Other Voices—
Interventions

An interesting facet of hife in Alusha toduy s that
intervention into local affairs by onc group. wsuully
conservationists or federal officials. is greeted with
cries of outrage and indignation. while the most flugrant
intervention into the issues of the deepest long-runee
import to Alaskans are overlooked or treated as ox-
amples of good citizenship.

Two recent examples of the latter are the inter-
vention by several oil companies in the North Slope
Boraugh decision and the passage of the developmeat
cities legislation, in the current Alaska Legislatare.

The oil companies are saying in their suit to pre-
vent the formation of the North Slope borough as de-
sired by the local inhabitants that the needs of local
government in Alaska must be subordinated to the
needs of the outside finanical interests who hope to reap
tremendous profits from the North Slope oil while
paying a minimum in local and state taxes. The last
things that these companics want is to have to deal
with a local government entity which has the power
to represent the needs and desires of the local inhabi-
tants. The suit is nothing but naked economic imperial-
ism of the most flagrant type. [t has been relatively un-
noticed and uncommented upon by the rest of Alaska
citizens who are vchement in their desires for local
government for themselves while equally ready to over-
look those who would deny it to their fellow Alaskans.

Likewise, the development cities legislation is pri-
marily designed to bypass local regional governments
and to obviate the need for the creation of borough or
city government in rural Alaska by creating local gov-
ernmental entities that would be in large part under cor-
porate control or at best more responsive to the needs
of one developer than any government should be

There can be little doubt that the existence of
such legislation in the Alaska statates will inhibit the
growth of local government in the bush.

It is equally. amazing that actions of such far
reaching import would be undertaken without debute
in the arcas most affected und without serious consid-
eration of its ultimate effect upon the successful im-
plementation of borough government in village Alaska.

The question that naturally arises is, what concern
is this of conservationists  and cuvironmentalists? The
answer is that pollution control. successful land and
resource planning. and every environmental concern
must rest ultimately upon the involvement of a con
cerned government at every level.  If Alaska’s Natives
e to be able to control their environment they must
have governmental institations through which to exer-
cie their desires.

The federal and state government. no matter how
concerned or well meaning. cannot take the place ol a
concerned local government in protecting an area from
unwarranted or undersirable private and public projects.
A classic example is the recent rejection of the freewas
wstem by Anchorage. Eventually. the rejection of free
ways had to institutionalize itelt through some medium
ol government. in this case a trind of ey bo ough
and state officials working on a new plan

It is inconceivable that the people ol rural Alashy
the inhabitants of the unorganized borough. will be able
0 achieve a successful implementation of the land
claims legistation it they cannot develop local govern
ments or il their local governments are: compromised
and inhibited by such policies as that which l\d 1o the
development cities legistation. There is nothing ia the
provisions  contained.in that law Tor lund  plannige
controls or redource  regulation  that could not b
ved by borough government opery ating uader the
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