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SPECIAL EDITION ON BINGAMAN'S WILDERNESS BILL

Today Senator Bingaman will present his Wildernessill, S. 1024, to the Subcommittee on
Public Lands and Forests. This legislation would dggnate as Wilderness over 240,000
acres on or near our border with Mexico.

Since most folks don't have the opportunity to tedfly or to meet with the Senator, we put
out a few emails and asked folks for their commentd he response was overwhelming.

There's no way | could post them all, so I've triedo eliminate duplicates (although Border
Security is mentioned by almost everyone) and empbae comments from Dona Ana
County or its environs, or from those who have expeence with border issues. Plus I've just
run out of time.

What follows are sometimes edited comments, plus &epts from letters opposing S. 1024
sent to the Subcommittee by the National Associatioof Former Border Patrol Officers,
the Dona Ana County Sheriff, the Greater Las Cruce€hamber of Commerce and the
Dona Ana Soil & Water Conservation District.

My family has been called the “First family of Wdthess” because they were the first family in
the nation evicted from federal wilderness. | atd that their mistreatment is the reason that
grazing language was inserted into the Wildernedts What am | supposed to believe? Is it Mr.
Bingaman’s word that grazing will continue in hisrer bill, or is it what the government did to
my family?..Mayci McKindree Lee, 14 year old, seventh generattoNew Mexican ranching
descendent and great-great-great-great granddaught®f pioneer Gila wilderness rancher,
Peter McKindree Shelley

My Dear Senator; Please listen to the voices cfaer@and common sense! Securing the NM
Border is a top priority. The designation of aduhtl Federal protected land will only make it
harder for law enforcement to monitor the increas#@dinal activity on the NM Border.
Concentrate on job creation not a legacy of crgatast stretches of land designated for
Wilderness. William Mattiace, Former Mayor, City of Las Cruces, NM



| am opposed to S1024 because it ignores the BLUNwiess studies conducted pursuant to
FLPMA. The Las Uvas WSA and the Robledos WSA wetmil not suitable for Wilderness
designation. The Broad Canyon area between thas&\#&As was found to have insufficient
wilderness characteristics to warrant WSA desigmadind further study. These three areas
included in S1024 for permanent Wilderness designatre major Rio Grande watersheds that
contribute to frequent downstream flooding. Theyehbeen identified as probable non-point
sources of e coli bacterial contamination of tiveriduring storm event runoff. Experts
associated with the Paso del Norte Watershed Cloamecstudying the feasibility of designing
and constructing series of small drainage reterdmrnces throughout the watershed in lieu of
traditional large earthen dams to mitigate botbdiog and bacterial contamination. These
innovative practices would not be allowed underdéfihess designationTom Mobley,
Rancher

The National Association of Former Border Patrdii€@frs is opposed to S. 1024. This
legislation seeks to create 242,000 acres of wikkes designations on or near our border with
Mexico and deny all but the most minimal use of oniaed vehicles, even for routine patrol.
Prohibition against the use of mechanical equipmalhtonsequently prevent the deployment
of mobile surveillance systems, remote camerastrel@c detection devices and other tools
critical to maintaining operational control of theea in question. Approval will restrict
unfettered access to Border Patrol Agents and éagilpment to a strip of land only five miles
wide from the border. By Federal statute the BoRtgrol has the right to enter private property
within twenty-five miles of the border and we fiitcastonishing that Congress would choose to
limit this to five miles on Federal propertyLetter to Subcommittee Chairman Wyden from
Kent Lundgren, Chairman, National Association of Femer Border Patrol Officers

| am against S.1024. If the Potrillos are made evibgss, the Lazy E will become the doormat
from Mexico. My home will be signpost on the tradrth. Reckon these senators will request
armed guards when they want to have supper witii.me@onard Goad, Ranch Foreman,
Butterfield Trail Ranch

While | agree we should ensure the lands definegkmator Bingaman's Wilderness Bill should
never be developed, | strongly feel the Wilderrdessignation is too restrictive jeopardizing
Border Security, public safety and flood controkafrounding population centers, and
meaningful public access. These lands can be peotét more reasonable and less restrictive
ways...Tom Hutchinson, Restaurant Owner, former Chair, Greater Las Cruces Chamber

of Commerce

| am opposed to Senate Bill 1024 because of mypatknowledge of and field experience

with the rangeland of southern Dona Ana county, Wésxico. This area needs ecosystem

inputs to mitigate woody plant encroachment ocagron these rangelands. Active management
inputs are functionally not allowed under wildermégsignation. S. 1024 relegates these lands to
a future of continual grassland degradation, sqgibsure and erosion, resulting in a deteriorated
watershed and a downward spiral in rangeland healthris Allison, Dept. Head, Ext. Animal

