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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

APR 2 3 lB68 II 

~-- .-_._----

To: Regional Directors, \ Western and Southwest Region~ 

Fro~~utiAssistant Director, Cooperative Activities ~ 
j 

Subject: Distribution of Final Wilderness Recommendations 

We are distributing copies of the five final Wilderness Recommendations 
to the respective members of the Congressional Delegations and the 
Governors of the States involved. 

As you know, the final reports are for Lassen Volcanic and Petrified 
Forest National Parks, and for Lava Beds, Pinnacles, and" Craters of the 
Moon National Monuments. 

You may wish to consider a similar limited distribution to such key 
officials or agencies at the regiona~ state, county, or local level 
whom you feel should receive these reports. We do not intend that you 
send the report to all of the recipients notified of the public 
hearing concerning the preliminary" wilderness proposal, but only to 
those who, in your judgement, should have the report. 

We expect that such distribution as you decide to make can be made from 
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the supply of the reports previously (sent to you. A"" 

-, ' I \ t4,~ h , /L2.""'~ 

, 



IN REPLY REFER TO : 

. .. CAM 

los s 5 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

WASHINGTON , D.C. 20240 

APR 4 1968 

R E C E ' 
NPS Wester. Rq jon<il D"lflt. 

Assi stant Dir ct ctivltl s 

(.~-- ) " --on4 L~. · 'hee1!len ~ .. PO:r - , 



---- -- ~--=--=:::::::! 

CONTENTS 

RECOMMENDATIONS 1 

A NATIONAL WILDERNESS PRESERVATION SYSTEM 9 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE MASTER PLAN PROCEDURE 11 

SUMMARY OF THE PRELIMINARY WILDERNESS PROPOSAL 16 

CONCLUSIONS 19 

APPENDIX: 23 

VIEWS OF BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
ON THE WILDERNESS RECOMMENDATIONS 25 

HEARING OFFICER'S REPORT 27 

Introduction 27 

The Preliminary Wilderness Proposal 28 

Analysis of the Record of Public Hearing and 
Written Responses 32 

Disposition of the Hearing Record and 
Written Responses 34 

Views of Other Governmental Agencies on 
Preliminary Wilderness Proposal 35 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following recommendations are based upon careful study 
of the monument and consideration of the views presented at 
the public hearing and the written responses concerning the 
preliminary wilderness proposal described in the appended 
Hearing Officer's Report. 

1. That 40,785 acres within Craters of the Moon National 
Monument, Idaho, as defined in Exhibit A, be designated as 
wilderness by an Act of Congress. The monument contains 
53,545.05 acres all of which are Federally owned. 

2. That, if authorized, the wilderness be administered in 
accordance with the Act of August 25, 1916, establishing 
the National Park Service, and the statutes, proclamations, 
and regulations relating to Craters of the Moon National 
Monument, as supplemented by applicable provisions of the 
Wilderness Act of September 3, 1964. 
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EXHIBIT A. RECQMMENDED WILDERNES:S 

The recommended wilderness is depicted on map ~-CRA-2011, 
August 1967, Craters of the Moon National Monument, and a 
description of the area so recommended follows: 

Boise Meridian 

T. 1 N., R. 24 E. 

All of sections 25 and 26, 
Part of sections 10, 11, 14, 15, 22, 23, 24, 27, 34, 

35, and 36. 

T. 1 N., R. 25 E. 

All of sections 4 (frac.), 8, 9, 16, 17, 
20, 21, 26-30 inclusive, 33-35 inclusive, 

Part of sections 3 (frac.), 7, 10, 15, 18, 19, 22-25 
inclusive, 31, 32, and 36. 

T. 2N., R. 25E. 

All of sections 32 and 33, 
Part of sections 27-31 inclusive, and 34. 

T. 1 S., R. 24 E. 

Part of sections 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
29, and 30. 

T. 1 S., R. 25 E. 

All of sections 2 (frac.), 3 (frac.), 10, 11, 14, 
and 15, 

Part of sections 1 (frac.), 4 (frac.), 5 (frac.), 9, 
12, 13, 16, 21, 22, 23, and 24. 

More particularly described as follows: 
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Beginning at a point 5 chains south of the northwest corner 
of section 30, T. 2 N., R. 25 E.; 

Thence easterly, parallel to and 5 chains south of the north 
lines of sections 30, 29, 28, and 27 to a point 5 chains 
west of the east line of section 27; 

Thence southerly, parallel to and 5 chains west of the east 
lines of sections 27 and 34 to a point 5 chains north of 
the south line of section 34; 

Thence westerly to a point 5 chains north of the south line 
of section 34, said point being on a northward extension 
of a line parallel to and 5 chains west of the east line 
of fractional section 3, T. 1 N., R. 25 E.; 

Thence southerly, along said line and extension thereof, 
through section 34, T. 2 N., R. 25 E., and sections -) 
(frac.), 10, 15, and 22, T. 1 N., R. 25 E., to a point 
5 chains west and 5 chains south of the northeast corner 
of said section 22; 

Thence easterly, parallel to and 5 chains south of the north 
lines of sections 22, 23, and 24, to a point 5 chains 
west of the east line of section 24; 

Thence southerly, paralle l to and 5 chains west of the east 
lines of sections 24, 25, and 36 of T. 1 N., R. 25 E., 
and an extension thereof in section 1 of T. 1 S., R. 25 E., 
to a point about 7.25 chains south of the north line of 
said section 1; 

Thence easterly about 11.44 chains to a point 5 chains south 
and 5 chains west of the most easterly northeast corner 
of said section 1; 

Thence southerly, parallel 
line of sections 1, 12, 
north and 5 chains west 
section 24; 

to and 5 chains west of the east 
13, and 24, to a point 5 chains 
of the east quarter corner of 

Thence westerly, parallel to and 5 chains north of the cen­
ter lines of sections 24, 23, 22, and 21 to a point 5 
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chains east of the west line of section 21; 

Thence northerly, parallel to and 5 chains east of the west 
lines of sections 21, 16, 9, and 4 to a point 5 chains 
north of the south line of section 4; 

Thence westerly, parallel to and 5 chains north of the south 
lines of sections 4 and 5 to a point 5 chains east of 
the west line of section 5; 

Thence northerly, parallel to and 5 chains east of the west 
line of section 5, T. 1 S., R. 25 E., and extension 
thereof in section 32, T. 1 N., R. 25 E., to a point 5 
chains north of the south line of said section 32; 

Thence westerly, parallel to and 5 chains north of the 
south line of sections 32 and 31, T. 1 N., R. 25 E., 
and sections 36, 35, and 34 of T. 1 N., R. 24 E., to 
a point 5 chains west of the extended north-south 
center line of fractional section 3, T. 1 S., R. 24 E.; 

Thence southerly, parallel to and 5 chains west of the cen­
ter line of sections 3 and 10 of T. 1 S., R. 24 E., 
and northward extension thereof in section 34, T. 1 N., 
R. 24 E., to a point 5 chains north and 5 chains west 
of the southeast corner of the SW 1/4 of said section 10; 

Thence westerly, parallel to and 5 chains north of the south 
lines of sections 10, 9, and 8 to a point 5 chains west 
of the east line of section 8; 

Thence southerly, parallel to and 5 chai ns west of the east 
lines of sections 8 and 17 to a point 5 chains north 
of the south line of section 17; 

Thence westerly to a point 5 chains north and 5 chains west 
of the southeast corner of the SW 1/4 SE 1/4 section 17; 

