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Why the Difference??

The Federal Fault Line

State. Mor, e

George Sutherland
U.S. Supreme Court
Justice

1921

Property

“Man—has three great rights ... the right
to his life, the right to his liberty, the right
to his property. ... The three rights are so
bound together as to be essentially one
right. To give a man his life, but deny him
his liberty, is to take from him all that
makes his life worth living. To give him
his liberty, but take from him the
which is the fruit and badge of
is to still leave him a slave?

P ar) -

“Where socialized
ownership of land is
concerned, only the
USSR and China

John _Am::Qm Galbraith OQ: O_m_ 5 X
Economist company with the
United States.”




Presentation date 10-10-2014

U.S. Constitution Article IV, Section 3 — New
States

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and
make all needful rules and regulations respecting
the Territory or other property belonging to the
United States; and nothing in this Constitution
shall be so construed as to prejudice any claims
of the United States, or of any particular State.

Why Did the Federal Government Ever Own Any
Public b.u:&m in the First Place?

BRITISH
NOATH AMERICA
(CANADA)

Madison Debates
Tuesday, August 30, 1787
In Convention
Mr. WILSON ... There was nothing in the Constitution affecting one way or the other
he claims of the U. S. & it was best to insert nothing leaving every thing on that
litigated subject in statu quo.

Mr. MADISON ... He thought it best on the whole to be silent on the subject. He
did not view the proviso of Mr. Carrol as dangerous; but to make it neutral & fair, it ought
to go farther & declare that the claims of particular States also should not be
affected.

Mr. CARROL withdrew his motion and moved the following. "Nothing in this
Constitution shall be construed to alter the claims of the U. S. or of the individual
States to the Western territory, ...."

Mr. Govr. MORRIS moved to postpone this in order to take up the following.

*The Legislature shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the U. States; and
:o:.._:m in this constitution contained, shall be so construed as to prejudice any

s either of the U. S. or of any um_.zo:_m_. m-m»u -._.zm vom.uo:man agd. to nem.

From the Journals of the Continental Congress, Tuesday, October
10, 1780, pages 915-16:

“Resolved, That the unappropriated lands that may be ceded or
relinquished to the United States, by any particular states, . . . shall

be disposed of for the common benefit of the United States, and be
settled and formed into distinct republican states, which shall
become members of the federal union, and have the same rights of
sovereignty, freedom and independence, as the other states . ..
That the said lands shall be granted and settled at such times and
under such regulations as shall hereafter be agreed on by the
United States in Congress assembled.”
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By the United States in Congress assembled.
April 23,1784

Resolved, that so much of the territory ceded, or to be ceded by
individual states, to the United States ... shall be divided into
distinct states in the following manner ...

“THIRD. That they in no case shall interfere with the prima
isposal of the sojl by the United States in Congress assembled; nor
with the ordinances and regulations which Congress may find
necessary for securing the title in such soil to the bona fide
purchasers.

That ... such state shall be admitted by its delegates into the
_ Congress of the United States, on an equal footing with the said
__ original states ...” .

July 13, 1787, An Ordinance for the Government of the
Territory of the United States, North-West of the River Ohio
(Northwest Ordinance)

“... to provide also for the establishment of States,... and for
their admission to a share in the federal councils on an
equal footing with the original States ...

... The legislatures of those ... new States, shall never
interfere with the primary disposal of the soil by the
United States in Congress assembled, nor with any
regulations Congress may find necessary for securing the
title in such soil to the bona fide purchasers ...”

U.S. Constitution Article IV, Section 3 — New
States

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and
make all needful rules and regulations respecting
the Territory or other property belonging to the
United States; and nothing in this Constitution
shall be so construed as to prejudice any claims
of the United States, or of any particular State.

lands to the States.”

(13

... it is the real interest of each and all the States in
the Union, and particularly of the new States, that
the price of these lands shall be reduced and
graduated, and that after they have been offered for a
certain number of years the refuse remaining

President
Andrew Jackson

unsold shall be abandoned to the States and the  1767-1845

machinery of our land system entirely withdrawn.
It can not be supposed the compacts intended that
the United States should retain forever a title to
lands within the States which are of no value, and
no doubt is entertained that the general interest
would be best promoted by surrendering such
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20th Congress, 1st Session, House of Reps., Rep. No. 125, Graduate Price of Public Lands,
February 5, 1828
The Commiittee on the Public Lands REPORT:

If these lands are to be withheld from sale, which is the effect of the present
system, in vain may the People of these States expect the advantages of well settled
neighborhoods, S0 essential to the education of youth, and to the pleasures of

social intercourse, and the advantages of religious instruction. Those States will, for many
generations, without some change, be retarded in endeavors to increase their comfort and wealth,

by means of works of internal improvements, because they have not the power,

incident to all sovereign States, of taxing the soil, to pay for the benefits
conferred upon its owner by roads and canals.

