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April l4th, 1972

Dear Jerry,

L believe that there has been = break-throus sh Tor the Magrude  Corridor.
vhen the Pupreme Court refused to review the lower courts' decision
on Aast Meadow Ureek, where, as you remember, conservations had t:
the Forest Scrvice to cour t ._yﬁm@ that they vidlated the Wilc :
set becsoue they were - i gsale in a de facto wildernss &roa
contiguous to a primit: before the rresident and Yongress had
had an chance to review it ior wilderness,

The Magruder Corridor sand the area on the Wew Perce west Lo the (reen
lrountain hoad is a parallel case. This admitted by the Por@@t Sevice
wnen we were working on the Management all. At that time, however,

we W@fq%/mowurlmuu/a$ the nigh court had not made a decison to f@VlQ%ﬁ;
or not to review,

It is most
to the supe
Urville D:
tho ’

important now that we get a cood number af re gueshs going
visors on the Ney Perce (WhOSU name I do not Know) and to
lels on the Bitter Root Nat. for. that the Corridor and

st to the Green Mt. Road be considered as WJloorn 98

be an 5. No menticon need be made of where boundsaries are
golnﬁ bo go and all that jazz, Jjust name the areas« and Lﬂm Last
Meadow Creek case!

"lly changing GR7BHEY in Region OUne. We have s renl jewel
Hep al Horester. He t 3 mede hls stand and is hangine tough. As
you can in yo.r cwn area industry has pulled cut all the stops and
the din agalns Llderness iher >3 hourlyl The sunervisor on the
Bitter Hoot, ufv1l]o Daniels, whom I know you have met, is goi ing the
same route. +hat will be done on this forest from here on out will be

based on the land resource inventory,

Twist a Tew arms for the Corridor.