Thence southerly, parallel to and 5 chains west of the east 
lines of the SW 1/4 SE 1/4 section 17, W 1/2 E 1/2 
section 20, and W 1/2 NE 1/4 section 29, to a point 5 
chains north of the center line of section 29; 

Thence westerly, parallel to the center lines of sections 29 
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and 30 to a point 5 chains north and 5 chains east of 
the center of section 30; 

Thence northe rly to a point 5 chains north and 5 chains east 
of the south quarter corner of section 19; 

Thence westerly, parallel to and 5 chains north of the south 
line of section 19 to a point 5 chains east of the west 
line thereof; 

Thence northerly, parallel to and 5 chains east of the west 
lines of sections 19 and 18 to a point 5 chains south of 
the north line of ~e~tion 18; 

Thence easterly, parallel to the north lines of sections 18 
and 17 to a point 5 chains south and 5 chains east of 
the northeast corner of section 17; 

Thence northerly, parallel to the west lines of sections 17, 
8 and 5 (fractional) to a point 5 chains south and 5 
chains east of the northwest corner of fractional section 
5; 

Thence easterly, parallel to the north lines of fractional 
sections 5 and 4 to a point approximately on the east 
line of section 4, said point being 5 chains south and 
5 chains east of the southwest corner of section 34, 
T. 1 N., R. 24 E.; 

Thence northerly along the approximate east line of sec­
tion 4, T. 1 S., R. 24 E., and 5 chains east of the west 
lines of sections 34, 27, 22, 15, and 10 , T. 1 N., R. 24 
E., to a point 5 chains eas t of the northwest corner of 
section 10; 

Thence easterly along the north lines of sections 10 and 
11 to the northeast corner of the W 1/2 W 1/2 E 1/2 
section 11; 

Thence southerly a long the east line of said W 1/2 W 1/2 
E 1/2 section 11 and W 1/2 W 1/2 NE 1/4 section 14 to the 
southeast corner thereof; 

Thence westerly to the center of section 14; 
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Thence southerly along the north-south center lines of sec­
tions 14 and 23 to the northwest corner of the S 1/2 
SE 1/4 section 23; 

Thence easterly along the north line of the S 1/2 SE 1/4 
section 23, and S 1/2 S 1/2 section 24, T. 1 N., R. 
24 E., and the S 1/2 SW 1/4 of section 19, T. 1 N., 
R. 25 E., to the northeast corner of the S 1/2 SW 1/4 
section 19; 

Thence northerly to the northwest corner of the SW 1/4 
NE 1/4 section 19; 

Thence easterly to the northeast corner of the SW 1/4 NE 1/4 
section 19; 

Thence northerly to the northeast corner of the SW 1/4 
SE 1/4 section 18; 

Thence northerly at an approximate bearing of N. 9° E., 
an approximate distance of 12 chains to a peak in the 
NW 1/4 NE 1/4 SE 1/4 section 18; 

Thence northwesterly to the peak of "Half Cone" in the NW 1/4 
NE 1/4 section 18; 

Thence northerly to the north line of section 18, said point 
being approximately 7 chains east of the north quarter 
corner of section 18; 

Thence wes t erly to the northwest corner of the NE 1/4 
section 18; 

Thence northerly along the center line of section 7 to the 
north quarter corner thereof; 

Thence easterly to the northeast corner of section 7; 

Thence northerly to the northeast corner of fractional 
section 6; 

Thence westerly to the north quarter corner of section 6, 
T. 1 N., R. 25 E.; 
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Thence northerly to the northeast corner of the S 1/2 
gw 1/4 section 31, T. 2 N., R. 25 E.; 

Thence westerly to the northwest corner of the S 1/2 
SW 1/4 section 31; 

Thence northerly along the west lines of sections 31 and 30 
to the point of beginning. 

The area as described contains approximately 40,785 acres. 
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A NA,TIONAL WILD~E.SS J?RRSERVA,TI.ON S,!STEK 

Public Law 88-577, of September 3, 1964, establishing a 
National Wilderness freservation SysteJn, provides, in part, 
as follows: 

1. Policy "It is ••. the policy of the Congress to secure 
for the American people of present and future generations 
the benefits of an enduring resource of wilderness." 

2. Areas for Study "Within ten years after the effective 
date of this Act the Secretary of the Interior shall review 
every roadless area of five thousand contiguous acres or 
more in the national parks, monuments and other units of the 
national park system ... , under his jurisdiction on the 
effective date of this Act and shall report to the President 
his recommendation as to the suitability or nonsuitability 
of each such area .•• for preservation as wilderness." 

3. System " ... there is hereby established a National 
Wilderness Preservation System to be composed of federally 
owned areas designated by Congress as 'wilderness areas', 

" 

4. Definition "A wilderness, ... is ... an area where the earth 
and its community of life are untrammeled by man, where man 
himsel f is a visitor who does not remain. An area of wilder­
ness is further defined to mean ... an area of undeveloped 
Federal land retaining its primeval character and influence, 
without permanent improvements or human habitation, which 
is protected and managed so as to preserve its natural con­
ditions and which 

(1) generally appears to have been affected primarily by 
the forces of nature, with the imprint of man's work sub­
stantially unnoticeable; 

(2) has outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primi­
tive and unconfined type of recreation; 

(3) has at least 5,000 acres of land or is of sufficient 
size as to make practicable its preservation and use in an 
unimpaired condition; and 

(4) may also contain ecological, geological, or other 
features of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical 
value." 
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5. Management liThe inclusion of an area in the National 
Wilderness Preservation System notwithstanding, the area 
shall continue to be managed by the Department and agency 
having jurisdiction thereover ilnmedi'ate1y before Us in­
clusion in the National Wilderness Preservation System 
unless otherwise provided by Act of Congress. 1I 

6. Use "Nothing in this Act shall modify the statutory 
authority under which units of the national park system 
are created. Further, the designation of any area of any 
park, monument, or other unit of the national park system 
as a wilderness area pursuant to this Act shall in no 
manner lower the standards evolved for the use and preser­
vation of such park, monument, or other unit of the national 
park system in accordance with the Act of August 25, 1916, 
the statutory authority under which the area was created, 
or any other Act of Congress which might pertain to or 
affect such area, including but not limited to, the Act 
of June 8, 1906, (34 Stat. 255; 16 U.S.C. 432 et seq.); 
section 3(2) of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 796 (2»; 
and the Act of August 21, 1935, (49 Stat. 666; 16 U.S.C. 
461 et seq.).11 
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NATIONAL PARK SERVICE MASTER PLAN PROCEDURE 

It has long been the practice of the National Park Service 
to prepare and maintain a Master Plan to guide the use, 
development, interpretation and preservation of each particu­
lar park. Graphics and narrative specify the objectives of 
management. These Master Plans in the true sense of the 
word are zoning plans. They not only define the areas for 
developments, they also define the areas in which no 
developments are to be permitted. 

Parks do not exist in a vacuum. It is important in plan­
ning for a park that our planning teams take into account 
the total environment in which the park exists. Of particu­
lar significance are the plans for and the availability of 
other park and recreation facilities within the region at 
the Federal, State, and local levels, as well as those of 
the private sector for the accommodation of visitors, access 
to the national parks, the roads within them, wildlife 
habitat, etc. Accordingly, the Master Plan Team first 
analyzes the entire region in which the park is located and 
the many factors that influence its management. 