When these States stipulated not to tax the lands of the United States until they were sold,
they rested upon the implied engagement of Congress to cause
them to be sold, within a reasonable time. No just equivalent has been given

those States for a Surrender of an attribute of sovereignty soimportant to their
welfare, and to an equal standing with the original States.

20th Congress No. 726. 2d Session

APPLICATION OF MISSOURI FOR A CHANGE IN THE SYSTEM OF DISPOSING
OF THE PUBLIC LANDS.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE JANUARY 26, 1829.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States:

The memorial of the general assembly of the State of Missouri respectfully showeth:
That the system of disposing of the public lands of the United States now pursued is
highly injurious, in many respects, to the States in which those lands lie, . . . with the
present condition of the western States. But the general assembly will state that a

perseverance in the present system manifestly appears to them to be ... an
infringement of the compact between the United States and this

State; and that the State of Missouri never could have been brought to consent not to
tax the lands of the United States whilst unsold; and not to tax the lands sold until five
years thereafter, if it had been understood by the contracting parties that a system was to
. .._un pursued which io:E prevent =:.n.8==_m of those lands from ever becoming the

A Union of States

“This Union’ was and is a union of
States, equal in power, dignity and
authority, each competent to exert that
residuum of sovereignty not delegated to
the United States by the Constitution
itself.” Coyle v. Smith, 221 U.S. 559, 565

(1911)

Article IV
Power to Create “States

“The power of Congress in respect to the admission of
new states is found in the 3d section of the 4th article
of the Constitution. That provision is that, ‘new States
may be admitted by the Congress into this Union.’
The only expressed restriction upon this power is that,
‘no new state shall be formed within the jurisdiction of
any other state, nor by the junction of two or more
states, or parts of states, without the consent of such
states, as well as of the Congress.” Coyle v. Smith,
221 U.S. 559 (1911)
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Article IV
Power to Create “States”

“But what is this power? It is not to

admit political organizations which are
less or greater, or different in dignity or
power, from those political entities which
constitute the Union. It is a ‘power to
admit states.” Coyle v. Smith, 221 U.S.
559 (1911)

Article IV
Power to Create “States”

“The definition of ‘a state’ is found in
the powers possessed by the original
states which adopted

the Constitution, -- a definition
emphasized by the terms employed in
all subsequent acts of Congress
admitting new states into the Union.”
Coyle v. Smith, 221 U.S. 559 (1911)

Article IV
Power to Create “States”

“The first two [new] states admitted into the Union
[under the Constitution] were the states of Vermont
[No. 14] and Kentucky [No. 15], one as of March 4,
1791, and the other as of June 1, 1792. No terms
or conditions were exacted from either. Each
act declares that the state is admitted ‘as a new
and entire member of the United States of
America....” Coyle v. Smith, 221 U.S. 559 (1911)

Article |V
Power to Create “States”

“Emphatic and significant as is the phrase: admitted as ‘an
entire member,’” even stronger was the declaration upon the
admission of Tennessee [No. 16] as the third new state on 1
June 1796, it being declared to be ‘one of the United
States of America,’ ‘on an equal footing with the
original states in all respects whatsoever,’ --
phraseology which has ever since been substantially
followed in admission acts, concluding with the Oklahoma act
[of 16 November 1907], which declares that Oklahoma shall be
admitted ‘on an equal footing with the original states’.” Coyle v.
Smith, 221 U.S. 559 (1911)
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Federal Government Holds
Public Lands “In Trust” for the
States

The federal government holds territorial lands
“in trust for the several states to be ultimately
created out of the territory." (Shively v.
Bowlby, 1894)

Federal Govt is Duty-Bound to
“Execute These Trusts”

"Whenever [i.e. once] the United States shall
have fully executed these trusts, the municipal
sovereignty of the new states will be complete,
throughout their respective borders, and they,
and the original states, will be upon an equal
footing, in all respects whatever.” Pollard v.
.Hagan, (1845)

Federal Govt Holds Public Lands for
“Temporary Purposes” to “Execute
The Trusts”

“. . . the United States never held any municipal
sovereignty, jurisdiction or right of soil in and for
the territory ... of the new States ... except for
temporary purposes, and to execute the
trusts created by the acts of the Virginia and
Georgia Legislatures, and the deeds of cession
executed by them to the United States, and the trust
created by the treaty with the French Republic of the
. 30th of April, 1803, ceding Louisiana.” Pollard v.

