenient to read the document on the 
internet.  Please send to:
Jovana J. Brown, PhD.
P.O. Box 1033
Sonoita, AZ  85637.
I am with the Enduring Legacies Project, at the Evergreen State College, 
in Olympia, WA and have written a case study for this project on Makah 
whaling.
             Thank you, Jovana J. Brown
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From: Gary D. Lewis
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 8:12:28 AM


05/10/08 Saturday 8:00 AM 
 
Attn:  2008 Makah DEIS 
 
It is my opinion that killing whales for any reason should not occur.   
 
I would like to remind everyone that the one whale that was killed in 1999 was 
not taken care of appropriately, was not respected by the majority of the Makah 
tribe, and most of it was left on the beach to rot under a tarp. 
 
Does anyone else remember, in 1999, as it was butchered and served, how 
many of the tribe spit it out and complained about it's flavor and texture? 
 
I would hope that both nations, the Makah and The United States of America 
have come a long ways together since 1855.  We now have women's rights, 
slavery is outlawed, there are child labor laws, and it's time to quit hunting and 
killing the tame, gentle whales. 
 
Thank you very much, 
 
Gary D. Lewis 



mailto:Gary@SunPath.US

mailto:MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov






From: inies@unionplus.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Att:2008 MakahDEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 7:43:27 AM


I think there should be no question about this.  The treaty 
signed way back when gives them the right to hunt whales, and 
denying that right is going back on our word.  That is 
inconcievable, as far as I am concerned. 
 
Inez Stanley 
 
Renton, WA 
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From: Affleck, Gary C
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah Deis
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 7:32:22 AM


This is 2008, not 1808.  All these special rights for Indians should be 
taken away from them.  They were all made citizens of the USA in 1927. 
They have gone to the same schools as everybody else.  Do away with the 
reservations and all there special rights.  Let them get a job just like 
every body else. 
 
Gary  
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From: Robert Lowery
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 7:20:09 AM


I fully support the Makah Tribe's cultural and treaty 
right to take whales. 
Such action can not possibly have a significant impact 
on the gray whale population. 
As a society, we surely can find more important and 
useful things to do with our resources than to 
continue the wrangling over such a trivial matter. 
Thank you. 
Robert 
  
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 
know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: mark crone
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Whale Hunt
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 6:58:16 AM


I see no reason to hunt whales in this day and age.  My input is-NO HUNT. 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark Crone 
Ellensburg, WA. 
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now. 
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From: Alan Thomas
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 6:51:51 AM


Thanks for this opportunity to comment on the Makah Tribe‛s desire to 
resume whaling.
I favor Alternative 1 (No-action).


•         While the tribe has a treaty right, the tribe‛s stated reasons 
for resuming their killing of gray whales are more than offset by 
the fact that they have not done so for more than one human 
generation.  Few of the Makah now alive and able to participate in 
this activity have done so; the tribe has claimed no harm to their 
health or welfare because of this fact.


•         Particular reference to “dietary” impact has been made by the 
tribe.  It is difficult to see the adverse impact of foregoing 
ceremonial consumption of whale blubber.  Had the tribe been 
living almost entirely off whale blubber for the past 30 years, 
their argument would make sense.  However, they have not … and 
their claim of dietary necessity is ridiculous.  If the tribe must 
eat whale blubber, they can consume drift whales provided by the 
agency as noted on page 2-21.


•         Because of the time elapsed since the tribe killed whales on a 
regular basis, the Makah‛s claim that they seek to live in 
accordance with their culture is false. 


•         Tribal enforcement of whaling regulations is suspect at best.  
While current proceedings against tribal members who killed a 
gray whale recently are incomplete, news articles clearly 
demonstrate the tribe‛s reluctance to take action against its 
members in any meaningful way.  Early promises of “swift action” 
proved to be false; more recently the tribe suggested dropping 
charges against the alleged and admitted killers of the whale.


•         The tribe appears to have a commercial motive (sale of ‘non 
edible‛ materials to non-tribe members)


•         The proposed restriction of “sharing” to those with whom 
local residents have “familial, social, cultural, or economic ties” is 
meaningless.  I could purchase whale products from a tribe 
member and create an “economic tie”.  
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•         That the Makah Department of Fisheries Management is to 
monitor the tribe‛s whaling activities is farcical.  The tribe has 
demonstrated and inability and unwillingness to monitor and 
control its members quite recently.