Moreover, where National Parks and National Forests adjoin, 
such as Mount Rainier, Yellowstone and Grand Teton National 
Parks, the National Park Service and the Forest Service 
formalized, in 1963, a joint effort to analyze the resource 
and v i sitor needs and develop cooperative plans for the 
accommodation of these requirements which will best insure 
the achievement of both of our missions. This program 
f ormalizes and broadens the informal eff orts made for many 
years by many of our park superintendents and forest super­
visors to coordinate management programs, including visitor 
f ac i l ities and servi ces. Such coopera tive programs are 
authori zed by Section 2 of the Act of August 25, 1916, 
establishing the Nat i onal Park Service. 

The administrat i ve policies that guide the Service in 
Master Planning are: 

Master Plan. A Master Plan will be prepared for each 
area. It shall cover specifically all Resource Management, 
Resource Use and Physical Development programs. An approved 
Master Plan is required before any development program may 
be executed in an area. 
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Master P1sn Team. All Xa&ter Plan teams should be composed 
of members haying different professional backgrounds, such 
as ecology, landscape architecture, architecture, natural 
history, park planning, resource management, engineering, 
archeology, and history. Where avai:1ab.1e funds and program 
needs permit, the study· teams for the National P'arks should 
mc1ude outstandtng conservationists, sci'entts,ts, and others 
who possess' specta1 knowledge of :i:ndtvidua1 parks. Also, the 
teams should conS'U1t with authorized concessioners and, 
where practi:cab1e, consult with persons outside the Service 
during the Master Plan study. 

Architectural Theme. Only those physical facilities needed 
for management and appropriate pub1tc use and enjoyment shall 
be provided in a natural area and then only at sites desig­
nated on the approved Master Plan for the area. An architec­
tural theme shall be prepared for each park or monument or, 
where desirable, for each major development site within each 
park or monument. Particular attention shall be devoted to 
the harmonizing of such developments with their natural 
environment, consistent with utility and economical construc­
tion and maintenance costs. In all cases, maximum creativity 
in design and materia1s--preferably those native to the 
region or 10ca1ity--sha11 be used to insure that the man-made 
facility is subservient to and not competitive with or domi­
nant of the natural features of the area. 

Land Classification. Master Planning requires a sound 
classification for the lands in a park or monument. This is 
necessary not only to serve as basis for recommending lands 
for "wilderness" classification in accordance with the 
Wilderness Act, but also for use in making other Master Plan 
judgements. 

The land classification system to be used is similar to that 
proposed by the Outdoor Recreation Resources Review Commis­
sion and prescribed for application to Federal lands by the 
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation. Under this system, lands may 
be segregated into anyone of six classes: 

Class I--high density recreation areas; Class II-general 
outdoor recreation areas; Class III-natural environment 
areas; Class IV--outstanding natural areas; Class v-­
primitive areas, including but not limited to, those 

12 
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reconnnended for desJgnation under the Wilderness Act; and 
Class YL~-histortc and cultural areas. Consistent with the 
Congress i:onall¥, stated purpose of National Parks, a park 
contains lands falli~g into three or more of these classes. 

Class I ' and Class 11: identify the lands reserved for 
visitor acconnnodations (hoth existing and proposed), for 
administrative facilities, formal campgrounds, two-way 
roads, etc., of varying intensities. Class I and Class II 
lands occupy relatively little space in any of the National 
Parks. 

Class III identifies the "natural environment areas." 
As the name of the category implies, these are "natural 
environment" lands. These lands are important to the 
proper preservation, interpretation and management of 
the irreplaceable resources of the National Park System. 
These irreplaceable resources are identified in the Class 
IV, V, and VI categories of lands. It is the existence of 
unique features (Class IV}, or primitive lands, including 
wilderness (Class V), or historical or cultural lands 
(Class VI) in combination with a suitable environment 
(Class III) and with sufficient lands (Class I and II) "for 
the acconnnodation of visitors" that distinguish natural and 
historical areas of the National Park System from other 
public lands providing outdoor recreation. 

In the Natural Areas (National Parks and National Monuments 
of scientific significance), Class III lands often provide 
the "transition" or "setting" or "environment" or "buffer" 
between intensively developed areas (Class I and Class II) 
and (a ) the primitive or wilderness (Class V) areas; and 
(b) the unique natural features (Class IV) or areas of 
histor i c or cu ltural signif icance (Class VI) when these 
two categories exist outside the Class V lands. 

In the Ristorical Areas the "environmental" lands (Class 
III) serve a similar role in providing the "setting" or 
"atmosphere" essential to preserving and presenting the 
national significance of historic properties included in 
the National Park System. 

Class II I and Class V lands both represent significant 
natural values. Generally, these values are different in 
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type, qua11tr or degree. Accordinglr, lands having natural 
values that do not meet Service criteri"a for primitive or 
wilderness designation may lie classified as Class rlr even 
when theY' do not involve the environment of either Class IV, 
Class V or Class VI lands. In Natural Areas, "natural 
environment" lands are sometimes referred to additionally 
as "wilderness threshold" when they abut or surround 
wilderness. 

The "wilderness threshold" lands afford the newcomer an 
opportunity to explore the mood and the temper of the 
wild country before venturing into the wilderness beyond. 
Here, in the wilderness threshold, is an unequalled 
opportunity for interpretation of the meaning of 
wilderness. 

Class III lands also serve important research needs of 
the Service, as well as for many independent researchers 
and institutions of higher learning. 

The only facilities planned in these "natural environment" 
lands are the minimum required for public enjoyment, health, 
safety, preservation and protection of the features, such 
as one-way motor nature trails, small visitor overlooks, 
informal picnic sites, short nature walks and wilderness­
type uses. Such limited facilities must be in complete 
harmony with the natural environment. 

Class IV lands are those on which are located un1que 
natural features, such as Old Faithful Geyser ~ Class IV 
lands may be surrounded by either Class III lands or Class 
V lands. Because Class IV lands are unique, lands adjacent 
to them should not be designated for use within the context 
of Class I and Class II designations. Where existing 
developments of the Class I and Class II types impinge on 
the integrity of such unique lands, programs should be 
initiated to remove such intrusions. 

Class V are the primitive lands from which park wilderness 
designations will be recommended to the Congress. These 
are the lands that have remained pristine and undisturbed 
as a part of our natural inheritance. They include in 
some instances, moreoyer"' l lands which, through National 
Park Service management, . ~ have been restored by the healing 

I 
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process of nature to a primeval state. There are no 
mining, grazing, water impoundment, or other intrusions 
of man to mar their character and detract from the solitude 
of nature ' s quiet processes. ~ure and undefiled, they 
represent the highest order of "preseryation from tnjury 
or spoliat i on" of their natural condition. The only 
facilities allowed in these lands are of the type mentioned 
in the Wilderness ManagementCttiteria. 

Class VI are the lands, including historic structures, 
etc., of historical or cultural significance, such as the 
agricultural community of Cades Cove in Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

Public Hearings. One of the ' finest new public land 
planning procedures introduced by the Wilderness Act is 
the opportunity for the public to express its views on the 
preliminary wilderness proposals prior to these proposals 
being firmly established for recommendations to the 
Congress. These hearings are held in the State in which 
the wilder ness is proposed. 

Notice of such public hearings is published in the 
"Federal Register" and newspapers having general circula­
tion in the area of the park at least 60 days prior to 
the hearings. During this 60-day period, the Master Plan 
documents are available for public review at the park, in 
the appropriate Regional Office, and in the Washington 
Office. Moreover, public information packets explaining 
National Park Wilderness proposals are available at the 
same time f or distribution to all those requesting them. 