“Public Lands”

"[tihe words ‘public lands’ are habitually
used in our legislation to describe such as
are subject to sale or other disposal
under general laws." Barker v. Harvey,

181 U.S. 481, 490 (1901).
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Why the Difference??

0% The Federal Fault Line
\ess HJUM 5:050
- A

“Your Land is
Arid/Rugged”
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Myth #2

“You Didn’t Want Your Lands”

(“forever disclaim all right and title”)

Forever Disclaim All Right and Title ...?

“that the people inhabiting the said territory do agree
and declare that they forever disclaim all right or title to
the waste or unappropriated lands lying within the said
territory, and that the same shall be and remain at the
sole and entire disposition of the United States...”

LOUISIANA
4.6% PUBLIC LANDS

Forever Disclaim All Right and Title ...?

“that the people inhabiting the said territory, do agree
and declare that they forever disclaim all right and title
to the waste or unappropriated lands lying within the
said territory; and that the same shall be and remain at
the sole and entire disposition of the United States...”

ALABAMA
2.7% PUBLIC LANDS

Forever Disclaim All Right and Title ...?

“That the people inhabiting said territory do agree and
declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to
the unappropriated public lands lying within said
territory, and that the same shall be and remain at the
sole and entire disposition of the United States, and that
... no taxes shall be imposed by said state on lands or
property therein belonging to or which may hereafter
be purchased by the United States.”
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Forever Disclaim All Right and Title ...?

“That the people inhabiting said proposed States do
agree and declare that they forever disclaim all right
and title to the unappropriated public lands lying
within the boundaries thereof, ... and that until the title
thereto shall have been extinguished by the United
States, the same shall be and remain subject to the
disposition of the United States, and ... no taxes shall
be imposed by the States on lands or property therein
belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by
the United States or reserved for its use;”

NORTH DAKOTA
(3.9%), SOUTH DAKOTA
(5.4%) PUBLIC LANDS
BUT ...
MONTANA (30%), WASHINGTON (30%) PUBLIC
LANDS

UNDER THE SAME ENABLING ACT

Forever Disclami All Right and Title ...?

Montana
30% Public Lands
27,000,000 acres

Montana’s Enabling Act
is not just the same language ...

It's Hr,_m Same Document as ND & SD!

5% of Proceeds SHALL be paid to MT

“That five per centum of the proceeds of the sales of
public lands lying within said States which shall be
sold by the United States subsequent to the admission
of said States into the Union, after deducting all the
expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to the
said States, to be used as a permanent fund, the interest

of which only shall be expended for the support of
common schools within said States, respectively.” --

~ Montana, Washington, North Dakota, South Dakota Enabling Act of
1889 §13




REWETT

Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959
<20% Federally Controllied Today

“Hawaii is herby declared to be a State of “Alaska is hereby declared to be a State
the United States of America, is declared

admitted into the Union on
an equal footing with the
other States in all respects

whatever," Sec. 1 Hawail Enabling
Act, Aug. 21, 1959

Why the Difference?

Alaska
Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

>62% Federally Controlled Today

of the United States of America, is
deciared admitted into the
Union on an equal footing
with the other States in all

respects whatever. — Sec. 1
Alaska Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

Hawaii

Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959
<20% Federally Controlied Today

“The United States grants to the
State of Hawaii, effective upon its
admission into the union, the
United States’ title to all the
public lands and other public
property, and to all lands defined as
‘available lands’. .. title to which is
held by the United States
immediately prior to its admission
into the Union."— Sec. 5(b) Hawaii
Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959

Why the Difference?