Sci. & Nat. Res., NMSU



The federal government has been derelict in itsiitional mandate to protect the borders of
the United States. S1024 is reckless and irresplenigigislation which will further jeopardize
our national security. There is already evidenckuhan and drug smuggling in the prescribed
area (which does not meet the criteria of the Wildss Act of 1964), and a wilderness
designation will guarantee an increase in illegaivity which endangers public safety. This
administration and Congress cannot be trusted norhany MOUSs or promises to law
enforcement; therefore, | urge you to defeat S10€4rol P. Richardson,Retired School
Teacher

As the duly elected Sheriff of Dona Ana County, Néexico, | write in opposition to S. 1024
which would designate over 240,000 acres as Witksin southern New Mexico. The
Wilderness Act of 1964 prohibits the use of motedizehicles, mechanical devices and
structures in all Wilderness areas. Such prohimtiwould stymie my department’s efforts to
protect the public safety. Furthermore, given #gent problems of drug and human trafficking
from Mexico, it would seem the height of folly ttape such restrictions on law enforcement in
this border area.Letter to Subcommittee Chairman Wyden from Todd Garison, Dona

Ana County Sheriff

| am opposed to S. 1024 because it will causeabe df access to wilderness areas by all
segments of the population, greatly hamper effoytthe Border Patrol and law enforcement to
carry out their missions, impose severe limitsamching and grazing operations, severely limit
recreational opportunities, endanger sensible flmwdrol projects, cause severe restrictions on
firefighting and search and rescue operations,gaedtly limit potential future growth
opportunities on federal land. The areas that evpgsed to be wilderness do not qualify as
wilderness due to the historical use of, and actgsbese allotments. The major proponents of
this bill are those that oppose free enterprisd,saek to greatly reduce, if not nearly eliminate
any private or public use of federal lands. Thatiésrly not a sensible, prudent approach to land
management, in this time of severe economic ansiddwide, and less and less U.S. access to
resources in an increasingly hostile world. If e @ survive as a nation, we must protect our
borders from foreign, illegal encroachment, andedigy the natural resources we possess in this
country..Phil Harvey, Jr., Mesilla Business Owner

| am strongly opposed to S.1024 for many reasoictyding the fact that it would create
Wilderness in two Wilderness Study Areas totalibgwt 30,000 acres which Interior Dept.
determined are lacking in Wilderness charactegsiiod recommended they be returned to
multiple use status (the Las Uvas and Robledo Monstareas). In addition, S.1024 would
create Wilderness in two areas which Interior Dsputdied and left in multiple use status, also
totaling about 30,000 acres, again due to lack id&khess characteristics (the E. Potrillo
Mountains and Broad Canyon areas). S.1024 wouldideghese realistic conclusions of the
Interior Dept. drawn after studying the areas foygars, from 1976 to 1991, and would ignore
the strong opposition of the real stakeholdershWibre than 100 million acres of Wilderness
already created, why is Senator Bingaman so detedhto ignore his Dona Ana County
constituents and force S.1024 on us with stagedvitise hearings falsely claiming broad
community support? We deserve better! Please stfj2& from moving forward.T.om

Cooper, Rancher



Taking the word “wilderness” out of the title 0fl824, does not change the fact that this bill is a
wilderness bill that is attempting to create arstare lands to wilderness characteristics. This

bill is an insult to Wilderness Act of 1964. Wilaess areas are supposed to be already pristine
and untouched by man. This bill completely igndhesvery basic fact that most of the 242,000
acres in your bill were carefully and professiopatiudied by unbiased professionals and
declared as unfit for the designation as wildernBss, you know that and do not care. This bill
and your one sided “hearing” is just catering t® ¢ineen gangsters that do not care one bit about
the security of our borders, our economy, and watose all of our precious public lands to
most Americans. Hopefully, this perversion of thédétness Act will be stopped in the House