With respect to other alternatives


•         The number of whales allowed to be struck but not ‘taken‛ is 
excessive in all instances.


•         The tribe should pay …  in advance … any and all costs 
associated with “a hunt observer, and for federal, tribal, state, 
and local law enforcement agents and resources (e.g. helicopters 
and boats) to monitor the hunt and manage and protest 
activities.”  Whaling is not an activity permitted to me or a vast 
majority of U.S. citizens; the costs associated with this activity 
should be borne by those who initiate the activity.


•         That the tribe wishes to “apply the full range of knowledge 
associated with whale hunting…” is irrelevant.  This is not a 
commercially or socially useful body of knowledge.


•         Whatever “spiritual connection” to whaling is claimed, it has 
been lost over many years of non-whaling.


Alan Thomas
Alan.Thomas@AttGlobal.net 
 
 








From: John Cooper
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 6:49:17 AM


The Makahs have treaty rights to take whales.  I would hope the 
general public, the federal and state governments will leave them alone 
to exercise provisions of their treaty as they see fit.  They are 
wonderful people and have been mistreated by all in the past.  Now 
lets leave them alone.  
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From: GREG WINELAND
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn:  2008 makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 6:23:26 AM


How arrogant this government is in this regard.  Yes, the Makah people 
should be able to hunt whales as their culture calls for and the original 
treaty allows.  I see no difference in hunting whales that I do in 
hunting deer or elk.
 
Penelope A. Lewis
275 E. Sunset Way, #2A
Issaquah, WA  98027
425-391-1811
penny-greg@msn.com 
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From: Debrah Smith
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, May 10, 2008 4:52:18 AM


Hi, 
 
I understand that you are soliciting comments about Makah whaling: 
 
This may be an unpopular opinion, but I believe that modern 
Native Americans should have to live by the same rules as 
everyone else in the United States (I'm part Native American, 
although not Makah). To do otherwise merely "enables" them, 
in the bad sense of the word -- it's time that *all* native 
peoples figured out how to live in the real world, not in the 
world of yesterday. 
 
And no, I'm *not* a whale lover either -- I really don't 
give a hoot one way or another about whales. If they went 
extinct I really wouldn't care (extinction is a natural part 
of evolution, and humans are a part of evolution too), 
unless it messed up some other significant thing that we 
humans need to survive. 
 
But having special privileges for certain groups of people 
seems outdated and it doesn't really help them either. 
 
Thank you for reading my comment. 
 
Debrah 
 
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 
know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: Ann McFarlane
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:56:18 PM


 


Greetings:  I just wanted to voice my opinion on the Makah Tribes' 
request for whaling permits.


 


If the Makah wants to whale because of Tribal tradition, because their 
forefathers did, I believe they should whale as their forefathers did - sans 
high powered rifles or technologically superior archery equipment - they 
should use the spears and bows/arrows of their forefathers as well.  Then, 
tradition would be followed.


 


I don't believe they can have it both ways - 2008 technology in a 
"traditional hunt".


 


If they want to carry on Tribal traditions, as they do their dance, 
celebrations and customs, the whale hunt should be based on the original 
traditions as well.


 


I also believe they should be limited to one whale per season.  It's my 
understanding that when they got their whale in 2003(?), a lot of it went 
to waste because no one wanted, or could use, the blubber and other 
parts of the whale.  


 


One whale should be sufficient to teach the younger members of the 
Makah Tribe the traditions of their elders.
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Thank you.


 


Ann McFarlane
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now. 
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From: tele_maniac@netzero.net
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:41:46 PM


Dear Mr. Stone, 
 
The Makah should be allowed to hunt grey whales per their treaty rights. The 
grey whale population is stable. The Makah are a small tribe that poses no 
tangible threat to the grey whale. The Makah should not be restricted any 
longer. Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chris Smith 
Seattle, WA 
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From: scott
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:40:45 PM


I am a 33 year old white male. Living in everett area. I say let them take ytheir quota of whales. 
Granted in their treaty rights. They stopped hunting when the anilmals were marked endangered 
and now that they are not endangered alsw the tribe the right to again teach their young ones the 
ways of the tribe alow thier heritage to continue on....
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From: Scott Taylor
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whaling
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:28:19 PM