Alaska
Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

>62% Federally Controlled Today

No Such Language.
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Hawaii

Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959
<20% Federally Controlled Today

“The Constitution of the State of Hawaii
shall always be republican in form and

shall not be repugnant to the
Constitution of the United
States and the principles of the

Declaration of Independence.”
- Sec. 3 Hawaii Enabling Act, Aug. 21,
. 1959

Why the Difference?

Alaska
Enabling Act, July 7, 1958
>62% Federally Controlled Today

“The Constitution of the State of Alaska
shall always be republican in form and

shall not be repugnant to the
Constitution of the United States
and the principles of the

Declaration of Independence.”-
Sec. 3 Alaska Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

Hawaii

Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959
<20% Federally Controlied Today

“As used in this Act, the term... public
lands and other public properties’
means and is limited to, the
lands and properties that were
ceded to the United States by
the Republic of Hawaii under the
joint resolution of annexation
approved July 7, 1898...or that have
been acquired in exchange for lands or
propertias so ceded.”— Sec. 5(g) Hawalii
Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959

Why the Difference?

Alaska
Enabling Act, July 7, 1958
>62% Federally Controlled Today

No Such Language.

10
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Hawaii
Joint Resolution of Annexation, 1898
<20% Federally Controlled Today

Joint Resolution of Annexation of HI:
“Whereas, the Government of the Republic of
Hawaii having, in due form, signified its
consent, to cede absolutely and without
reserve to the United States of America, all
rights of sovereignty whatsoever kind in
and over the Hawalian Islands and their
dependencies, and also to cede and
transfer to the United States, the
absolute fee and ownership of all
public, Government, or Crown
lands, public buildings or edifices, ports,

. harbors, military equipment, and all other

public property of every kind and
description.”— Joint Resolution of
Annexation, July 7, 1898

Why the Difference?

| Alaska

_ Enabling Act, July 7, 1958
>62% Federally Controtled Today
“As a compact with the United States said
State and its people do agree and
declare that they forever disclaim
all right and title to any lands or
other property not granted or
confirmed to the State or its political
subdivisions by or under the authority of this
Act,...that all such lands or other property,
belonging to the United States,... shall be
and remain under the absolute jurisdiction
and control of the United States until
disposed of under its authority...”
— Sec. 4 Alaska Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

Why the Difference?

Hawaii

Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959
~20% Federally Controlled Today

“Within five years from the date Hawali is
admitted into the Union, each Federal
agency having control over any fand or
property that is retained by the United
States...shall report to the President
the facts regarding its continued

need for such land or properly, and if
the President determines that the land or
property is no longer needed by the United
States it shall be conveyed to the State of
Hawaii."— Section 5(e) Hawail Enabling Act,
Aug. 21, 1959

Alaska
Enabling Act, July 7, 1958
~62% Federally Controlled Today

“For the purpose of furthering the development of
and expansion of communities, the State of
Alaska is hereby granted and shall be entitied to
selact, within twenty-five years after the date of
admission of the State of Alaska into the Union,
from lands within national forests in Alaska which
are vacant and unappropriated at the time of their
selection not to exceed four hundred thousand
acres of land, and from other pubiic lands...not to
exceed another four hundred thousand acres of
land, all of which shall be adjacent to established
communities or suitable for prospective
community centers and recreational areas. —
Sac. 6, Alaska Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

Why the Difference?

Hawaii

Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1959
~20% Federally Controlled Today

“The lands granted to the State of
Hawaii...and public lands retained by the
United States and Jater conveyed to the
State...together with the proceeds from the
sale or other disposition of any such lands
and the income therefrom, shall be held
by said State as a public trust for

the support of the public schools and
other public educational institutions, for the
betterment of the conditions of native
Hawaiians,...for the development of farm
and home ownership...and for the provision
of lands for public use.” - Sec. 5(f) Hawaii
Enabling Act, Aug. 21, 1859

Alaska
Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

~62% Federally Controlled Today
“Five per centum of the proceeds of
the sale of public lands lying within
said State which shall be sold by the
United States subsequent to the
admission of said State into the
Union,...shall be paid to said State to
be used for the support of the public
schools within said State.”- Sec. 8(f),
Alaska Enabling Act, July 7, 1958

11



Utah
66.5% Public Lands

“That the people inhabiting said proposed State do agree and
declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the
unappropriated public lands lying within the boundaries
thereof; ... and that until the title thereto shall have been
extinguished by the United States, the same shall be and
remain subject to the disposition of the United States,...”
~ Section 3, Utah Enabling Act, July 16, 1894

Presentation date 10-10-2014

Utah 66.5% Public Lands

“That five per centum of the proceeds of the sales of public

lands lying within said State, which shall be sold by the
United States subsequent to the admission of said State into the

Union, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall
be paid to the said State, to be used as a permanent fund,
the interest of which only shall be expended for the support

of the common schools within said State.” Section 9,
. Utah Enabling Act, July 16, 1894

The Promises are the Same!
So..why the difference?