The Wildernes s Act requires that the public hearing be 
held on t he wilderness proposal s only . However, it is 
the practice of the National Park Service to make avail­
ab l e the genera l development plan f or the park or monu­
ment a t t he t i me the preliminary wilderness proposal is 
released . The Service welcomes public comments and views 
on these plans. Moreover, once the Congress has defined 
the wilderness areas within the National Parks and 
Monuments, it shall be the practice of the National Park 
Service to give public notice of 60 days on any proposal 
to change the classification of any Class I, Class II or 
Class III lands within the park or monument. In this way, 
the Service shall afford the public a continuing oppor­
tunity to participate in the planning and management of 
their National Parks and Monuments. 
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SUMMARY OF THE PRELIMINARY WILDERNESS PROPOSAL 

The National Monument 

1. Location Craters of the Moon National Monument 
is located in Butte and Blaine Counties in south-central 
Idhao. Combined u.s. highway 20, 26, and 93A passes 
through the Monument. 

2. Surroundings The Monument, on the northern edge of 
the Snake River Lava Plain, is bordered on the northwest 
by the Pioneer Mountains. The surrounding terrain, while 
similar to that in the Monument, lacks the variety of 
volcanic features and the more rugged landscape of the 
Monument. The nearest town, Arco, Idaho, 18 miles away, 
has a population of 1,500. Idaho Falls, 84 miles away, 
has a population of 33,161. 

All the land surrounding the monument is in Federal 
ownership except for a 37-acre private tract adjoining the 
northwestern monument boundary west of Little Cottonwood 
Creek. The adjacent Federal land is administered by the 
Bureau of Land Management and is used primarily for grazing. 

3. Resources The National Monument is noted for its 
volcanic geology. It is the abundance of cinder cones 
studding the lava plain that gave the area its name. 

The monument landscape is stark and awesome. From 
fissures in the earth's crust, broad sheets and flows of 
lava have spread across the nearly level Snake River 
plain. In places the lava has a rope-like viscous appear­
ance known by the Hawaiian name of Pahoehoe. Elsewhere it 
forms rough, jagged masses known as Aa. 

Running diagonally across the monument from north to south 
is the Great Rift, a complex fracture zone containing 
numerous lava flows but characterized particularly by a 
series of cinder cones. The highest of these cones is Big 
Cinder Butte, rising 800 feet above the surrounding plain 
to an elevation of 6,516 f eet. The contrast between the 
rough, bleak lava flows and the smooth gentle contours of 
the cones rising above them forms the essential character 
of the landscape. 
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Small-scale features of great interest are lava tubes 
which great rivers of molten rock welled out across the 
land. In some of the deeper tubes having poor air circu­
lation, ice caves have formed where ice remains well into 
the summer. Collapse of portions of tubes have left natural 
bridges, elsewhere collapsed tubes create broad uneven sinks 
in the lava-covered landscape. Casts of trees engulfed by 
the lava and lava bombs are other interesting phenomena. 
Lava bombs represent molten lava ejected in the air and 
cooled in flight. 

Plant life is sparse, partly because the lava flows destroyed 
all the plant life in their path and because the barren rock 
is an inhospitable environment for plants. Nonetheless, 
an interesting assemblage of flowering plants exists, creat-
ing in season a floral display and demonstrating several aspects 
of plant ecology and plant succession. 

Only rarely has a sizeable island of vegetation escaped the 
onslaught of lava and volcanic ash. One such area, Carey 
Kipuka, is in the southwest corner of the monument and 
within the proposed wilderness. Kipuka is another Hawaiian 
term describing an island of vegetation surrounded by lava 
flow. This island of comparatively undisturbed grassland is 
a most unusual occurence. It is of great value for ecolo­
gical study to determine the extent to which volcanic action 
has modified adjacent floral and soil conditions. Pre­
servation in relative isolation serves to keep it undisturbed, 
thereby contributing substantially to its scientific value. 

The rugged terrain remains a suitable environment for many 
forms of wildlife, some of which, like the cougar and golden 
eagle , need vast areas of land for foraging. Marmot, gr ound 
squirrel, chipmunk, and pika are at home in the rocks and 
mule deer, coyote, and bobcat range widely over the monu­
ment. Sage grouse are also found in the area. 

4. Visitor Use Facilities Annual visitation to the area 
was nearly 200,000 in 1966. Facilities for the visitor's 
use of the area include a visitor center, a campground and 
picnic area, a motor nature trail, foot trails, and inter­
pretive devices. The presen t motor nature trail is to be 
extended as a one-way road around Big Cinder Butte to permit 
better visitor access and interpretation of the characteristic 
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features of the monument. The present campground will 
eventually be converted to a picnic area with a new camp­
ground to be built at the base of the Pioneer Mountains, 
outside of the primary geologic area. 

Description of PreliminaIY Wilderness Proposal 

The preliminary wilderness proposal of about 40,800 acres 
comprised approximately three-fourths of the land of the 
monument. While the volcanic origin of the land has resulted 
in a rough cinder and lava surface, the proposed wilderness 
area is a gently sloping lava plain interrupted by a number 
of cinder cones and other volcanic features. The highest 
elevation in the proposal is 5,989 feet at the top of CresQent 
Butte and the lowest elevation is about 5,340 feet at the 
southeastern corner of the Monument. The 5,361 acre Carey 
Kipuka portion of the monument is a part of the proposed wil­
derness. The Carey Kipuka area was added to the monument in 
1962; it is a part of the same lava plain. 

The wilderness proposal contains approximately half of 
the Great Rift. From the rift, molten, gas-charged rock 
erupted out on the surface creating vast lava flows, cones, 
craters, caves, natural bridges, lava tubes, tree molds and 
other phenomena characteristic of volcanic action. The vol­
canic features are generally of the same type as those found 
outside the proposed wilderness portion of the monument. A 
variety of habitats are represented. These include barren 
and semi-barren areas, grasslands, sagebrush, and woodlands. 

The boundary of the proposed wilderness was defined to avoid 
influences from u.s. Highway 20, 26, and 93A and the existing 
and proposed visitor use areas southeast of the highway. 
Immediately adjacent to the u.s. Highway is the Headquarters 
Area which includes a visitor center-administration building, 
campground, maintenance unit, and staff quarters. The 
existing park drive passes North Crater and Paisley Cone to 
a loop around Inferno Cone and a spur drive to the base of 
Broken Top. 

18 

." 



p U • l I 

DO M " I N 

d 
u 

r 
I 

I 

I 

I 

PIONEER MOUNTAII')IS '·--1 
-,-.~ ---, 

ii-1 L 

// 
,,/ 

o 
u 

t., 
) 

... --s 

. . ....... 

•••• •••••••• • ~~P~'~~A •••••••••••••••. 
PUB lie 

DO M " I N 

UNITED 

US HWY 
20,26,93A 

STATES DEPARTMEt,-IT 

P U '8 l I C 

D 0 M A I N 

0 ' F THE 

LEGEND 
MONUMENT BOUNDARY 

ROADlESS AR~" STUDIED 

RECOMMENDED WILDERNESS 

EXISTING ROADS 

PROPOSfD ROADS 

ACREAGES 
TOTAL MONUMENT 

ROADlESS AREA STUDIED 

RECOMMENDED WILDERNESS 

RECOMMENDED ADDITIONS 

RECOMMENDED DELETIONS 

53,545 

42,609 

40,785 

~ A,B,C,E,F 

liliiii D,G 

RECOMMENDED REVISIONS TO 
PRELIMINARY WILDERNESS PROPOSAL 

CRATERS OF THE MOON 

INTERIOR 

MONUMENT 
IDAHO 

EXHIBIT B 
s C" l E IN 

NATIONAL PAR K 

Mil E S 

SERVICE 

NM-CRA 90108 

AUGUST 1967 



CONCLUSIONS • 

• As required l1y the Wilderness Act, a public heartng was 
held on the preliminary wilderness proposal at Arca, Idaho, 
on September 19, 1966. Notice of the hear ing had appeared 
in the Federal Register on Suly 20, 1966, and in l ocal Idaho 
newspapers on July 21, 1966. Fifteen people were present, 
and five made oral statements. Forty-eight letters were 
received, including 11 from local, State, and Federal 
Governmental agencies. 

