
13 June 1994 

Dr John Hendee, Director 
Wilderness Research Center 
University of Idaho 
Moscow ID 83844-1131 

Dear John 

Thanks for your letter of 8 June which answered the remain
ing questions; I look forward to meeting Ed Krumpe in McCall 
on 18 June. 

Here is another "white paper" to ponder among the wilderness 
issues. 

Best wishes 

Peter Preston 

cc: Kurt Becker 
Payette Natl Forest 
McCall ID 83638-1026 

cc: Ken Wotrung 
Salmon Natl Forest 
Salmon ID 83467-0729 

Peter & Sally Preston (804) 725-7273 _ Mathews, Virginia 23109-1~77 



SOME SOCIO-ECONOMOC CONSIDERATIONS 
RESULTING FROM WILDERNESS DESIGNATION 

The following observations and comments are made by Peter 
Preston, a former forester on the Payette National Fbrest 
and current wilderness enthusiast: 

During the summer of 1993 I had the opportunity to revisit 
the western fringes of the Frank Church-River of No Return 
<FC-RONR) Wilderness, including Warren, Yellow Pine, and the 
site of our first home on the South Fork of the Salmon River 
It was a nostalgic visit, not having been here in over thir
ty years, as this land has always given me a strong "sense 
of place". It gave me a good feeling to find that in my 
long absence the old Idaho Primitive Area had been renam~d 
to honor Frank Church, more land had been added to the wild
erness, and that a new management plan was underway with 
strong public involvement. 

During that August visit, and subsequently, I also developed 
a concern about the socio-economic impact of wilderness des
ignation. Not that I should be misunderstood, I remain fully 
in favor of wilderness preservation, but there is an aspect 
of wilderness designation that deserves our careful consider
ation: the attitude of the peripheral residents. 

The people who live of the periphery of the Frank (and prob
ably other wildernes/national park areas as well) are few in 
number but their voices can be heard far and wide by great 
numbers. Witness the February 1994 National Geographic arti
cle (attached) quoting Salmon National Forest Supervisor 
John Burns and a number of his consituents who bad mouthed 
the wilderness system. 

On the Payette National Forest side I was embarrased to find 
upon arrival in Warren (see photos) the large banner pro
claiming that Warren was "Home of the Annual Spotted Owl 
Shoot 11

• While this is part in jest it still is reflective of 
the people's attitude of thumbing their noses at wild land 
conservationists and Government policies on restrictive land 
use. This is not to say that the peripheral residents would 
rape the wilderness if given the opportunity; on the con
trary, in my recollection of living and working with them, 
they have a great respect for the land and get upset if any
one "messes with it 11

• 



While not directed at the Wilderness System within the U.S., 
the attached article 11 Sharing the Wealth 11 from the Jan/Feb 
1994 National Parks M~gazine describes a similar situation 
in which the peripheral residents are "locked out" of theit
areas of economic sustainance. I am not suggesting that the 
Ft-ank, or any other wi 1 derness or park, should be "unl □eked" 
for logging or mining, but that there is a perception of an 
economic problem on the part of the peripheral residents. 
That perception of an economic problem, on their part, is a 
very real social problem because it tends to put the U.S. 
Forest Service and the Wilderness System in a bad light. 

Not withstanding the current Limits of Acceptable Change 
CLAC) management plan development process for the Frank, in 
which the public is heavily involved, there is an obvious 
need for a redoubled effort to enroll peripheral residents 
in the notion of their longer term economic benefits of 
having wilderness in their back yard. 

A number of other countries of the world have recognized 
this problem and, where possible, have employed these people 
as gu~rds, guides, biodata collectors, maintenance personnel 
etc. As the volume of vistors to the Frank, and other wilder
ness areas, increases dramatically in the near term, we 
should look to the peripheral residents to fill similar 
roles for more packers and guides, trail maintenance, pro
tection staff, biodata collectors, and whatever else needs 
to be done. And today we should make this near term poten
tial known to them so they might have something to look 
forward to as the timber industry diminishes in their areas. 

The bottom line of all of this is: the wilderness area peri
pheral residents are a capable resource who should be en
rolled in wilderness management positions wherever possible, 
rather than have them believe that the wilderness is taking 
away their livelihood. 



EXTRACTS FROM "FEDERAL LANDS: NEII-J SHOV.JDOl>JNS IN THE OLD l>JEST" 
BY RICHARD CONNIFF IN NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC, FEBRUARY 1994 

I (the ~uthor) asked if wilderness .designation wasn't bring
ing new money into the community (Salmon, ID) from recrea
tionali$ts - generall y regarded by environmentalists as the 
best hope for both the fe~eral lands and towns like Salmon. 
11 We don't __ want their .. money, and \i"Je . don't v-Ja.nt their at ti -
tu.de, 11 (said a member of Gr-a.ss r-·.oots for Multiple Use). It 
was a no~i .on that I - heard everywhere in the rural West: Re
creational visitors were a threat rather than a new and 
mor·i::~ sustainable lei) -For· the economy. (pg 2:l) 

The next day I tried this idea on Hadley Roberts, a retired 
trJildli-ft::· biologist .and the most visible environmentalist in 
Salmon" · ..• Roberts replied mildly that indust~y here was de
st~oying itself by clinging to old abusive practices. The 
problem wasn't that the land was beiQg locked up for wilder-
nE:•':;-~:;, he sc:d ci; it. 1tJa£. being pl ayecl 01:-1t" ( pg 22) 

11 Thf:! . nati on.ctl pa.t-k ·;:; c~.n' t t2:.k e the pt-essure. _They' re O\/et-
b □oked ~ 11 (said a dude ranch outfitter). But the two-million 
acre Frank Church-River of .No Return Wilderness, just next 
door, was Yellowstone without Winnebagos, and the outside 
wo~ld - was -quickl_y discovering it. Little Salmon, Idaho, is 
(]Ding to be a Jackson Hole in ten years, 11 (said the outfit-· 
t E?. r- ) • 11 I t ~ s go i n g to be cl. Sun Va 1 1 e y . 11 

( pg 2 2 ) 

I asked John Burns , the supervisor of the Salmon Forest, if 
he thought . the 1 and i,..Jas being p 1 ayed ou.t or 1 oc ked up. 11 Both 
at the S-:3.illE• t :i. me, 11 he sai cj . . .• . a About a. quarter of the 1" 8 
million acre Salmon -Forest became part of the Frank· Church 
Wi 1 clerness in 1980. Anot.her· 800,000 ac1,·es at-e ref en·Ted to 
as roadless, but 200,000 of these are officially open for 
commercial _ use. The reality is that environmental appeals 
c;ft(-?n blqck any efforts to log there ..... ""I don~t think 
peoplE! under-st.and the b:i.g -pictUt-·e, 11 Burns said. 11 If you keep 
setting land aside and imposing restrictions, the price is 
(]Di rH_J tc:r go up. 11 

( pg 25) 
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WARRENq IDAHOq AUGUST 1993 
PHOTOS BY P~TER PRESTON 

B(:·1N !'--J Eh'. Pr.:;:uc i.._A 1t11 NC. lfJAPF:EI\I {-,S ., HOME 
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