To whom it may concern
   
 
   The united states made a treaty with the makah in the 1800's. I believe 
that the US should live up to its word. Just because its not mainstrea 
america's belief, it been the makah culture long before mainstream knew 
what mainstream was. In others words let the Makah whale and preserve 
there history
 
 
 
   Scott taylor
   19716 SE 192 st.
   Renton Wa. 98058


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Mark
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:22:46 PM


Dear Sir or Madam 
 
On the subject of Makah whaling my opinion is of course they should be 
able to do it but they should be required to do it in the ancient manner 
with no power boats, no rifles, and no modern technology and they should 
be required to do any ancient whaling ceremony they used to do. None of 
this whaling with modern weapons. 
 
 It would also enrich the community if they did it the old way with the old 
ceremonies. It was a spiritual thing I think. 
 
Thank you 
 
Mark Bishop 
 
 
--  
Be the Change You Wish to See in the World 
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From: Eric Christiansen
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:21:53 PM


Thank-you for this chance to comment on this very sensitive issue.
 
After looking up the definition of an Environmental Impact Statement I would have to be 
commenting on the social implications of the Makah being allowed to hunt grey whales.  
 
Firstly, let me point out that this treaty was signed in 1855 before the end of slavery and well before 
much global awareness.  What if southern plantation owners tried to assert a right to an economic 
and 'cultural' return to 1855.  The very thought is repugnant.  At one time cowboys shot buffalo 
from trains, women were denied the vote, blacks were segragated; just because a practice is part 
of our 'heritage' does not mean it has value by todays standards.  We know that grey whales are 
not only intelligent but have been known to fight for their survival.  With a modern understanding of 
these marine mammals I am repulsed that the Makah would claim a right to kill them, for any 
reason.
 
What social implications and legal rights will this impart on other tribes who assert similar claims to 
do things based on 'heritage' or sovereignty?  How much social strife will be caused in a State 
where the environment and all of its life are held dear?  The federal government needs to send the 
message now...that even sovereign native peoples must abide by US law, move forward into the 
21st century, and sometimes only teach their children about things they once practiced.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Christiansen
Spanaway, WA  
 


Make Windows Vista more reliable and secure with Windows Vista Service Pack 1. 
Learn more. 
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From: Daren "Daz" Wilkin
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 10:03:16 PM


Please consider not approving the tribe's request; taking the "no action" alternative.
 
Daren Wilkin
9239 228th Way NE
Redmond WA 98053-2064
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From: Brett Shake
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 9:52:53 PM


Please apply the "No-Action" alternative !
 
Do Not Let The Makah Kill Any More Whales Under Any
Condition.   Killing Any Whale Of Any Kind Is Just Wrong !!!
 
 
Brett E. Shake
( BrettShake@yahoo.com )
 
 
 
 
 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: DAVID KERCHNER
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: dk7691@verizon.net; 
Subject: let them hunt whales
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 9:45:20 PM


Before the white man came to this land the indians were hunting whales for subsistance purposes. 
they did not over hunt, they took only what they could use/eat.  
 
Then the white man came and slaughtered the whales just like he slaughtered the buffalo.  He 
used part of the whale only (oil), the rest he threw away.
 
The whale population was decimated, not by the indians, but by the whites.  Now the whites act 
contrite and want to prevent anyone from hunting whales because of the white man's imprudence.
 
The law should prevent any whites from hunting whales, because whites are callous people, as 
history shows.  But the indians had revered the whale and took only what they needed, and they 
should be allowed to hunt the whale as long as this is so.
 
DK
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From: Pat Ness
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah Whale-Hunting Draft EIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 8:48:57 PM


Please send a CD copy to
Pat Ness
PO Box 14
Joyce, WA. 98343
Thanks!
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From: Sandra Smith
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 7:34:18 PM


To Whom it May Concern; 
 
I lived on the Olympic Peninsula for most of my life, and I know many 
members of the Makah tribe.  I read about the upcoming decision 
regarding Makah whaling, and I felt compelled to voice my opinion. 
 
