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Good morning chairmen and committee members.

My name is Jack Trueblood. Ive lived in Idaho just about all my life. I use
federal public lands quite a bit for recreation and occasionally volunteer on habitat
projects. I oppose transfer of federal lands to the states. With the state mandated to
get the most possible fiscal return from its lands, I fear the ultimate result would be
the sale of much of those lands. There is nothing that restricts access like a no
trespassing sign.

My father, Ted Trueblood, was an outdoor writer who lived in Nampa. He
wrote for Field&Stream for 50 years or so. In 1980 he wrote an article called
“They’re Fixin’ to Steal Your Land” about the Sagebrush Rebellion movement to
transfer federal land to the states and ultimately to private ownership. He told of a
previous attempt, in Congress in the 1940s, which also failed, and he laid out a good
argument against such a transfer. I’ll leave copies for the committee and the record.

I would also like to address the economics of this proposal. During a recent
bird season my hunting partners and I came upon a convoy of Bureau of Land
Management vehicles in Owyhee County. They were bringing in seed and equipment
to rehabilitate a range fire area. The next day they would return with a helicopter to
scatter seed over the burn area. The seed was gathered or grown by contractors and
stored in BLM’s Boise warehouse. Add to that the staff, trucks, helicopter and other
equipment and you can see that this is an expensive operation. It is repeated on fire
sites across the state each year. The Forest Service has similar programs. Should
federal land be transferred to the state, I can’t imagine how the state would fund
firefighting, let alone rehabilitation.

Federal agencies can care for the public land because they use federal dollars
that exceed what they get for grazing and timber. That means somewhere back east
folks are paying taxes that end up in Idaho to care for public land. That’s a good

arrangement. We should keep it that way.
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*ve been hunting and fishing on

your land for years—and I've

never asked permission. You

may not have thought of it be-
fore, but if you're an American citi-
zen you own somewhere around 2%z
acres of land. We all do. There are
rougbly 600 million acres of public
land in the United Statés, chiefly in
national forests and range land, and
it belongs to all of us. Most of it is
managed by the United States Forest
Service or the Bureau of Land Man-
agement.

This, I emphasize, is public land.
We can wander on it at will to hunt,
fish, camp, or enjoy its freedom in
countless other ways. It produces
fish, pame, timber, minerals, includ-'
ing oil, gas, and coal, grazing for
domestic livestock; and its water-
sheds provide most of the precious
water upon which the Western econ-
omy depends.

It is the land still held by the Fed-
eral Government after trying for
100 years to transfer it into private
ownership. Now, under the Federal

" Land Policy and Management Act

*of 1976, it is to be retzined and man-
aged for (Continued on page 166)
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the greatest public good. This irks a
lot of Westerners, They would like
to mine, Eaze. log, and subdivide
the publi¢ lands without restriction—
without thought of the future nor
regard for the rest of us.

eir greed has touched off a new
attempt to steal the public lands. It
has an innocent-sounding name,
“The Sagebrush Rebellion,” which
somehow conveys the feeling that the
poor, put-upon Westerners are finally
revolting against the abuses of an
overbearing Federal Government.
Don't be fooled, What they want is
your land—and they want it for
nothing, too.

They've already fooled a lot of
people. Last fall Newsweek devoted
‘eight pages and the cover to a poorly
researched story called “The Angry
West vs. The Rest.” It should have
been titled “The Greedy West Wants
the Rest—Free.” Quoting various
natural resource users and the poli-
ticians who toady to them, the article
dwelt at length on the sad plight of
the West and blamed it on the Fed-
eral Government. The cover showed
an angry-looking cowboy with a rifie
across his saddle beside the quote,
“Get off our backs, Uncle Sam."”

Actually, the West is like a boy in
jail for peddling pot who blames his
troubles on the lack of a bigger al-
lowance; it's all Dad’s fault. Same

here. The Federal Government sub- -

sidizes the loggers by building roads
that cost more than the return from
the timber that's hauled over them.
It subsidizes stockmen by allowing
them to pay less for grazing the pub-
lic lands than they would pay for
grazing comparable private land in
the same areas. The miners are free
to do virtually anything they please

" under the archaic mining law of

1872. There would be little irrigated
land but for the Federal Govern-
ment. It even pays counties “in lien”
money to make up for taxes that
might have been collected if the land
were privately o . ]

In addition, the public-land states
et half the money from mineral
easing on Federal land, 23 percent

of all national forest receipts, 23 per-
cent of BLM faﬁng receipts, and a
substantial highway subsidy.