of Representatives. Please retire eafyred Huff, Outdoor Recreation

The Greater Las Cruces, NM Chamber of Commercegsepting approximately 1,000
businesses, has strongly opposed Senator Bingamforss to designate our community’s lands
as “Wilderness” in the former S. 1689 and now itgent reincarnation of S. 1024...Until
Senator Bingaman can answer our concerns regattudsg important issues, we stand in strong
in opposition to S. 1024 Letter to Subcommittee Chairman Wyden from John Hunmer,
Government Affairs, Greater Las Cruces Chamber of @mmerce

| am opposed to the wilderness bill S.1024 bectuséill as written does not allow for routine
access by law enforcement personnel. The proposedrmess areas on the border will become
safe sanctuaries for human and drug smugglers Hrarcement Officers in Dona Ana County
face many problems in carrying out their duties mdave another unnecessary law forced on
them will be devastatingLeeAnn Evans, Spouse of former law enforcement enplee

| am opposed to S.1024 because of the severectists it places on law enforcement efforts
and the negative impact it will have on border sig@or our community. | am also opposed to
this legislation because of the severe restrictmnaccess to the areas involved, and because of
the harmful restrictions placed on the ranchersdparate in these areagodi Denning Horse
Owner/Breeder

Senator Jeff Bingaman's bill S-1024 is a furthereggoment intrusion into the rights of all
citizens by depriving them access to areas covgyetis unacceptable bill. It is a "land grab”
and would be very detrimental to our state andnatiMary C. Fuller, businesswoman

| am opposed to S. 1029 because it's unnecess#rg &mnd is already protected and further
restricting it and depriving it's routine use talanforcement is contrary to border security.
Also, as one who uses some of this area for reoreahd exploring, I'm concerned that if |
should fall or encounter some other catastrophengocan come to my aid except on foot or
horseback. It is a bad and short sighted bill witH'up side.'W.J Haynes, Sportsmen



The addition of more Wilderness land designatiamsonear the border between the United
States and Mexico is one of the most ill conceideds that Congress will ever be asked to
consider. What could possibly be the rational feaively legislate away the lawful presence of
the Border Patrol and all other law enforcemennaggs to the extent that they are denied all but
the most insignificant access to areas so critectthe defense of our national security and the
health and safety of our citizens. Passage intalatis proposed legislation is not in the best
interests of our national security and must be spddy all legitimate meansGene Wood,
Border Patrol Chief Patrol Agent (Ret.), Trustee ofthe National Border Patrol Museum,

Dona Ana County Resident

Senator, close to 85% of Dona Ana County and tlssribt is federal land under the
management of the Bureau of Land Management. TheLRio Grande Watershed includes all
lands that drain into the Rio Grande from Cabalioto the Texas state line near El Paso, TX,
the majority of which are federal lands. Our condsrabout access. Your Senate Bill 1024 will
eliminate the District’s access to key areas of Watershed to perform any watershed
restoration projects aimed at improving watershealth and/or providing for effective
stormwater management to preserve our natural res®and provide for the safety and welfare
of our public and property.Letter to Subcommittee Chairman Wyden from Joe De,
Chairman, Dona Ana County Soil & Water ConservationDistrict

| am opposed to S.1024 because it will become arsuighway for illegal entry into the USA
and deny access to the Border Patrol and otheetd@rcement. This area will become another
Organ Pipes Cactus National Monument as in Ariz&egondly, | am a sportsman and hunter.
My access to prime quail area would be deni€atrick Dunnahoo

The membership and Board of the Las Cruces T.EaftyRDofia Ana County) stand firmly in
opposition to passage of S.1024. We believe thebmesrof organizations, businesses, and
individuals opposed to the legislation greatly amtber those in favor of the legislation, many
of whom are not even residents of Dofia Ana Coudty.members are greatly concerned about
the impacts of S.1024 including loss of accesdyamer security, on our ranching community,
on health of the land, and on recreational oppdras, flood control, and beneficial use of flood
waters. S.1024 is seen by our members and by tizerts as potentially extremely detrimental
to our community and our agricultural heritage. &g& that the legislation be withdrawn from
any further considerationDebra White, President, Las Cruces T.E.A. Party

| am opposed to S1024 because it is not widely eueg@ by the citizens. The government
controls too much land in Dona Ana county alreddhe bill will put too much pressure on our
farmland for future growth and the land in questi@eds to be accessible for multiple uses.
Martin Porter, business owner



| am vehemently opposed to S1024. This bill has lpeeshed by our two Senators in an attempt
to confiscate public land and take it out of owale There are a number of reasons to not make
this a Wilderness area: 1) The southern bordersyeele protected from those who want to
enter our country illegally. 2) The area needsdortade available to companies and private
enterprise that can make use of the resourcesrarglrevenue into the state treasury . 3) The
federal government already has confiscated too mticar state. 4) The way of life of those
living in the area needs to be protected over thmals and plants that live there.