Of the agencies, private organizations, .and individuals 
testifying or submitting written views, 3 of the 8 private 
organizations, 28 of the 34 individuals, and one public agency, 
the Idaho Department of Parks, supported the preliminary wil­
derness proposal with no suggestions for changes. Other 
public agencies only acknowledged receipt of copies of the 
wilderness propos~l. Five of the 8 private organizations 
and 6 of the 34 individuals commenting favored a larger wil­
derness. No one suggested any reduction in the wilderness 
area or opposed the establishment of a wildernes s . The al­
ternative proposals presented are described in the "Hearing 
Officer's Report" (see Appendix) and are indicated on Exhibit 
D. 

Careful study of the suggestions presented at the hearing 
and other management considerations has prompted the following 
revisions of the preliminary wilderness proposal. 

Recommended Additions: 

Five areas are recommended for addition to the preliminary 
wilderness proposal. These five areas, totaling 1,945 acres, 
are identified as parcels A, B, C, E, and F on Exhibit B. 

Area A consists of about 1,040 acres. 
posed wilderness boundary c loser to the 
the monument in the vicinity of Paisley 
26, 93A and includes the Natural Bridge 
tions of the North Crater Lava Flow and 
Flow. 

It extends the pro­
developed part of 
Cone and U.S. 20, 
and additional por­
the Serrate Lava 

Area B, about 10 acres, also extends the proposed wilder­
ness boundary to include an additional part of Black Lava 
Flow. 
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Area C consists of 540 acres. By adding it, all of 
Coyote and Crescent Buttes are placed in wilderness and 
the wilderness boundary is extended closer to Big Cinder 
Butte. This area also includes part of Trench Mortar Flat. 

Area E consists of about 255 acres, and Area F consists 
of about 100 acres. Their inclusion extends the proposed 
wilderness boundary closer to the developed portion of the 
monument, closer to the U.S. highway, and includes addi­
tional parts of the Blue Dragon arid Big Crater Lava Flows. 

These five areas qualify for addition to the wilderness 
proposal under the definition of the Wilderness Act because 
they offer "outstanding opportunities for solitude or a 
primitive and unconfined type of recreation •.• II and that they 
generally appear "to have been affected primarily by the 
forces of nature, with the imprint of man's work substan­
tially unnoticeable .•• " 

Suggestions were received that would have included additional 
areas even closer to the developed portions of the monument 
as indicated on Exhibit D by parts of area X. However, 
additions beyond those outlined above are not recommended 
for the following reasons. 

The area south of U.S. 20, 26, 93A not recommended as wil­
derness .contains the visitor circulation system of roads and 
trails and the primary attractions for some 200,000 day-use 
visitors who come to the monument each year. Most visitors 
come here to see, study, and explore these readily accessible 
and outstanding geologic features. To add variety to the 
touv, the extension of a one-way l60p road encircling Big 
Cinder Butte is planned. From the present access road, 
sightseeing and interpretive trails extend eastward to the 
vicinity of the Natural Bridge, west of Paisley Cone and 
to the east, south, and west of Broken Top and Big Cinder 
Butte. Because this area is accessible by roads and trails, 
most visits occur here. 

The Natural Bridge and the caves and other features immed­
iately west of the Natural Bridge are important attractions 
for many visitors. The present and foreseeable volume of 
visitor use requires highly developed trails to the area'. 
west of the Natural Bridge. Foreseeable future visitation 
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to this are~ will re~uire other m~n~mum facilities, such 
as trai1s, possihly sanitary tacilities, and interpretive 
devices, for the health. and safety- of the pulUic and the 
protection of natural features. But it is not anticipated 
that such. facUities will be needed in the immediate 
vicinity of the Natural Bridge. A relatively low standard 
or primitive trail will probaBly be sufficient at this 
location. 

The Inferno Cone area, area Y, on Exhibit D in the Hearing 
Officer's Report, contains about 270 acres, and the Big 
Cinder Butte area, area Z, contains about 1,000 acres. 
Both of these cinder cones are major visitor attractions. 
Most visitors simply observe and study the cones from roads 
and trails. The areas are too small to offer significant 
or outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive 
and unconfined type of recreation as would be characteristic 
of a wilderness. 

Recommended Deletions: 

Two deletions, comprising 1,960 acres, are recommended. 
These are shown on Exhibit B as areas D and G. Area D is 
about 80 acres in extent. The wilderness boundary recom­
mended at this location is along a Section subdivision line 
which can be readily identified and will facilitate manage­
ment of the proposed wilderness. It is recommended that 
area G on Exhibit B, a strip one-sixteenth of a mile wide 
between the recommended wilderness and the park boundary, 
be withheld for management purposes. This strip contains 
1,880 acres. Mineral exploration, grazing, and hunting 
are permissable uses of the adjacent land, managed by the 
Bureau of Land Management. 

\ 
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APPENDIX; 

VIEWS OF BUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
ON THE WILDERNESS RECOMMENDATIONS 

HEARING OFFICER'S REPORT 

Introduction 

The Preliminary Wilderness Proposal 

Analysis of the Record of Public Hearing 
and Written Responses 

Disposition of the Hearing Record and 
Written Responses 

Views of Other Governmental Agencies on 
Preliminary Wilderness Proposal 

23 



IN "EP~V Ft EFI!R TO : 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

ClUREAU OF OUTDOOR RECREATION 
WASHINGTON , D ,C, 20240 

Memorandum SEP 181967 

To: Director, National Park Service 

From: Director, Bureau of Outdoor Recreation 

Subject: Proposed Craters of the Moon Wilderness Area, Idaho 

In accordance with your memorandum of September 7, 1967, we have 
reviewed your proposal to establish the Craters of the Moon Wilderness 
Area in Idaho. 

The Bureau of Outdoor Recreation is pleased to endorse this proposal, 
which encompasses an area noted for its volcanic geology. The area 
as proposed presents an opportunity for the people to view the various 
forces of volcanism. The volcanic activity in the area has caused 
many unusual ecological relationships worthy of scie~tific investigation. 

Within a radius of approximately 2-hours driving time, there are about 
1,400,000 acres located on National Forests classified under the Bureau 
of Outdoor Recreation classification system as Class V (primitive). 
That portion of the Craters of the Moon proposed for addition to the 
wilderness system, however, is a unique ecological, geological and scenic 
area. Within the same 2-hour driving radius, there are several reservoirs 
with available recreation facilities, the highly developed 'Sun Valley 
area, and ample other public lands (including those of the National 
Forests, Bureau of Land Management, and the State) that are or could 
be developed for intensive recreation use (i.e., Class I or II). 
Because of its uniqueness, it is important that the area under consideration 
in the Craters of the Moon National Monument be given the additional 
protection provided by the Wilderness Act. 

