
Comments requested from membership

A little more light on the lighthouse story
The lighthouse story in the last 

issue gave the impression that the 
structure had been “okayed” at all 
required levels for construction.

Actually, it’s more a case of no one 
from the Tribes has any objection to 
the plan, we’ve been told. The Shore
line Protection board has yet to give 
a clear green light, pending a two- 
week comment period (see notice 
below). Laurence KenmiUe of Shore
line Protection said the board will 
discuss issuing a permit for the proj
ect at its March 10 meeting.

The Shoreline Protection Office has 
received an application from the city of 
Poison to construct a 70-foot-high brick 
lighthouse off Koss Landing, over the 
cement block known as “Castle Rock”.

The Shoreline Office is soliciting 
comments from residents on the follow
ing scenic values:

• Tourist attraction
• Personal feelings about proceeding 

or not with the construction
• Environmental effects of this project, 

if any
The Shoreline Office, in its review, 

finds no problems with regard to degra
dation of water quality, nor will the proj

ect increase the problem of shoreline 
erosion. However, this office would 
appreciate your comments reflecting the 
construction, because it will be highly 
visible to the surrounding area.

Our off ice will be accepting comments 
until March 7, 1988. Please send your 
comments to:

Shoreline Protection Office 
Box 278

Pablo, MT 59855

Senator makes a 
brief stop in Pablo

Senator Max Baucus spent about 45 
minutes on the Flathead Feb. 11 discuss
ing Flathead Indian Irrigation Project 
issues with Tribal officials.

Chairman Mickey Pablo said Baucus 
didn’t have too much to say beyond 
expressing hope that solutions could be 
found locally.

According to local reports, the sena
tor also met with irrigators and others 
Feb. 10 in Arlee and Missoula.

^ P U B L I C  N O T I C E  ^
We hereby make notification that the 1988 Low-Income Energy Assis

tance Program has expended all funds.
As of 4:30 p.m., February 17, 1988, bills incurred after that time will 

not be paid. All further fuel bills will be the responsibility of the 
individual.

Robert Gauthier 
Salish Kootenai Housing Authority.

NOTICE TO THE BUSINESS PUBLIC 
Some of you may have recently purchased advertising space on a cal

endar to be distributed throughout the Reservation by a Mr. Tim Scott of 
Scott Advertising.

This is to inform you that Char-Koosta Printing is in NO WAY 
associated with Tim Scott or Scott Advertising.

Thank you for your patronage.
_______________________________________________________________

New conflict-of-interest interpretation almost rid BIA of Indians
The on-site manager of the B ureau of 

Indian Affairs in Washington, D.C., 
Ross Swimmer, isn’t shy about wanting 
the BIA to go away.

He almost got his way, sort of, during 
the last four months as hundreds of BIA 
(and IHS, for that matter) employees 
were facing job transfers away from 
their home reservations.

Swimmer himself would have been 
facing replacement by a white man. His 
Indian staff members might have been 
in the same boat.

The “major brouhaha”, in the words 
of Flathead Agency superintendent 
Wyman Babby, was the result of a re
interpretation of a 1930’s law. The law, 
18 USC - Sect 208, prohibits federal 
employees from participating in certain 
activities that would result in them bene-

fitting financially.
The U.S. Justice Dept, last year re

read the legislation and decided that it 
covered general matters in addition to 
specific policy-making activities.

Boiling it all down, any Indian BIA 
(or IHS) employee who was eligible to 
receive a per capita payment or a schol
arship or who owned trust land, for 
example, would have been prohibited 
from working at the agency on his home 
reservation, or at the area office oversee
ing that reservation.

In theory then, no Indians could par
ticipate in any decision-making busi
ness further up the line of authority at the 
BIA central office in D.C., just in case 
they’d somehow benefit monetarily — 
including Swimmer himself, a member 
of the Oklahoma Cherokee Tribe.

And there’s more: An Interior Dept, 
ethics official said the interpretation 
covers employees’ spouses, minor chil
dren, any business partners, and any 
organization employees might be in
volved with.

All Dept, of Interior employees had 
until Dec. 31,1987, to review their per
sonal situations and file the appropriate 
paperwork with their supervisors. 
Shortly thereafter, it’s presumed, they’d 
learn whether or not they’d be required 
to transfer to another job location.

What’s happened since, Flathead 
superintendent Babby said, is that the 
Justice Department’s interpretation has 
been revised back to the previous under
standing of “particular matters”, and not 
the wider-applying “general matters” 
language.
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