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No bad guys in Luke controversy

By Kathleen
and Arnott Duncan

t was_disappointing to see.

someone with. credentials

in higher education use this
space recently to share such
an uneducated point of view
about the issues surrounding
Luke Air Force Base.

And it was even more disap-
pointing to see colummist
Peter Aleshire (“Hey, pilots
need lobbyist, too,” West Val-
ley Opinions, Nov. 15) reducea
complex issue to an oversim-
plified case of good guys vs.
bad guys.

For people who don’t live
near Luke, for those who expe-
rience it as local landmark
that symbolizes liberty and
freedom, perhaps it is only
natural to be cynical about a
group of neighboring farmers
trying to protect their prop-
erty rights.

It’s easy to miss the details
unless you live near Luke.

But as two people who are
intimately familiar with the
base and government’s efforts
to help protect it, we thought it
our duty to share a more in-
formed perspective.

It’s important to understand
that there are no bad guys in
this story. Not the courageous
men and women at Luke, not
those in government trying to
preserve it and certainly not
the farmers who work and live
in its shadow and who are be-
ing asked to cope with con-
stant change that affects their
home and livelihood.

Aleshire’s assertion that,
somehow, the farmers- near
Luke are unpatriotic misses
the mark for at least two rea-
sons.

First, how on Earth can any-
one conclude that protecting
your family -and its life
savings equates to being unpa-
triotic?' Would any of us do
anything less if a project that
serves a broad public interest

— a water treatment plant, a
landfill, a power plant — af-
fected our property? Why is a
military base exempt from the
same standards? Aren’t self-
determination. and individual
rights part of the fundamental
American value system that
Luke pilots are fighting to pro-
tect?

Second, it is no secret that
lawsuits against  military
bases are the single most dam-
aging impact that can happen
as our community rallies to-
gether to protect Luke. Would
Aleshire prefer the farmers
hire a lobbyist who. tries to
work things out or a lawyer
who files lawsuits?

Luke-area  farmers, after
being backed into a corner by
federal, state and local gov-
ernment, should be com-
mended for attempting to find
common ground, instead of su-
ing. If this was a Wal-Mart and
not a part of our national de-
fense system, you can bet the
lawyers would already be
knee-deep in filings.

But the farmers, many of
whom are: on family farms
that were there long before
the base, have hired negotia-
tors rather than litigators.
This action is a demonstration
of their patriotism, not an act
of selfishness.

The Duncan -family ' has
been down this path, We know
all too well how complicated
the Luke issue is, and how few
people truly are aware of all
the issues involved.

Changes at Luke changed
everything for our farm —and
‘we were not alone. New flight
patterns and planes with
bombs have resulted in new
laws from state and local gov-
ernments. What was OK in the
past suddenly wasn’t OK any-
more. Our rights had been re-
stricted in order to serve a
broader public interest.

We were willing to accept
that, but we wanted to be

treated fairly. So would you. So
do the Luke-area farmers.

Why is it that a select group
of people should bear the fi-
nancial burden of preserving
a national security asset and
an economic asset to the West
Valley? If we all share the ben-
efit, shouldn’t the cost be a
shared responsibility?

Contrary to Aleshire’s as-
sertions, Luke pilots have a
host of advocates trying to
help the base — from the gov-
ernor to West Valley legisla-
tors, from U.S. Sen. John Mc-
Cain and U.S. Rep. Trent
Franks to mayors and council
members. Luke's interests are
represented.

Andnoone disagrees. Weall
want to save Luke.

The farmers do not have the
high-powered help that Luke
enjoys. As individual citizens,
their voices go unheard in pub-
lic policy debates. So, they’ve
joined together, pooled re-
sources and hired profes-
sional help. You see, farmers
can’t afford to take time off to
attend multiple hearings and
committee meetings because
crops and cattle can’t wait.

Preserving Luke is a com-
munitywide challenge.
There’s nothing easy about it.
But it starts with achieving an
understanding of the complex
issues surrounding the base
and the 11 jurisdictions of gov-
ernment that share responsi-
bility for it.

The fight to save Luke is im-
portant — important enough
to do it the right way.

If, in our rush to preserve a
national asset, we destroy i
dividual rights then we’ve vio-
lated the very principles the
base is there to protect.

And if that happens, we all
become the bad guys.

Kathleen and Arnott Duncan live in
Goodyear. The views expressed are
those of the authors.
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