But that's not enough. Last July
the Nevada Legislature passed a bill
transferring title of the public lands
within her borders from the Federal
Government to the State of Nevada.
A joke? It seemed 8o at first, but the
clowns weren't lﬁku;f' They started
the Sagebrush Rebellion, and you'd
better be alert to its dangers, It's not
the first attempted land grab, but it
may be the most dangerous.

_was first

" They're fixing te steal your land

- Of course, only Congress or agen-
cies authorized by it can transfer
title from the United States to a state
or local governmernt. But the Sage-
hasth Rebellion, by it:h very nl?;ne.

a strong a| to the simplistic;
and the someLEf:;-lfor-nothing hope-
fuls are flocking to its banner like
ants to a picnic. And a lot of poli-
ticians see it as a golden ogpom.mity.

Senator Orrin Hatch, of Utah, in-
troduced a bill in the United States
Senate that would transfer title of
most BLM and Forest Service land
to the states. Congressman Steve
Symms, of Idaho, said last fall he
was preparing similar legislation for
introduction in the House. Various
state officials throughout the West
are g:;ting their names in headlines
by cing to the same tune.

I suppose Senator Hatch and Con-

man Symms think they're lead-
ing a new crusade. But maybe not.
M?be they do know their history
and simply think the time is ripe for
another try at stealing the public’s
land. After all, more than thirty
years have passed since the last at-
tempt failed.

In 1946, Senator E. V. Robertson,
of ngoming. introduced a bill that
would have transferred to the West-
ern states virtually all public lands,
both forest and range land, including
the minerals in them, (At the time
Senator Robertson owned a sheep

. and cattle ranch and held a grazing

permit for 2,400 sheep in the Sho-
gshone National Forest.) '
Bills with a similar objective were
introduced by Senator Pat McCar-
ran, of chad%,’ Congressman Frank
A. iiarrett, of Wyoming, and perhaps
others. But Senator Robertson's bill
was outstanding. It brazenly pro-
vided for a commission in each state
to supervise the transfer of this land
to private ownership, and it even
specified that holders of grazing per-
mits were to be given first chance to

buy the land they used—at an ab-_

surdly low price. _

There would be no public lands
today if his- bill had passed. There
will be none tomorrow if the Sage-
b'ma;hl edllobe!lion is successfully com-
pleted.

The great land grab of the 1940,
the biggest attempted steal of pub-
licly owned resources up to that date,

reported by Bermard De-
Voto in his “Easy Chair” department

of Harpers Magazine for-January -

1947. He told about a meeting of the
American National Livestock Asso-
ciation (cattle) and the National
Woolgrowers Association (sheep) in
Sait Lake City the previous August.
At that meeting the delegates voted

Trushlood tells it all, euch month

" to secure legislation turning all of

the public lands over, first, to the
_ states and eventually to private own-
- ership, !

FoLLowing DeVoto'a scoop, many
other writers turned the spotlight of
national publicity on the proposed
steal. National conservation orga-
nizations got into the fight. In the
July 1948 issus of Harpers DeVoto
wrote:

is premature publicity stop|

the program in its tracks. Public
opinion in the West was so instantly
outraged, so many organizations be-
gan to protest, so many western
newspapers lined up in opposition
that the program had to tem-
porarily—abandoned. Bills imple-
menting it had been prepared for
introduction in the new Congress.
They were never introduced—and
various Congressmen hurried home
to explain to angry constituents that
it was sll a mistake, that they had
been cruelly misunderstood. There is
no chance that, in the immediate
future, any effort will be made to
open the public lands to sale. The
program has been laid away for fu-

ture use; at present the issue is too |

bot for anyone to touch.”

DeVoto saw clearly. The future is
now. The Sagebrush Rebellion is the
instrument that, its backers ho
will succeed where an earlier effort
failed. o

What ere the public lands end
how did they get that way? There are
cléven so-called public-land states—
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, New
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Idaho, Ne-
vada, California, Oregon, and Wash-
ington. Acreage owned by the Fed- -
eral Government (you and me)
ranges from a low of 29 percent in
Washington to 87 percent in Nevada.