We believe this area of the Craters of the Moon National Monument meets 
the criteria of Public Law 88-577 and that it would be a notable addition 
to the National Wilderness Preservation System. 

Valid natlonwlde-$7 per year .• . 

admits carload of people to all Federa'are .. 
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HEARI NG OFFICER'S REPORT 

INTRODUCTION 

A public hearing on the proposal to establish a wilderness 
area within Craters of the Moon National Monument was held 
at the Butte County Memorial Building, Arco, Idaho, on 
September 19, 1966. 

The hearing was opened at 9:30 a.m. by the Hearing Officer, 
Mr. John C. ~reston, 6961 Oakmont Drive, Santa Rosa, Cal­
ifornia. Fifteen persons were present, five of whom pre­
sented oral statements. Reporter service for the hearing 
was provided by Te1-A-Beam, Inc., Box 7336, Boise, Idaho. 

The hearing proceeded in an orderly manner and was closed 
at 11 a.m., September 19, 1966. 
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THE PRELIMINARY WILDERNESS PROPOSAL 

The preliminary wilderness proposal for Craters of the 
Moon National Monument is the result of long and careful 
study and is presented by the National Park Service in 
accordance with the requirements of Public Law 88-577, 
known as the "Wilderness Act." 

As shown on the map, (Exhibit C), approximately 40,800 
acres of the monument are proposed for inclusion in the 
National Wilderness Preservation System. Approximately 
12,745 acres of the monument lands are not proposed for 
wilderness preservation; however, they will continue to be 
accorded the high measure of protection provided for in 
the Act of August 25, 1916, establishing the National Park 
Service. Within the 12,745 acres not proposed for wil­
derness there are 179.78 acres of non-federal lands. 
(This mining claim inholding now acquired.) 

The area in Craters of the Moon National Monument that 
is proposed for wilderness designation would be administer­
ed for the use and enjoyment of the American people in such 
manner as will leave it unimpaired for future use and en­
joyment as wilderness. 

The Wilderness Act provides further that "the designation 
of any area of any park, monument, or other unit of the 
national park system as a wilderness area . . . shall in 
no manner lower the standards evolved for the use and pre­
servation of such park . . . in accordance with the 1916 
Act, the statutory authority under which the area was 
created, or any other Act of Congress which might pertain 
to or affect such area ... " 

The A~t of August 25, 1916, establishing the National Park 
Service states in part: 

liThe Service thus established shall promote and regulate 
the use of Federal areas known as national parks, mon­
uments, and reservations hereinafter specified by such 
means and measures as conform to the fundamental purpose of 
the said parks, monuments, and reservations, which purpose 
is to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic 

28 

.. 



, U • l I C 

D 0 III A I H 

PIONEER MOUNT ... INS 

- , I r --
""'--- -'. L..-_~ 

"// 

r 

o c:i 
v V 

"I z .. 

<11( : ... 

r I 

~_ I 
\ "1., 
", I 
) 

/ _----.S 

, U • l I C 

, U • l I C 

DOIllA I H 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT o F THE 

LEGEND 
MONUMENT .OUND ... RY 

• OAOLESS .... E ... STUDIED 

P.OPOSED WILDERNESS 

EXISTING .0 ... 05 

P.OPOSED RO ... DS 

.0 ... 05 TO IE OIlITER ... TED 

ACREAGES 
TOT ... L MONUMENT 

RO ... DLESS .... E ... STUDIED 

P.OPOSED TUTlM ....... WILDERNESS 

PRELIMINARY 

------­.................... 
• I I • .................... 

SUBJECT TO 

53,545 

42,609 

40.100 

CHANGE 

WILDERNESS PROPOSAL 

CRATERS OF THE MOON 
NATIONAL MONUMENT 

IDAHO 

PRESENtED AT PUBLIC HEARING SEPTEMBER 19,1966 

EXHIBIT C 
o y. 1/2 

S CAL I IH III I ' l IS 

INTERIOR • NATIONAL " It. R K SERVICE 

Hill-CIA 9010 

JULY, "" 



objec t s and the wildlife therein and to provide for the 
enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as 
will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future gen­
era t ions • . • \I 

Under these provisions of law, those areas not specifically 
included within designated wilderness boundaries will con­
tinue to be managed and protected under the principles and 
administrative policies of the National Park Service which 
have evolved through the 50 years of its existence and 
which stress preservation and protection of natural and 
other values. 

Here in Craters of the Moon National Monument the national 
park concept of use and preservation has been demonstrated. 
The National Park Service will continue to discharge its 
responsibilities for managing all resources contained with­
in the monument in keeping with the foregoing principles. 

Placing portions of the monument in a wilderness category 
does not thereby relegate those lands not proposed for wil­
derness to some new and different status, or open them to 
uses not heretofore authorized or accepted in a national 
monument. 

Geographical Vicinity Data 

Craters of the Moon National Monument is located in Butte 
and Blaine Counties, Idaho. The monument lies on the 
northern edge of the Snake River Lava Plain and is bordered 
on the northwest by the Pioneer Mountains. All land surround­
ing the monument is under ownership of the Federal Govern­
ment except for a 37-acre tract of private land which adjoins 
the monument boundary west of Little Cottonwood Creek. The 
surrounding Federal land is administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management and all of it that is suitable for grazing 
is leased for that purpose. 

The monument serves about 200,000 visitors. annually and is 
reached via U.S. Highway 20, 26 and 93A which passes through 
the monument. Sun Valley is 63 miles to the northwest. The 
Sawtooth and Challis National Forests are located within 
two hours drive from the monument; Yellowstone National 
Park is 185 miles to the northeast; Grand Teton National 
Park is 200 miles to the east. 
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Description of Wilderness Proposal 

The proposed wilderness area of about 40,800 acres com­
prises approximately three-fourths of the land of the 
monument. While the volcanic origin of the land has resulted 
in a rough cinder and lava surface, the proposed wilderness 
area is a gently sloping lava plain interrupted by a number 
of cinder cones and other volcanic features. The highest 
elevation is 5,989 feet at the top of Crescent eutte and 
the lowest elevation is about 5,340 feet at the southeastern 
corner of the area. 

The 5,36l-acre Carey Kipuka 
of the proposed Wilderness. 
ed to the monument in 1962; 
plain. 

portion of the monument is a part 
The Carey Kipuka area was add­

it is a part of the same lava 

Throughout this vast lava fi e ld rise cinder cones which 
have large central depressions and resemble the craters 
seen on the moon. The lava floods destroyed all plant life 
in their path. Barren and sterile at first only the hardi­
est plants could successfully e stablish themselves in such 
an environment. Today, many kinds of plants and animals 
have established themselves here. Only rarely did a size­
able island of vegetation remain; the Carey Kipuka is an 
example. Kipuka is an Hawaiian term used to describe such 
an island of vegetation completely surrounded by lava flow. 
This island of comparatively undisturbed grassland is a 
most unusual occurence and is of great value for ecological 
study to de termine the ex tent to which volcanic action has 
modified adjacent floral and smi1 conditions. Preservation 
in relative isolation serve s to keep it undisturbed, thereby 
contributing substantially to its scientific value. 

