
• CO:MMENTS ON 
WILDERNESS BILL • 

The Forest Service proposal to establish a wilderness area 
from the existing Selway-Bitterroot Primitive Area should. not be con
fused with the Wilderness Bill (S.174). 

The bill (S.174) has been introduced to the 87th United States 
Congress by Senator Clinton Anderson, of New Mexico, ~ind is nuw being 
considered by the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, of 
which Senator Anderson is Chairman. Public hearings orL the hi.11 were 
held February 27 and 28 in Washington, D. C. The Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee has been asked to hold hearings in the West but has 
refused to do so. 

If passed, the bill (S.174) would provide legislation to es
tablish a National Wilderness Preservation System which would include 
lands estimated to total at least 55,000,000 acres, or an area larger 
than the state of Idaho (53,476,000 acres). Included would be all 
wilderness, wild, primitive and canoe areas in national forests; 
roadless areas larger than 5,000 acres in national parks and monuments; 
and all parts of national· wildlife refuges and game ranges as the 
Secretary of Int~rior may recommend. S.174 appears harmless on the 
surface, but if passed it would create many difficult problems. Some 
reasons for opposing it are: 

1. Wilderness areas have their rightful place in multiple 
use ·1and management. However, if S .174 is passed, too much land 
having high values for other uses would be classified for the severely 
limited use of wildernes~. 

2. If the bill becomes law, all existing primitive areas in 
national forests (totaling 7½ million acres) would be automatically 
thrown into the national wilderne~s . system, without approval of the 
Chief of the U.S. Forest Service or the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and without adequate study of which areas truly qualify for wilderness 
and which areas have a higher value for integrated multiple use manage
ment. If this bill is passed, the entire present Selway-Bitterroot 
Primitive Area (1,875,300 acres) would o into the wilderness s stem, 
in spite o Forest Service proposa s or reduction in size. 

3. While the bill (S.174) provides for review of these 
nitional forest primitive areas within fifteen years after passage 
of the act, the burden of proof for justified exclusions from wilder
ness rests upon the Secretary of Agriculture. Th~ Secret~ry may 
recommend changes to the President, who in return is required to 
notify Congress of his recommendations. The President's recommenda
tions will then become effective only if Congress does not pass a 
resolution opposed to the President's proposals. Such complex and 
unwieldly legislation can only serve to confuse the wilderness issue . 
and unnecessarily delay a reasonable, sound, intelligent analysis of 
the overall situation. 

4. Wilderness regulations prohibit the building of roads, 
the harvesting of timber, the establishment of resorts, summer homes 
and hunting lodges, and similar uses. While these regulations are 
necessary to preserve wilderness values, if they are enforced on all 
the commercial forest lands in national forest primitive areas, 
serious economic losses will result. These losses will be particularly 
felt by local communities. 



5. There ! e millions of acres of go, commercial forest in 
these primitive areas (932,300 in the Selway-Bitterroot alone). Much 
of this timber is just as potentially accessible as on similar lands 
outside primitive and wilderness areas. This timber is needed to 
maintain the existin sawmills in localities ad acent to the rimitive 
areas an to provi e JO s or t e expanding popu ation. 

6. S.174 is unnecessary. The wilderness areas in national 
parks are already assured, and the Forest Service has demonstrated its 
determination to reclassify adequate wilderness areas from existing 
primitive areas. 

7. The Senate Commi.ttee on Interior and Insular Affairs has 
apparently refused to hold hearings in the West close to the people 
who would be most affected by the passage of legislation which would 
be harmful to our local economieso The local people deserve a chance 
to express their views in person at a hearing. · 

8. S.174 would lump lands administered by three different 
federal agencies (Forest . Service, National Park Service, Fish & 
Wildlife Service) in one huge wilderness system. This would cause 
unnecessary confusion and_ con~lict among the agencies. 

9. The wilderness areas established by S.174 would be too 
-large snd inaccessible to protect against fire, insects and disease. 
This threatens not .only the timberlands, wildlife and recreational 
value in the wildernes_s but also in the surrounding areas. 