Part of Montana, Wyoming, and
Colorado were included in the Lou-
isiana Purchase from France in {
1803. All of Washington, Oregon, . -
Idaho, and western
acquired throu(gh the Oregon Com-
gmmise with Great Britain in 1846.

he cession from Mexico in 1848

gave the United States title to 334,- §
479,360 acres in California, Nevada, -

Arizona, Utah, New Mexico, Colo- 3
rado, and Wyoming. We bought
78,842,880 acres from the Republic
of Texas in 1850. The Gadsden Pur-
chase from Mexico in 1853 added
18,961,920 acres. We bought Alaska, .
all 362,516,430 acres of it, from
Russia in 1867. The Public Domain
once totaled nearly two billion acres!

So all of the land in the f‘\;blio- ,
land states and Alaska once belonged |
to the United States. For about 100 -
years the Government followed a
policy of disposing of this land as
ra] as possible. The public lands 3
that are left arc the lands nobody 3
wanted during this century of con- .3

ontana were . 3§



vemion to private muxhiE 1

Of the remainder, our , the
Bureau of Land Management of the
Department of the Interior admin-
isters 471,420,276 acres and the
Forest Service of the De ent of
Agriculture, 160,243,743, They are
the largest land stewards and the

rime targets in the Sagebrush Re-

llion, as they were in the attempted
land grab of a third of a century
ago. Other Federal agencies, of
which the National Park Service with
19 million acres and the Fish and
Wildlife Service with 24 million
acres in National Wildlife Refuges
control the most, administer smaller
amounts.

At various times the Federal Gov-
ernment made large grants of land
to the Western ‘states. Under the
Carey Act it gave them up to a mil-
lion acres each, and when they
joined the Upion it gave them the
school lands, sections 16 and 36 of
each 'townsi:ip. (The public-land
states were laid out in townships of
36 square miles, each -of which is
called a section.) There were many
other grants .to the states; the total
to all of them, east and west, was
328,424,871 acres. .

Yet the popular war cry of thirttz-
four years ago was: “Return the
public lands to the states.” It's the
same today and as dishonest now as
it was then. : ot el

Back in the 1940°s the American
Farm Bureau Pederation, including
its weatern affiliates, was one of the
strong supporters of the stockmen's
attempted land grab. In a short news-
Eaper article published last Novem-

er, W, H. Whittom, Ideho Farm
‘ormation

Bureau inf

ndapiechond shs it gid Bromide.
¥e said, for one thing, that Idaho’s
Senator James McClure and her two
Representatives, Steve Symms and
George Hansen, “Are on record as
being in favor of returning these
federally’ owned lands to the
states, . . .” Newsweek made the
same mistake, :

The states never did own any of
the remaining public lands.

Ipano's other Senator, Frank
Church, the only friend of conserva-
tion in the state’s Congressional dele-
gation, told Whittom: “The cost of
managing the federal lands is pro-
hibitive. In Idaho alone,” he said,
“the Forest Service last year spent
$50 million more to mann% these
lands than the revenue they brought
m "

ahig-wid BCROEU

(The Forest Service spent more
than $80 million to manage some 20
million acres of national forest in
Idaho; receipts were a little under
$30 million. The Bureau of Land
Mamgement, with 12 million acres
of public land in Idaho, spent $13
million and took in $6 million.)

In the eyes of the natural resource
users, state ownership is better than
Federal ownership. They control
most Western Jegialatures, can't
control the Congress of the United
States. But state owpership wasn't
the ultimate goal of the first at-
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tempted land grab and it isn’t the
ultimate goal now. The states aren’t
financially capable of managing the
rublic Jands nor would they be
egally able to manage them for
multiple use as does the Federal
Government. The Newsletter of the
Idaho Environmental Council for
Jast Seftember explained this stum-
ing block:

“A basic difficulty with state own-
ership is that almost all constitutions
of western states reguire that
state lands ‘shall be managed for
their meaximum economic value.
This requirement almost prohibits
multiple use management. .. . . Wil-
derneas, wa , wildlife, _recre-
ation, and hunting are, at best, nearly
illegal uses of state lands.

“Maximum economic value often
means selling state lands to private
individuals and rations. In
Idaho thousands of acres of state
land have moved into farmland,
mines, and subdivisions this way.
Since most of the federal land 1
Idaho does not make a clear eco-
nomic profit for the government, the
state undoubtedly would put millions
of acres of mountain and range land
?iltlle the auction block if it gained

other ultraconservative
claim o be enemies of what .

“Steve .Syrnms, Orrin Hatch, and.
CIARS . .
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