The proposed wilderness area contains approximately half 
of the Great Rift --a weakened zone of fissures or cracks 
in the earth's crust that extends northwest-southeast 
through the monument. From the rift, molten, gas-charged 
rock erupted out on the surface creating vast lava flows, 
cones, craters, caves, natural bridges, l ava tubes, tree 
molds and other phenomena characteristic of volcanic action. 
The volcanic features are of the same type as those found 
outside the proposed wilderness portion of the monument 
but are somewhat less spectacular and are more scattered. 
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A variety of habitats are represented. These include 
barren and semi-barren areas, grasslands, sagebrusb, and 
woodlands. The wildlife of the area includes mule deer, 
coyote, bobcat, marmot, ground squirrel, chipmunk, pika, 
golden eagle, and sage grouse. 

The boundary of the proposed wilderness has been defined 
to avoid influences from U.S. Highway 26, 20, 93A and the 
existing and proposed visitor use areas southeast of the 
highway. Immediately adjacent to the U.S. Highway is the 
Headquarters Area which includes a visitor center­
administration building, campground, maintenance unit, and 
staff quarters. The existing park drive passes North Crater 
and Paisley Cone to a loop around Inferno Cone and a spur 
drive to the base of Broken Top. Plans call for an exten­
sion of the interpretive spur drive to form a loop around 
the base of Big Cinder Butte giving visitors a greater op­
portunity to explore and enjoy the monument. 
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ANALYSIS OF THE RECORD OF PUBLIC HEARING 
AND WRITTEN RESPONSES 

Sierra Club and Federation of Western Outdoor Clubs 

This plan proposes moving the boundary of the proposed 
wilderness west to the section line between Sections 5 and 
6, T.IN., R.25E., to include the Natural Bridge in the 
Caves Area . . In addition, the same plan advocates moving 
the wilderness boundary to the foot of the north face of 
Coyote and Crescent Buttes, closer to developed areas on 
the west, to the highway right-of-way on the north, and to 
the immediate vicinity of Big Cinder Butte. 

A map of this proposal was not presented but the areas 
suggested for addition to the preliminary wilderness pro­
posal are generally indicated by the l e tter X on Exhibit D. 

National Parks Association 

The plan proposes four wilderness areas rotaling approxi­
mately 49,740 acres. These would include all of the mon­
ument south of u.S. 20, 26, and 93A, with the exception of 
20 acres for a visitor center plus corridors (roads) 
separating the wilderness areas. The two larger proposals 
would be separated along the spine of the Great Rift. The 
Association feels this separation is made necessary by the 
Broken Top spur road. The two smaller proposals would be 
enclosed by parts of the present and proposed loop road 
system. 

The proposal is generally illustrated on Exhibit D and 
would include as wilderness additional areas indicated by 
the letters X, Y and Z. The map submitted is included in 
the official record. 

The Mountaineers 

This plan proposes that the boundaries be enlarged to in­
clude the Natural Bridge area. The boundary would stand 
about 100 yards from developed areas. The proposed road 
around Big Cinder Butte would be considered as a developed 
area~ 
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A map for this proposal was not presented, but the pro­
posal is generally illustrated on Exhibit D, and would in­
clude as wilderness the portions of areas X to within about 
100 yards of existing and proposed developed areas. 

The Wilderness Society 

The Society proposes moving the boundary west to the sec­
tion line between Sections 5 and 6, T. IN., R.25E., to 
include the Natural Bridge and Caves area within the wil­
derness. The proposal is generally illustrated on Exhibit 
D and would include part of area X by moving the wilder­
ness boundary west in the area labeled, "Natural Bridge," 
to the dashed line which is labeled, "Section Line." The 
drawing submitted is included in the official record. 

Total Responses by Category 

The following is a tabulation of all responses on the pre­
liminary wilderness proposal as expressed at the public 
hearing and in correspondence: 

1. Those supporting the National Park Service proposal 
without qualifications. 32 

2. Those supporting the Sierra Club proposal. 4 

3. Those supporting the National Parks Association 
proposal. 3 

4. Those supporting general expansion of wilderness 
but not advocating a specific plan. 4 

5. Those supporting less wilderness than the National 
Park Service proposal. None 

6. Those advocating no wilderness. None 
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DISPOSITION OF HEARING RECORD AND WRITTEN RESPONSES 

The official record, including letters received by the 
Hearing Officer, the monument, the Western Regional Office, 
and the Washington Office of the National Park Service, 
has been assembled and is available for review in the 
Washington Office. 
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VIEWS OF OTHER GOVERNMENT AGENCIES ON THE PRELIMINARY 
WILDERNESS PROPOSAL 

The following letters are from the agencies listed below: 

William M. Beckert, Director, Idaho Department 
of Parks 

Orville L. Freeman, Secretary of Agriculture 

Alan S. lioyd, Acting Secretary of Commerce 

Robert C. Weaver, Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development 

Glenn T. Seaborg, Chairman, Atomic Energy 
Commission 

Harry J. Trainor, Acting Executive Director, 
Federal Power Commission 

Arthur W. Greeley, Associate Chief, Forest 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

Lawrence Jones, Deputy Federal Highway 
Administrator, Bureau of Public Roads, 
U.S. Department of Commerce 

Arthur A. Baker, Acting Director, Geological 
Survey, Department of the Interior 

Walter R. Hibbard, Jr., Di~ector, Bureau of 
Mines, Department of the Interior 

John D. Findlay, Associate Regional Director, 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Department of 
the Interior 
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"lIaft (1 DEPT. OF PARKS 
STATlHOUn , lOISE, IDAHO 

Se ptember 13, 1966 

Superintendent 
Craters of the Moon National Monument 
P.O. Box 29 
Arco, Idaho 83213 

Dear Sir: 

STATI 'All( IOAID 

Wilt. fROME, Chalrmart 
$05 E. Ma in 5t. 
$1 , A"tnonv. Idaho 

ElN .. E1J g::;i l,::'~;.~~rrmo" 
101 .. , ldoho 

MIlS. SETH OUItHAM, Memb.r 
221 7th A .... MIe 
Lewl.ton, ldako 

HAROLD T. UOWN, Member 
BoJ! 3'4 
FII.r, Idoho 

I!MU't'· HEDLUND. M.,.,IM, 
17"6 Main SI~1 
St, Morll., Idaho 

J . CECIL SANOBEIG, Member 
214 U" I"ll'IltV A".,,\,Ie 
Ilockfoot, Idoko 

WILHaM M. IKI(£RT, Dlroctor 

JON e. SOOIRI&.OM. Aul,tant Directo, 

The information packet concerning the wilderness proposal for Craters 
of the Moon National Monument, which was directed to Governor Smylie, 
has been referred to our department for consideration. 

We have examined this proposal and attempted to ascertain the effects 
that it might have on Idaho's only National Monument. We in Idaho 
beliE've that Craters of the Moon is a truly significant area, and it is 
my understanding that the attendance figures at the Craters will bear 
out our judgment. We would, of course, be opposed to any proposal 
that would Significantly limit the usage of this area by the general pUblic, 
that was not necessary to preserve its unique aspects. 

Although we have not had an opportunity to fully investigate this pro­
posal, we believe that the National Park Service has made a fair and 
accurate representation of conditions as they exist. We, therefore, 
believe that this proposal has merit and offer you our whole-hearted 
support. 

Thank you for the opportunity t o pre sent our view . 

S incerely, 

Wilhe lm M . Be ckert 
Direct or 

ch 
c c : Honorable Robert E. Smylie 

W.M. Frome 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20250 

Honorable Stewart L. Uda ll 
Secretary of the Interior 

Dear ;.11'. Secretary: 

Qctober . 2. 7 l\tbb 

This is in response to an August 26 letter from the Director 
of the National Park Service, Mr. George B. Hartzog, in which 
he invited the Department of Agriculture to express its views 
on your proposal for establishing a wilderness area within the 
Craters of the Moon National Monument. 