The Makah are a vibrant people who have held on to many of their 
cultural traditions; whaling was one of the most essential aspects of 
traditional Makah culture, and the tribe insisted on keeping the right to 
whale when they negotiated with the United States government for treaty 
rights and their reservation. 


Though I favor restriction of commercial whaling ventures that endanger 
vulnerable species, I strongly support the right of the Makah to take a 
small number of whales from their traditional waters.  The tribe have been 
good stewards of the land; they seek to hunt whales to continue tribal 
traditions and strengthen their community.


The article that I read suggested that NOAA was considering several 
options.  In my opinion this option makes sense:


2. Allow killing of four whales per year on average (a max of five per year) 
and up to 20 whales in a five-year period. Hunting would occur from 
December to the end of May. The maximum number of whales struck in 
any year would be seven, and the max struck and lost would be three.


I believe it is wise to set guidelines; I hope that the rules used will be fair 
to the tribe and will protect the whales from overexploitation. 


I urge you to allow the Makah to hunt whales in accordance with their 
long tradition. 


Sandra Smith 
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From: deanna cope
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 7:31:46 PM


Thank you for taking public comment on this issue. I do not agree with upholding the Makah tribes 
treaty rights to hunt grey whales off Washington coast.There needs to be significant penalties 
imposed on the tribe following the non sanctioned hunt last fall.
I do not believe that no jail time is an ok exchange for a guilty plea. Especially when the whale they 
hunted suffered for ten hours.
I understand that the guidelines provided to the tribe are in place to prevent the suffering of the 
whales during the hunt. But if you watched the hunt, like I did in 1999 you cannot say that the grey 
did not suffer.
If the tribe feels so strongly that they need to preserve their ancestry, then they need to hunt like 
their ancestors. Paddle out, use a harpoon and then paddle back in towing the whale back to shore 
using their own strength and determination. I don't believe their ancestors used power boats to tow 
their kill back to shore. And if someone is injured or killed during the process it was their decision to 
be there and take part.
Lastly I hope there is a significant look at how this will impact the whale population and 
environment. When our environment is facing challenges already, and those environmental issues 
will eventually affect the health and preservation of this species. Shouldn't we do all we can to 
maintain and preserve the current population of grey's.
Thank you for your consideration
Deanna Cope
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From: jean public
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; americanvoices@mail.house.gov; comments@whitehouse.


gov; 
cc: foe@foe.org; info@cok.net; melissa@idausa.org; 
Subject: public comment killing of whales by makah - federal register notice below
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 2:40:53 PM


the scandal plagued us dept of commerce noaa division has a proposal to kill whales by makah tribe. it 
is time for the makah to come out of the stone age.the whales are all vanishing. the makah are 
americans. no american of any kind should be killing whales in 2008 and beyond. none. 
b. sachau 
15 elm st 
florham park nj 07932 
 