Nebraska
Enabling Act, April 19, 1864
22% Federally Controlled in 1896
1% Federally Controlled Today

Nevada
Enabling Act, March 21, 1864
86% Federally Controlied in 1896
81% Federally Controlled Today

“That the people inhabiting said
territory do agree and declare that
they forever disclaim all right and
title to the unappropriated public
lands lying within said territory, and
that the same shall be and remain at
the sole and entire disposition of the
United States, and that ... no taxes
shall be Imposed by said state on
lands or property therein belonging
to or which may hereafter be
purchased by the United States.”
|Section 5, Third, Nebraska Enabling
Act, April 19, 1864

“That the people inhabiting said
territory do agree and declare that
they forever disclaim all right and
title to the unappropriated public
lands lying within said territory, and
that the same shall be and remain at
the sole and entire disposition of the
United States, and that ... no taxes
shall be imposed by said state on
lands or property therein belonging to
or which may hereafter be purchased
by, the United States.” Section 5,
Third, Nevada Enabling Act, March
21,1864

The Promises are the Same!
So...why the difference?

Nebraska
Enabling Act, April 19, 1864
22% Federally Controlled in 1896
1% Federally Controlled Today

Nevada
Enabling Act, March 21, 1864
| 86% Federally Controlled in 1896
| 81% Federally Controlled Today

“... declaring the state admitted
into the Union on an equal footing
with the original states, without any
[further action whatever on the part of|
congress.” Section 5, Nebraska
Enabling Act, April 19, 1864

into the Union on an equal footing
with the original states, without any|
[further action whatever on the part of |
congress.” Section 5, Nevada Enabling|
Act, March 21, 1864 (See also,
Section 1)

“That sections numbered sixteen
and thirty-six in every township, and
when such section have been sold or
otherwise dispased of by any act of
congress, other lands equivalent
thereto ... shall be, and are hereby,

of common schools.” Section 7,

INebraska Enabling Act, April 19,

1864

“That sections numbered sixteen |
and thirty-six in every township, and |
where such sections have been sold or _
otherwise disposed of by any act of
congress, other lands equivalent

thereto ... shall be, and are hereby,

granted to said state for the support |granted to said state for the support

of common schools.” Section 7,
Nevada Enabling Act, March 21, 1864

12
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The Promises are the Same!
So..why the difference?

Nebraska
Enabling Act, April 19, 1864
22% Federally Controlled in 1896
1% Federally Controlled Today

Nevada
Enabling Act, March 21, 1864
86% Federally Controlled in 1896
81% Federally Controlled Today

“That five per centum of the
proceeds of the sales of all public
lands lying within said state, which
have been or shall be sold by the
United States prior or subsequent to
the admission of said state into the
Union, after deducting all expenses
incident to the same, shall be paid to

“That five per centum of the
proceeds of the sales of all public
lands lying within said state, which
shall be sold by the United States
subsequent to the admission of said
state into the Union, after deducting
all expenses incident to the same,
shall be paid to the said state for

the said state for the support of the purpose of making and
common schools.” Section 12, improving public roads,
Nebraska Enabling Act, April 19, constructing ditches or canals, to
1864 effect a general system of

irrigation of the agricultural land
in the state, as the legislature shall
direct.” Section 12, Nevada Enabling
Act, March 21, 1864

Why the Difference??

“Every system is perfectly designed

to achieve the results that it gets.”

13



Does this sound familiar?

« The federal government is not disposing of our
public lands as it promised;

« We can’t tax the lands to adequately fund education;
«Our ability to grow our economy and create jobs is
stifled; and

«Ihe federal government is hoarding our abundant
minerals and natural resources.

Presentation date 10-10-2014

One Man...

One LEADER...
Refused To Be Silent or Take
“NO”
for an Answer

IL, MO, IN, AR, LA, AL, MS, Fl, were as much as 90% federally
controlled for decades ...

