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BANDEL:i—:R NATIONAL MONUMENT
SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO

August 8, 1940

Superintendent Hugh Miller
Southwestern National L!anumants
Coolidgs, Arizona

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to your letter of July , 1840 rejuesting
comment on the Forest Protection “lan for Bandelier Hational
Monument prepared by Mr. Yeager.

My impression is that the plan is carefull;” thought out =and
well prepared. I believe, however, that lir. Yeager is not as
personally femiliar wit: the area as 2e shou:ld be in order to
prepare a comprehensive plan, ilence, I wish to offer some s
criticism,visiébh to me ap-ear valid. I have marked in red pencil
on the plan 1little errors and discrepancies winich I will not
comzent further on.

I do not agrze with iir. Yeager in his statement on page 1,

as to the easy accessibility of t:e northern portion of tre Otowi

Section of the Mpnunent. Reference to Individual Fire Renort

#1 of the 194C season will show that we hac & ratier large fire
in that aresa due lar;ely to the difficulty of crossing three canyons
without benefit of a trail. I strongly recormend a three mile
trail from O:owi Ruin to the most remote part of that portion of
the monument and have justified and included it in the tentative
CCC program for the present year., It takes at least two hours
of exhaustive work climbing from canyon floor to mesa top, back
into another canyon and up its side to reac: this part of the
monument at the present time. Aggood trail would meterislly
reduce the travel time and effort in traversing this section.

A large section of the monu=ent lying south of Cepulin
Canyon coneists of nigh hszard because of its being almost entirely
in the ponderosa pine belt. Mkir. Yeager doe:z not sug est any
trails in that section. Two 0ld Forest Sgrvice tralls et present
cover that area but are impassable because of neglsct. I strongly
recormend that they be cleaned out and repsired.

It ssems to me that the iden of s trueck trail izte t:e
southern part of the monument has cume up for discussion several
times before and I have made =mme sBuggestions end writter a
few latters, etc. MNaybe a rehash of some of t:e old arguments
would not be amiss,
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The Branch of Plans and Design has in the past been opposed
to the proposition and the Branch of Forestry has pushed it. It'd
like to bave my say as the fellow who has to make the "gadget"
(meaning the monument as a whole] work after the big shots get
through putting it together and taking it apart. If I remember
corrBetly, some of the following pbints have bsen mentioned either
for or against the proposal. Whether mentioned or not, they

pop into my mind.

For the-road.

1. Curtailment of grazing has improved conditions for forest
reproduction and richer undercovar growth making for a situation
of more serious fires and greater hazard.

2. The Horse Concession at the Lodge will encourage travel
to the wilderness amrpas and increase probabilities of firss.

3. Construction of the road would make possible better
administrative control and protection of wildlifs,

4, A road is already built to our boundary at St. Pere's Dome.

5. The pronosed road would expedite the building of the proposed
patrol cabin,

Against the Provosal

1. The proposed road would open up a sacred area; break a promise.

2. If we yleld to the demand for easy travel to fires, we will
yvield to the demand for easy travel of all kinds into the area and
the little wilderness area we do have will become a back yard to
£illing stations.,

3. The road would open up the area to such an extent that-
more damegs would result from increasing numbers of fires than
now can be done by occasional large fires which might result from
difficult aecess,

4, Administrative conirol would be much more difflicult with
a road reaching the heads ot theee fishing streams than is now
the case with access rather difficult sven to the Upper Crossing of
Frijoles.

5. Such a road is costly to bulld and is not necessary to
proper protection,

6, If we carry the thing to its ultimate conclusion, light-
ning fires are a part of nature and have a place in a wilderness
area, 1t is repeatedly stated that wild life in the parks must
survive without artificial ald from man, Why not apply that
reasoning to the trees in so far as lightining is considered.
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o Ir I ramember corroctly, the policy of the National Park Sarvic.
in administering the Parks and Monuments is firstj protection, and
secondly; use., The ideal, of course, is to leave an arsa absolutely
undisturbed. This would mean that no one mow or ever would be
permitted to disturb it, But, one may ask, what is the use of having
such an area if no one is toiuse it for anything: . Immddiately some
one uses the area, it is bound to be distunhed and fio Ronger a virgin
wilderness., Some one has said - I don't remember where or who -