 
> Date: Friday, May 9, 2008, 12:23 PM 
> [Federal Register: May 9, 2008 (Volume 73, Number 91)] 
> [Notices]               
> [Page 26375-26376] 
> From the Federal Register Online via GPO Access 
> [wais.access.gpo.gov] 
> [DOCID:fr09my08-41]                         
> 
> ----------------------------------------------------------------------- 
> 
> DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
> 
> National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
> 
> RIN 0648-XH76 
> 
>  
> Public Meetings on the Makah Tribe's Request To Hunt 
> Eastern 
> North Pacific Gray Whales 
> 
> AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), National 
> Oceanic and 
> Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), Commerce. 
> 
> ACTION: Notice. 
> 
> ----------------------------------------------------------------------- 
> 
> SUMMARY: We are issuing this notice to advise the public 
> that NMFS has 
> prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) in 
> response to 
> the Makah Tribe's request that NMFS waive the take 
> moratorium of the 
> Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) to allow for treaty 
> right hunting 
> of eastern North Pacific (ENP) gray whales in usual and 
> accustomed 
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> grounds off the coast of Washington State. We are 
> requesting written 
> comments on the DEIS and announcing the dates and locations 
> of three 
> public meetings regarding the DEIS. 
> 
> DATES: Three public meetings will be held as follows: 
>     (1) May 28, 2008, Port Angeles, Washington; 
>     (2) June 2, 2008, Seattle, Washington; and 
>     (3) June 5, 2008, Silver Spring, Maryland. 
>     Specific times and locations for each of these meetings 
> is included 
> in SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. 
>     Written or electronic comments on the DEIS from all 
> interested 
> parties are encouraged and must be received no later than 5 
> p.m. PDT on 
> July 8, 2008. All comments and material received, including 
> names and 
> addresses, will become part of the administrative record 
> and may be 
> released to the public. 
> 
> ADDRESSES: All comments concerning the DEIS should be 
> addressed to: 
> Steve Stone, NMFS Northwest Region, 1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., 
> Suite 1100, 
> Portland, OR 97232. Comments may also be submitted via fax 
> (503) 230- 
> 5441, Attn: 2008 Makah DEIS, or by e-mail to 
> MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov 
> with a subject line containing the document identifier: 
> 2008 Makah 
> DEIS. 
>     The DEIS is available in electronic form on the 
> Internet at the 
> following address: 
> http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/Marine-Mammals/Whales- 
> Dolphins-Porpoise/Gray-Whales/. The DEIS also may be viewed 
> at various 
> libraries identified at this Internet address or at the 
> following NMFS 
> offices: 
>     (1) NMFS Protected Resources Division, 1201 NE Lloyd 
> Blvd., Suite 
> 1100, Portland, OR 97232. Contact Steve Stone at 
> 503-231-2317; and 
>     (2) NMFS, Protected Resources Division, 7600 Sand Point 
> Way, NE, 
> Building 1, Seattle, WA 98115-6349. Contact Josephine Evans 
> at 206-526- 
> 6150. 
>     In addition, copies of the DEIS are available on CD by 
> contacting 
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> Steve Stone (see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT). 
> 
> FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Steve Stone, NMFS 
> Northwest Region, 
> (503) 231-2317, or Tom Eagle, Office of Protected 
> Resources, (301) 713- 
> 2322, ext. 105. 
> 
> SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
> 
> Meeting Information 
> 
>     Dates, times, and addresses for the public meetings are 
> as follows: 
>     (1) May 28, 2008, 6:30 p.m.-9:30 p.m., Vern Burton 
> Memorial 
> Community 
> 
> [[Page 26376]] 
> 
> Center, 308 East 4th Street, Port Angeles, WA; 
>     (2) June 2, 2008, 6:30 p.m.-9:30 p.m., Lake Union Park 
> Armory-Great 
> Hall, Seattle, 860 Terry Avenue North, Washington; and 
>     (3) June 5, 2008, 10 a.m.-1 p.m., NOAA Auditorium, 1301 
> East-West 
> Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland. 
> 
> Background 
> 
>     On May 9, 2008, the U.S. Environmental Protection 
> Agency announced 
> the availability of NMFS' DEIS concerning the Makah 
> Indian Tribe's 
> February 2005 request to resume limited hunting of ENP gray 
> whales in 
> the coastal portion of the Tribe's usual and accustomed 
> fishing 
> grounds, off the coast of Washington State, for ceremonial 
> and 
> subsistence purposes. The Tribe's proposed action stems 
> from the 1855 
> Treaty of Neah Bay, which expressly secures the Makah 
> Tribe's right to 
> hunt whales. To exercise that right, the Tribe is seeking 
> authorization 
> from NMFS under the MMPA and the Whaling Convention Act. 
> The release of 
> this DEIS is one of several steps NMFS will undertake to 
> evaluate the 
> Tribe's request. 
>     The DEIS, prepared pursuant to the National 
> Environmental Policy 
> Act, considers various alternatives to the Tribe's 