5) The politicians need to listen to the citizehghis area who have repeatedly said they don't
want this to be a wilderness and are happy wittptesent disposition of the land as a managed
area. These are only a few of the reasons thabithghould be tabled. |, as a long time New
Mexico resident, am greatly offended by SenatogBman 's " my way or the highway”
attitude.".. Scott LaFon, TorC

| am opposed to S.1024, as it will be putting cations security at risk, If wilderness
designation is implemented in southern Dona AnanBoalong the US New Mexico border, we
then may be facing the same devastation as soulftieaona. More jeopardy & expense for our
citizens..Brenda Allen, Rancher, Realtor

S.1024 is the same bill as the original Wilderrigdisvith only minor changes. New Mexicans
in the majority rejected S.1689 despite Bingamah@dall's claims otherwise. It's a travesty
that we in NM must fight again against a bill thall shut us out of land that for the most part
doesn't even meet the criteria for Wilderness. fidwe bill does not address border security and
therefore will create a brand new Drug Corridortfoer Southwest.Betty Russell, Business
Owner

I’'m opposed to S.1024 simply because it ranks braadd national security below the desire to
preserve public lands too near the border. Areasevthe Border Patrol cannot have free access
do NOT belong ANYWHERE near our border€laude E. Guyant, retired US Border Patrol
Agent, former Immigration Attache, Central & South America, Dona Ana County

Resident.

| write in opposition to S.1024 which would liméw enforcement of the New Mexico/Mexico
border, lock up natural resources, and shut dowasacto public land Crystal Diamond,
Sierra Soil & Water Conservation District Supervisa

As the wife of a Potrillo corridor rancher, bordeftderness scares me to death. Think of the
implications of that . . . why does any Americanééo fear the actions of his or her
government? | am against S.1024Kathy Wilmeth, wife of Potrillo Mountain corridor
rancher, Steve Wilmeth.



S.1024 is very much a concern to all of us who nskeing on or near the border. The more we
learn about Arizona, the more alarmed we becomardatg prospects of violence on ALL
expanses of federal lands that limit full and uneniered access by Border Patrol. At this time,
ALL plans for federal lands status changes in HjdalLuna, and Dona Ana Counties, New
Mexico must be put on hold. This is a matter oforadl security and we ask that you consider
the dangerous situation in which we find ourselve®valt Anderson, Rancher, Hidalgo Soil

& Water Conservation District

And our friends in Arizona issue a warning.

My beloved southeast Arizona homeland has beensthtead by federal government policy
starting with the designation of federal WilderneSsnator Bingaman's S.1024 will only hasten
the expansion of the same smuggling corridorswieahow have in Arizona. Wake up
Congress!.Joe Dreyfuss, Tucson area businessman and talk shdwst

A wilderness area on the US - Mexico border isteelgoke. There is no way the United States
government can protect the supposed wildernesevaliland along the border when the
countryside is overrun with illegal aliens and damgugglers. We have the Pajarita Wilderness
Area just west of Nogales. The area is covered Wgbal immigrant trails, empty water bottles,
discarded backpacks, and littered with spent autiocmeapon bullet shells. At the end of last
May illegal aliens started what they claimed wadiatress fire" which burned most of the
wilderness area to ashes. Wilderness Areas impamgisg our border. No new roads can be
constructed, the fence cannot be completed, andeB®atrol access is limited to horseback and
foot travel. Wilderness areas are open doors h#dJS for illegal aliens and drug smugglers.
Large areas of federal-managed lands are damageckeaslt of putting protecting alleged
wilderness areas ahead of protecting national ggclihose who advocate wilderness areas at
the border are really opposing protecting naticealrity from the Mexican drug cartel$iugh
Holub, an attorney who blogs at the Tucson Citizemewspaper.

Posted by Frank DuBois 4149 AM



