Route 1, Box 33
Santa Fe, N. M.

17 August 1959

The Editor
The Santa Fe New Mexican

Dear Sir:

I read with interest Mr. Spurrierts answer to Mr. Young!s
letter in The New Mexican on the subject of the disposition of public
landse Mr. Spurrier reproaches Mre Young for not being informed on
the subject. Neither of them dealt with the matter on the basis of
information, but rather from the point of view of opinion and belief.

Mr. Young believes in continuing federal administration of

the public lands, whereas Mro Spurrier thinks that the interest of the

people would be better served by turning them over to the State of
New Mexico, or selling them to private individuals at their appraised
value. He does not say, however, who is to appraise them or on what

basis the appraisalwill be conducted. these are difficulties not
easy to resolve zs is evident from the mxRFsmddoemdicdommedifferences of

opinion that arise in condemnation proceedings.

It is only Mre. Spurrierts opinion that the transaction will be fa
But it is doubtful that the interest of all the people can be delivered
at any price into the hands of an individuel. DMre Young epperently feels
that it cannot and in this I agree with him.

Contrary to Mr. Spur:ierts optimism that the public rights in
recreation, hunting and fiching can be protected én the transfered land
It is unlikely that private owners would long countenance keeping their
property open for public recreation. As Mr, Spurrier has already changed

the word right to privilege so private owners would soon proceed toward
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further restrictions. bthe history of private lend owmership has not
been one of continuing public accesse
As for the revemme of 374% from Federal Iend to the Stete

of New Mexico I wonder whether a tax of this amount would be possible
on a private operation, The Forest Service policy is one of multipke
use of the Nationel Forests, vhich includes, besides recreation, grazing,
lumbering and mineral resource developrent. <Ihese activities when privetely
conducted under leases for profit are taxable.

It is my opinion that contimed Federal administration
of public lands serves the interests of all the people, not just
the people of New Mexico, k= more equitcblEzy than would state

administration or private owmershipe




Route 1, Box 33, Santa Fey Il M,

17 August 1959

The Editor
The New Mexiean
Santa Fe, N, M.

Dear Sirs

I read with interest Mr Spurrier's answer to Mre Young's letter in
The New Mexlean on the subject of the disposition of public lands, Mre Spuwrrier
reproachog Mre Young for being wminformed on the subjects HNelther of them
dealt with the motter on a basis of informetion, but rather from the point of
view of opinion and belief,

¥ry Young believes in contimuing federsl administration of the public
lands, vhereas Mre Spurrier thinks that the interest if the people would be better
served by turring them over to the State to New Mexlco, or selling them to private
individuals at their sppraised value, He coes not soy, howevery vho is to appraise
them or on whet basis the appraisal will be conducted, these are difficulties
hot eagy to resolve as is evident from the differences of opinion that arise in
condermation proceedings, It is only Mre Spurrierts opinion that the transaction
will be fair, But it is doubtful that the interest of all the people can be
delivered ot any price into the hands of en individual, Mre Young apparently
feels that it cenmot and in this I agree with him, o
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Ls for the reveme of 374 from Federal Iand to the State of lew Mexico
I wonder vhether a tex of this amount would be possilile on o private operation,
The Forest Sexrvice policy is one of multiple use of the Netional Forests, which
includes, besides recreation, grazing, lumbering and mineral resource development,
Theso sctivities uhen privetely conducted under leases for profit are taxshile.

It is ;y opinion that contimied federal edminigtration of public lends
best serves the interests of all the people, rot just the pecple of liew Mexico,
than would state administration or private ownershipe

Yours truly,

Eliot Porter
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