10. Certain parts of primitiv and wilderness areas should 
be. r cl~ssifi d for multiple uae. Once the boundaries are estab- ~ 
tl•htid by law, reSlaonable and ne ded changes would be almost iln-
poa ible to tu:\<2 • · · 

11. Use of the forest and mountain country for camping, 
·-'{i4b.ing, hunti_pg and other forms of outdoor recreation is increasing 

rJJpidly. The size of some of th overly large .primitive areas should 
be reduced so that more of the outstanding recreational values of 

. these areas could be made .available to the average citizen. This 
··· wo4ld ~ very 4ifficult if S.174 is passed. 

12. The present administration in Washin-ton is much con
cerned about doing something to stimulate ·employment in "depressed 
ar~;,as." If S.174 is passed, large areas of commercial timber needed 
to, strengthen local employment would be locked up. This would aggra
vate the "depressed area" problem. 

13. Timber is the life-b).ood ~f many wes·tertl, communities. 
Thousand of locsl citizens are 1completely dependent on the forest 
products industry for their jobs. S .174., if passed, would cause 
severe economic losses in many areas. · 

14. S.174, if passed, would severely hamper needed mineral 
development because .prospecting and mining would have to be speci
fically authorized for ~ach specific area by the Presidertt, subject 
to his detennination that such use is in the best interests of the 
United States. 

15. Livestock grazing would be pennitted in wilderness areas 
only where already "well established." This would interfere with 
another of the uses which should be part of an intelligent integrated 
multiple use program, especially since S.174 would immediately re-



• • clas s i f y a s wi ldernet:is nll exist ing nnti.oual forest primit ive ai·eas . 

16. All wilde rne s s legis l at i on by Congress s hould wait until 
after the report of the Outdoor Recrea t ion Re s ources Review Commission. 
This Commission was appo i nted by Pr esident Eisenhower to study and 
make recommendations on the nation-wide nee d s for a ll types of outdoor 
recreation, including wilderness. This re port should make possible a 
more intelligent consideration of the amount , kind and location of 
lands to be established as wilderness area s. 

17. One of the most objectional features of S.174 is that it 
would take the initiative for reclassifying national forest primitive 
areas away from the Forest Service. Under present Forest Service 
procedure, local people are given an opportunity to express their 
views at local hearings for each proposed primitive area reclassifi
cation. S.174 would deny the people this right. 

Anyone who wishes to oppose S.174 should write immediately to: 

Honorable Clinton P. Anderson, Chairman 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 
Senate Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Be sure to ask that your statement be entered in the hearing record. 

Statements must be received by Senator Anderson not later than 
March 15 to be recorded. However, additional statements sent to your 
congressmen would be of great value, even after closure of the hearing 
record. 

Other members of the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs are: 

Henry M. Jackson (Wash.) 
Alan Bible (Nev.) 
John A. Carroll (Colo.) 
Frank Church (Idaho) 
Ernest Gruening (Alaska) 
Frank E. Moss (Utah) 
Oren E. Long (Hawaii) 
Quentin N. Burdick (N.D.) 

Lee Metcalf (Mont.) 
J. J. Hickey (Wyo.) 
Henry C. Dworshak (Idaho) 
Thomas H. Kuchel (Calif.) 
Barry Goldwater (Ariz.) · 
Gordon Allott (Colo.) 
Hiram L. Fong (Hawaii) 
Jack R. Miller (Iowa) 

Address of these senators is Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Also, letters from Idaho citizens to Gracie Pfost, Idaho's 
Congresswoman, would carry weight. Her address is: 

Honorable Gracie Pfost 
Old House Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Respectfully, 

The Inland Empire Multiple Use Committee 
P. 0. Box 600 
Lewiston, Idaho 

P.S. Immediate action is imperative if S.174 is to be stopped. Be 
sure to give two or three reasons, in your own words, for your 
opposition. 
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