U.S. Senator
Thomas Hart Benton
(D-MO)

“... my election to the Senate of the United

States ... found me doing battle for an
ameliorated system of disposing of our public
lands; and with some success. I resolved to
move against the whole system ... I did soin a
bill, renewed annually for a long time; and in
speeches which had more effect upon the
public mind than upon the federal legislation

"

14
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U.S. Senator
Thomas Hart Benton
(D-MO)

“They were as a stepmother, instead of a natural
mother: and the federal government being sole
purchaser from foreign nations, and sole recipient
of Indian cessions, it became the

monopolizer of vacant lands of the
West: and this monopoly, like all monopolies

resulted in hardships to those upon whom it
acted.”

Thomas Hart Benton

“Few, or none of our public men, had raised
their voice against this hard policy before I
came into the national councils. My own was
soon raised there against it: and it is certain that
a great amelioration has taken place in our
federal land policy during my time: and that the
sentiment of Congress, and that of the public
generally, has become much more liberal in
land alienations; and is approximating towards
the beneficent systems of the rest of the world.”

U.S. Senator
Thomas Hart Benton
(D-MO)

“But the members in Congress from
the new States should not intermit their
exertions, nor vary their policy; and Should
fix their eyes steadily upon the

the federal title to all the lands within the

—_——

limits of their respective States ..

”

Thirty Years View, Thomas Hart Benton

Utah Senate Joint ZoBOLM_. No.4, 1915

SENATE JOINT MEMORIAL NUMBER FOUR.

A Memorial Asking for a Mors Liberat National Paticy in the Dispositien of
the Public Demain and Urging that the Natwal Resourers of the
Btate of Utah be Made Available lor Development

Ta the Presedent of the L'mited States, and to the Senale and House of
Representatives of the United Siates .n Congress Assembled

Those who own their homes constitote the strength aad power of
our government and the lope and promise of the republic.

Wa believe that the vestment of properiy rlich! € tNroapiy the npeny
atoe af fibera! poluies 18 the dispeaion af the pablis lands, bas been
fundamentally: sesponaible for the givath and development (i tha
Unilesl States whik 1 withnyt paraliel in the worli®s history,

The sml has yislded anr greatest wealth, and the farms bave con-
tributed loyal citizers, whose enduring 3! 1e the
bulwark of the nation

Rejoleing in the growth aod developeent, the power and prestige
of the older stales of the unioa, asd that their ad
was made poaible through the beneficient operation of a wise nnd most
Eraerons prublic land poiicy on the part of the govertmont, rpeaply
of Utah Virw will alaci anid uppeehession [Se Ralional tendasty ti
ward the surtallment of the farmer libecal jadficies in handliag the pustiz
dozam asd dispesing 50 the vatural reonrees, ns evidenced tn U5e Vil
Jand_withedrasals and the peading legisintion, (GEMINR 15 malywar
PRI SR{sT power resoupres chatie s (or moverny
ment expluitilsen throngh A statem of lensing
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Utah Senate Joint Memorial No. 4, 1915
Asking Congress for a More Liberal National Policy
in the Disposition of the Public Domain

“In harmony with the spirit and letter of the land
grants to the national government, ... and_in
conformity with the terms of our Enabling Act, we, the

members of the Legislature of the State of Utah, memorialize the
President and the Congress of the United States for the speedy
return to the former liberal National attitude toward the public
domain, ..., and we hereby earnestly urge a policy that will afford an
opportunity to settle our lands and make use of our resources on
terms of equality with the older states, to the benefit and upbuilding
_ of the State and to the strength of the nation.”

PUBLIC LANDS

(By Thomus Maddock, to be dellvered governors’ conferenco, Portland,
Oreg., October 24, 1831.)

The public-land quesiion 1s older than e Natlon. Desire for more terri-
tory caused the wnrs between Hngiand, France, and 8pain that followed the
discovery af America. After the ware the colonists quarreled over the cantrol
of lands located far beyond their settlements,

The pledge of Stute lands to Lthe Natlon provided the security upovn which
Muntiton egtablished our credit, ag wyll ug sotilod the overlapping cluims of
the States (o the territory west of the Allegheny Mountains,
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W} h&.r“.l-‘... |

GRANTING REMAINING UNRESERVED
PUHLIC LANDS TO STATES

HEARINGS)'

COMNITTEE OX PUBLIC LANDS AND SURVEYS
UNITED STATES SENATE
AN ENTY ABUOXD € USURING
1T sy
8 17, 2272, and 8, {060
BILLS FRLIERG T8 GRAXT VAGAKT EXRERECRVED

WHATPROIRLATIL LANDS 3O LLCEITING STATES
ARD TUR UTHER FERYDSES
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“The Federal Government was intended to be merely a
trustee of the lands, to sell them to settlers.”

