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S.1344, the Arctic Research, Monitoring, and Observing Act of 2013 
 

Senator Begich’s S.1344 would supplement the nation’s research capabilities in the 

rapidly changing Arctic by giving the United States Arctic Research Commission 

(USARC) authority to institute a research grant making program.  No funding is 

authorized in this legislation.  A funding mechanism for such a program will be 

pursued under separate legislation.   

The Obama Administration has placed a high priority on Arctic Policy and the 

need for a more robust Arctic science program.  The Arctic is a region of national 

importance and enhanced research is needed to fulfill our responsibilities for 

national security, energy development, and environmental stewardship.  

The Arctic region is undergoing dramatic changes with a record melt of polar ice 

last summer.  This has opened new shipping lanes, attracted tourists, and made 

vase areas of the U.S. outer continental shelf accessible for energy exploration.  

The changes are impacting populations of marine mammals and other resources on 

which indigenous peoples of the region are dependent.   

The bill takes advantage of the expertise of the Presidentially-appointed USARC, 

and its working relationship with Interagency Arctic Research Policy Committee, 

to supplement and better coordinate Arctic research priorities.  The Commissioners 

include four members from academic or research institutions; two members from 

private industry undertaking commercial activities in the Arctic; and one member 

from among the indigenous residents of the U.S. Arctic.  

The bill also makes technical changes in the board structure of the North Pacific 

Research Board (NPRB) which primarily focuses on fishery research in the Bering 

Sea and Gulf of Alaska.  

 

Begich’s amendment to S.1344 would strengthen the conflict of interest 

provisions for both the USARC and NPRB.  As originally drafted, the bill called 

for the same conflict and recusal provisions established under the Magnuson 

Stevens Act (MSA).  Since then, however, the NPRB adopted conflict of interest 

language which is stronger than MSA.  Not wanting to weaken those provisions, 

and at their request, the amendment would call for conflict of interest provisions 

that “at a minimum are substantially equivalent” to those under MSA.  

 


