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Biden Administration Authorizes Trust Lands for Alaska Tribes, Proposes Changes To Streamline Trust
Regulations

Alaskans should prepare for major changes to the unique legal framework governing tribal lands in Alaska. In
mid-November, the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) announced that it can acquire lands in trust for
Alaska's 231 federally recognized tribes and establish Indian reservations. On the heels of this announcement,
the DOI published proposed changes to its regulations that would make it easier for tribes to place lands in trust.
Together, these changes could fundamentally reshape the legal landscape in the state.

The DOI's Alaska trust lands decision reverses more than 40 years of federal practice. For decades, the DOI
maintained that it lacked authority to acquire trust lands in Alaska, based on the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act (ANCSA) and other federal statutes.[1] With ANCSA, Congress charted a different approach to
federal Indian policy for Alaska by extinguishing aboriginal land title, revoking all native reserves (excluding
one), and transferring millions of acres of land into corporate ownership controlled by Alaska Native
shareholders. Five years later, Congress rescinded the authority to designate public lands in Alaska as
reservations, reinforcing the DOI's understanding that the acquisition of trust lands for Alaska tribes was
incompatible with the regime adopted for Alaska.[2] The DOI codified that view in its trust regulations in 1980
with the explanation that ANCSA "does not contemplate the further acquisition of land in trust status, or the
holding of land in such status" in Alaska.[3]

This so-called "Alaska Exception" remained in place for 35 years, until a federal district court in Washington,
D.C., vacated it in an apparently friendly suit between the Akiachak Native Community and the DOI.[4]
Following the district court's decision, the Obama administration eliminated the Alaska Exception from its trust
regulations and issued a new opinion concluding that ANCSA did not repeal its power to acquire lands in trust in
Alaska.[5] The Trump administration suspended the opinion for reconsideration and permanently withdrew it
immediately prior to leaving office.[6] The DOI's latest opinion reinstates the Obama administration's
interpretation allowing the acquisition of trust lands in Alaska.[7]
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Now, the DOI is poised to reshape land ownership and sovereign control in Alaska despite substantial legal
uncertainty regarding its position; and it may do so rapidly. The DOI's proposed changes to its Fee-to-Trust
(FTT) regulations would make the process easier for tribes and faster, by establishing favorable presumptions for
tribes, reducing or eliminating consideration of jurisdictional problems and land use conflicts that might arise
from the acquisition of lands, and jettisoning various informational requirements currently required of tribes.[8]
Particularly relevant to Alaska, where almost all tribes currently have no lands in trust, the DOI proposes to
create a new category of trust acquisition for "initial Indian acquisitions" that is "designed to ease the process of
acquiring first trust lands for those tribes who do not currently possess any land in trust."[9]

The DOI's actions promise to fundamentally reorganize relations between federal, state, and tribal governments
in Alaska by establishing a reservation system in Alaska—a system that Congress rejected for Alaska when it
passed ANCSA. For more information regarding the DOI's Alaska trust lands decision or its proposed changes to
the FTT regulations, please contact our Native American Law & Policy practice.
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