> proposed action. To 
> develop the full range of action alternatives--five in 
> total--we 
> considered the principal components associated with a hunt, 
> including: 
> the time when whale hunting would occur; the area where 
> whale hunting 
> would occur; the annual and five-year limits on the number 
> of whales 
> harvested, struck, and struck and lost; cessation of whale 
> hunting if a 
> predetermined number of identified whales (i.e., included 
> in a 
> photographic catalog of whales from the Pacific Coast 
> Feeding 
> Aggregation area) were harvested; and the method of 
> hunting. We 
> developed these alternatives with input from NMFS staff, 
> the applicant, 
> the cooperating agency (i.e., Bureau of Indian Affairs), 
> and oral and 
> written comments from the public. This DEIS addresses a 
> number of 
> resources identified for review during both internal and 
> public 
> scoping, including: water quality, marine habitat and 
> species, ENP gray 
> whales, other wildlife species, economics, environmental 
> justice, 
> social environment, cultural resources, ceremonial and 
> subsistence 
> resources, noise, aesthetics, transportation, public 
> services, public 
> safety, and human health. 
>     The DEIS provides an important opportunity for the 
> public to 
> formally comment on the Tribe's proposal and the 
> various alternatives. 
> These comments, in conjunction with considerations 
> described in the 
> DEIS, will provide key information to assist NMFS with its 
> final 
> decision on the Tribe's request. 
> 
> Access to Government Building 
> 
>     For access to a Federal government building, the 
> Department of 
> Commerce Office of Security at NOAA has advised that all 
> attendees must 
> register for the meeting and must have a valid 
> government-issued 
> identification (e.g, driver's license or passport) with 
> a photograph. 







> Therefore, prospective attendees for the public meeting in 
> the NOAA 
> Auditorium, Silver Spring, MD, should submit their first 
> and last names 
> and affiliation, if appropriate, by telephone or e-mail to 
> Tom Eagle 
> (See FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT) by 4 p.m. EDT on June 
> 2, 2008. 
> 
> Reasonable Accommodation 
> 
>     Persons needing reasonable accommodations to attend and 
> participate 
> in the public meetings should contact Steve Stone (see FOR 
> FURTHER 
> INFORMATION CONTACT). To allow sufficient time to process 
> requests, 
> please call at least 5 business days prior to the relevant 
> meeting(s). 
> 
>     Dated: May 5, 2008. 
> Barbara A. Schroeder, 
> Acting Chief, Marine Mammal and Sea Turtle Conservation 
> Division, 
> National Marine Fisheries Service. 
> [FR Doc. E8-10377 Filed 5-8-08; 8:45 am] 
> 
> BILLING CODE 3510-22-S 
> 
> 
> 
> 
>      
> 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
> Be a better friend, newshound, and 
> know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now. 
> http://mobile.yahoo.com/;_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
 
 
      
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Be a better friend, newshound, and 
know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile.  Try it now.  http://mobile.yahoo.com/;
_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ 
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From: Karina Gilje
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 12:00:43 PM


Dear Mr. Stone, 


I would like to comment on the above topic.  According to the research done recently by Stanford 
University and University of Washington: 


Gray Whales A Fraction Of Historic Levels, Genetic Research Shows  
ScienceDaily (Sep. 11, 2007) — Gray whales in the Pacific Ocean, long thought to have fully 
recovered from whaling, were once three to five times as plentiful as they are now, according to 
this article.  The number of Grey Whales is already declining possibly due to environmental/
changing climate effects.  Opening up the hunting on them will only decrease the population even 
more.  The study also suggests that lowered numbers of gray whales no longer play their normal 
role in ocean ecology.  A reduced population of gray whales has likely exerted large changes in 
Pacific ocean ecosystems. Unique among whales, the gray bulldozes the oceans, digging troughs 
through the sea floor for food. In the process, they resuspend ocean sediments bringing food to the 
surface.  Other species may feel the loss of whales as well, for example the feeding plumes of gray 
whales are foraging grounds for Arctic seabirds.


Regards, 


Karina Gilje 


 
Meetings: Makah Tribe's Request To Hunt Eastern North Pacific Gray Whales, 
26375–26376 [E8–10377] [TEXT] [PDF] 
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From: Mike McGuane
To: "MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov"; 
Subject: absolutly not
Date: Friday, May 09, 2008 11:40:15 AM


Do you have any good arguments against this?  They are asking for comments from the public before 
making the decision to grant the request. Meetings: Makah Tribe's Request To Hunt 
Eastern North Pacific Gray Whales, 26375–26376 [E8–10377] [TEXT] 
[PDF] 


 


 
Why are special interest still allowed to violate laws that 
everyone else has to live by here?
 
If anyone else asked for this right, it wouldn’t even be 
considered!  
 
When is someone in the courts going to stand up to the 
outdated treaties, and finally cancel them.   
 
So much for ‘all men are created equal’.
 
Please do not let these issues even become a topic of 
conversation
 
Mike Mcguane
206-947-7529
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