The proposal will not adversely affect any of the programs of 
the Department of Agriculture. We appreciate the opportwlity 
to ~onunent. 

Sincerely yours, 
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THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
WASHINGTON , D.C. 20230 

Mr. George B. Hartzog, Jr. 
Director, National Park Service 
Department of Interior 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Hartzog: 

SEP 8 1966 

This is to acknowledge your letter of August 26, 1966,transmitting 
your proposals to establish wilderness areas in Craters of the 
Moon National Park, Idaho,and Lassen Volcanic National Park, 
California . 

We will be pleased to review these proposals and submit any further 
comment we may have in accordance with the time limits noted in 
your letter. 

Your courtesy in submitting these reports for our review is greatly 
appreciated. 

Ac. tins:Secretary of Commerce 
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THE SECRETARY OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

AIR MAIL 

Hearing Officer 
c/o Superintendent 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20410 

Craters of the Moon National 
Monument 

P. O. Box 29 
Arco, Idaho 83213 

Dear Sir: 

This is with respect to the proposal, referred to me 
for comments in a letter from George B. Hartzog, Jr., 
Director of the National Park Service, for the 
establishment of a wilderness area within Craters of 
the Moon National Monument. 

This Department has no comments with respect to the 
proposal and does not wish to testify at the hearing. 



UNITED STATES 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

"i l (' J . • ~ . 

Dear Mr. Stratton: 

WASHINGTON , D .C . 20545 

1966 

Thank you for the informative packet enclosed with your letter of 
July 21. 1966. outlining the wilderness proposal for Craters of 
the Moon National Monument. 

I appreciate your invitation to appear at a hearing on this 'proposal 
on September 19. 1966 at Arco, Idaho. The Atomic Energy Commission 
has no cOllllDents or suggestions as to the appropriateness of this 
specific proposal, although we fully endorse the purposes of the 
Wilderness Act. Accordingly, we do not plan to be represented at 
this hearing. 

We will be pleased to cooperate with the National Park Service 
within our areas of responsibility in connection with the estab­
lishment of a wilderness area in the Craters of the Moon National 
Monument. 

L·_1,.Y7 ... yr::07u.~r.-.s.:;,'-''7J'.J_7' ,..., 
Mr. A. Clark Stratton 
Acting Director 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Chairman 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

OFFICI!. O F TH'£ 
EXECUTIVE OIRECTOR 

Mr. Howard W. Baker 
Acting Director 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Baker: 

WASHINGTON 

September 15, 1966 

This refers to your letter of August 26, 1966, with 
which you furnished information regarding wilderness pro­
posals for Craters of the Moon National Monument, Idaho, 
and L~ssen Volcanic National Park, California. 

Since the proposed wilderness areas would be in a 
National Monument and a National Park, their establish­
ment would not affect any responsibilities of the Federal 
Power Commission. Therefore, the Commission will not be 
represented at the public hearings covering these proposals. 
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%.TC:~ 
Acting Executive 

Director 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 

WASH INGTON. D .C , 20250 

IN REPLY REFER TO 

Mr. George Hartzog, Director 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 

Dear Mr. Hartzog: 

This is in r esponse t o your July 21 letter in which you 
invited our comments on the wilderness proposal for the 
Craters of the Moon National Monument. 

We have reviewed the proposal carefully and discussed it 
with our field personnel . We find nothing in it whi ch 
would conflict with any National Forest programs. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review the proposal. 

Sincerely yours, 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COM M ERCE 
BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 

WASHINGTON, D .C . 20~ 

Mr. George B. Hart zog , Jr. 
Director, National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washingtoft, D.C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Hartzog: 

SEP 1 2 1968 
I N REPLY REFER TO : 

32-64 

I am writing in regard to your letter of August 26 to Mr. Whitton 
and enclosed Park Wilderness proposals for Lassen Volcanic National 
Park, California, and Craters of the Moon National Monument in Idaho. 
Mr. Whitton is away on official business and has requested that I 
handle his correspondence during his absence. 

We appreciate receiving the proposals and your invitation to attend 
the public hearings or to present statements for the public hearings 
record. 

As these Wilderness proposals involve lands under Park Service 
jurisdiction and as outlined do not adversely affect Federal-aid 
systems routes through the area, we defer to your wishes as to the 
desirable results possible within the framework of the proposals 
and related management criteria. We do not believe that we should 
take an official position on Wilderness proposals within the National 
Park areas unless the proposed Wilderness designations will seriously 
affect Federal-aid routes which may traverse the areas. 

We are forwarding copie s of this letter and yours of Au gust 26 to 
our regional engineers in San Francisco, California and Portland, 
Oregon, for their information should the y wi sh to have a representa­
tive present at the hearings . 

~..c.-Y~YOu() 
Jone~ 

Hi ghway Administrator 
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Memorandum 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
WASHING TON , D ,C, 20242 

SEP 2 1966 

To: Director, National Park Service 

Fran: Director, Geological Survey 

Subject: Wilderness proposals - Lassen Volcanic National Park 
and Craters of the Moon National Monument 

Receipt of b~ochures outlining wilderness proposals for Craters of 
the Moon National Monument and Mt. Ldssen National Park is acknowledged 
with thanks. The brochures are pleasing in format and present the 
arguments very effectively. 

The invitation to participate in the public hearings on the two areas 
is appreCiated, but the Survey has no direct role in these proceedings 
and is not planning to be represented. 

Whether or not the two areas acquire wilderness status, we shall hope 
some d~ to make comprehensive geologic studies of them for the benefit 
of the users and the public as well as of the Government. 

Acting Director 
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OFF ICE OF THE DIRECTOR 

Memorandulil 

UNITED STAT ES 
D EPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF MINES 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20240 

5fP 7 ~ r' ~: ; ~ ~ I~ ~ ~ 
Se ptember 6, 1966 

To: Direc tor , Nat iona l Pa rk Se rvice 

From : Director, Bureau of Mines 

Subject: Wilderness Proposals - Lassen Volcanic National 
Park and Craters of the Moon National Monument 

Thank you for your memorandum of August 26, 1966', same subject, 
and the packets outlining the wilderness proposals for Craters 
of t he Moon Na tional Monument, Idaho, and Lassen Volcanic 
Na tiona l Park, Ca lifornia. 

We have reviewed the material on the areas in question and have 
no comments or suggestions to submit with respect to their 
incorporation into the wilderness system under Public Law 88-577, 
the Wilde rness Act. It will not be necessary, therefore, to have 
a Bureau of Mines repre sentative present a statement at the 
hearings . 
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ADDRESS ONLY THE 

REGIONAL DIRECTOR 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE 

730 N. E. PACIFIC STREET 

P. O. BOX 3737 

PORTLAND, OREGON 97208 

August 29, 1966 

Hearing Officer 
c/o Superintendent 
Craters of the Moon National Monument 
Box 29 
Arco, Idaho 83213 

Dear Sir: 

He have been advised of the public hearing to be held 
at Arco, Idaho, on September 19 for the purpose of re­
ceiving comments on the vrilderness propoEal for Craters 
of the Moon Nat ional Monument. We doubt that ~.,e will 
be able to have anyone in attendance. 

He are pleaEed to note that you are planning to include 
thiE area under the \vilderneEs Bill and have no objec­
tion to thiE proposal. 
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Sincerely yours, 

Findlay 
Associate Regional 
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