


Editorial—
What Could Happen
If Freeze Is Lifted

U.S. District Court Judge James A. Von Der Heydt’s
ruling that orders the Secretary of the Interior Stewart L.

Udall to lift the land freeze in Alaska was understandably
jolting to the native leaders who saw it as a threat to
lands around native settlements in Alaska.

If the ruling is binding, we see dangers to the native
people’ lands they traditionally used and occupied be-
cause the lifting of the land freeze would allow the state
to select lands possibly before the land claims settlement
is affected by Congress. In such an eventuality, the state
would bear watching as to the procedures it would follow
in selecting lands.

The native leaders had learned by experience that
the state land selection program can threaten land areas

where the native people traditionally used them for
sustenance to support their villages. This was proven
where the village of Minto near Fairbanks was concerned.

Back about 1962, oil companies filed for oil leases
in the Minto and Nenana areas and soon thereafter, oil
speculators got into action. The state also began to make
plans to withdraw land. Some tracts of land were blocked
out and some of these proved to be in the Minto land
claim area. Some of these tracts were in the process of
being tentatively approved for title by the Department of
the Interior’s Fairbanks District Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. There had been little or no consultation with the
people of Minto prior to the attempted land withdrawal
in the area where the Minto people claimed land.

The Minto people had to make a new claim to lands
they n-ndkiomﬂy used for support of their village be-
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