"An ideal is something toward which to work; it should not be a thing *

that keeps us from working™ I haven't much patience with the ideal

untouched and untouchable areaj for, unless we have a use for such

an area, why have 1t? Neither do I have any sym athy with the fellow

who wants mppe roads, mors areas opened up, more places made available

- tho throw trash and cigareéte butts and film wrappers and tin cans and
Kleanex, ‘

VWhat is the middle of the road course, then, that will aliow =
a maximum of protection and miximum of use. Protection implies
protection of the parks from fires, but if we want to lean to the
extrems point, fires are undoubtedly natural to some extent. Light-
ning fires undoubtedly burned over these hills thousands of years
before man ever set foot on this continent. 4An o0ld Taos Indian once
told me "Before the White man came to the mountains, bugs and disease
seldom killed the fopesjshsbavaasshwherhéhbupngatadbaeiedhdhérbesys,
a few (trees) died, and the gods seeing the dead trees sent the
lightning to set them a fire. The fire burned up the dead trees and
the bugs and no more trees were harmed for a long time"” XAn a pri=i-
tive area, then, we should put out only the fircs started by man?

Mnay who raise the greatest hue and cry about not opening up a
section for the people as a whale to see and enjoy are the ones who
would despoil it most. "Leave the place untouched except by us who

because of fortunate circumstance have plenty of leisure time to hire
guides and hawmses and can go into the place and stay. Don't let the
fellow whom fortune favors with only a short vacation have access to
the wilderness. He won't apprediate it as we dol "

Few of us would ever appreciate art if we never had the opportu-
ity of seeing it, or classical music if we were denied the privilege
of ever hearint it. The basis of use of an area should depend upon
use for human need and enrichment of life for ell, be they rich or
poor, gifted with unusual appreciation or only the capacity for it}

Sometimes I gm inclined teo believe that the more people we can

show our wildernesses to, the more they come %o aporeciate them; to

get the idea of protection end to cooperate in keeping them sacred.

It is usuqlly the fellow on his first trip to the mountains end our
parks who pulls great bunches of flowers, throws his trash everywhers,
leaves his fire unattended or throws his cigarette where it will

burn the trees and wildlife. As he sees more of the wilderness or
natural ares, he begins to eppreciate &t and will take increasingly
greater care to see that it is preserved. So I don't have much patience
with the Santa Fe purists who object to the development of the monument.
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.varyth:.ng ﬂhou.‘!.d bo 1.:1; as 1t was 50 mrs ngo are the ones who
rather tan get about in oxcarts as people did 50 years ago are the
ones who purchase the finest new cars and howl the loudest about the
roads to drive them on. The old way of life has passed in tanta Fe -
why should they demand that we take their child to wet nurse} Their
real objection is that they no longer may gut a ruin unrestrained,
picnic in a cave and use the old beams for their campfires (that's
the gossip regarding the Ceremonial Cave) and have the run of the
Canyon. It should be closed to others, by not building roads so the
"two weeks vacationist" can not get in, but not to them,

There - I've wanted to get that off my chest for a long time,
80 now for the road. I personally don't see the need for it and
don't want it. Every year for the past 8, one or more fires has been
casued by campers at the Upper Crossing Our largest fire (80C acres
in 1938) was caused by a careless camper at the Upper Crossing. Our _
largest fire this year was caused by a campser lesmuwing his fire unattended
at that place. The road doesn't even go into the canyon now. Imagine
the numbers of fires we would have if we put the prososed road into
Frijoles, Alamo and Capulin Canyons.

Aside.from the added danger of fire, the proposed road irto
this area would certainly increase the difficulty of administrative
control. I believe that a road down Capulin Canyon fram the Forest
Service road into the Zan iguel Lookout could be locked and bept
under control, but sontrol of a road from the Upper Crossing would
be an impossibility withour present crop of personmsel.

>uch a road is not only going to be very costly to build, but
will be extremely costly to maintain. ¥Kram past experience, 1t seems
that money will be grsnted to build almost anything one suggests,
but 1t is slmost impossible to justify more personnel and money for
mitntenance of these costly projects. Maybe I'm wrong, but 1'm agin-!*
the proposed road unless I can see more personnel to take care of the
increased administration and maintenance the construction of the
road would entail.

With the exception noted agove, I beli:ve the plan to be valid
and workabdd. I particularly like the suggest.on of the patrol cabin
and stabilization of the treils.

Respectfully,

Chester A, Thomas
Acting Custodian
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