EUMLL AL Taeab LIk e e ¢ et

The States, not our Nation, won cheir wmdividua! independence and fodk
rrom Englund the luand of the Colontes, The transfer of this land to the Fed-
eral Government was n pledge or i security to strengthen the dnunces of the
pew Natfon untl] the Revolutlony Wur debts ware patd. The Fuderal Gov-
ernment wag intended to be merely the trastee of the lands, to il them to

& 2 1 nd Cummittee of the
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-EXPCITE-
TITLE 43 -~ PUBLIC LANDS
CHAPTER BA - GRAZING LANDS
SUBCHAPTER @ - GENERALLY

~HEAD~
Sec. 315. Grazing districts; establishment; restrictions; prior
rights; rights-of-way; hearing and notice; hunting or fishing
rights

~STATUTE-

In order to promote the highest use of the public lands pending
its final disposal, the Becretary of the Interior is authorized, in
his discretion, by order to establish grazing districts or
additions thereto and/or to modify the boundaries thereof, of

1976 - Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA)

“Congress declares that it is the policy of the
United States that the public lands be retained in
Federal ownership, unless ... it is determined that

disposal of a particular parcel will serve the

national interest.”’
FLPMA, sec. 102(a)(1)

Enabling Acts are
“Solemn Compacts”

Enabling Acts are ''solemn compacts'' and
""bi-lateral [two-way] agreements'' that are
to be performed "in a timely fashion"
(Andrus v. Utah, 1980)

| State’s public lands . . .are at stake.”

2009 U.S. Supreme Court

Hawaii v. Office of Hawaiian Affairs
(Unanimous Decision)

““[T]he consequences of admission are instantaneous,
and it ignores the uniquely sovereign character of that
event ... to suggest that subsequent events [acts of

Congress] somehow can diminish what has alread
been bestowed.” And that proposition applies a fortiori
[with even greater force] where virtually all of the
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www.AmericanlandsCouncil.org www. AmericanLandsCouncil.org
AMERICAN LANDS COUNCIL,  row  sexoun

BYU LAW REVIEW: TRANSFER OF PUBLIC
WHITE PAPERS LANDS ACT

AMERICANLANDS COUNCIL,  row  msouncis  mreomin w0 ®oo  oowals  aos
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Brigham Young University
Law Review
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Wildfires Greater than 250 Acres $150 Trillion in Minerals Locked Up

Public Lands, On-Shore Federal and
Indian Minerals’in Lands of the U.S.

Rezponutsbes of Buresu of Lanc Sanagemen - Lower 40 Siates

T SR08 - St st Mo 38 mdban aty
P Fotomas Loatn  Woersin (300 melhen B

Congressman Rob Bishop

Education Funding Disparity
(1 Minute)

Home Washingtan | National = Cutture  Intemational  Entertanment |

EEED N =00

Home = News

GAO: Recoverable Oil in Colorado, Utah,
Wyoming ‘About Equal to Entire World's
Proven Oil Reserves'

£ Sutserda 1o Terance P. Jaftreys pary

noga

{CNSNews.com) - The Green River
Formaton, o largely vacant aroa of
mostly tederni land that covers the
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Because we don’t control our land,
we lose...

1. Property tax

2. Income Tax

3. Severance Tax

4. Royalty Payments

5. Economic Multiplier Effect

Federal Control and Cutbacks
Imperils Public Safety (3 min.)

Gov. Steve Bullock o-m)

Western Governors Association, June 2013

(3 minutes)

GOVERNORS’
ASSOCIATION

&

TRENDING

Decreased Logging = Increased Wildfire

28 N
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..!...1. ¥ Sen. Jennifer Flsider - Montana
(R ERER iorovr |=naifprfisicder, 1
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TRENPING

Wildfires in 11 western states,* 1916-2012

Mitlions of acres burned by wildfire
7

W

(TR
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*11states:AZ, CA. CO.ID. MT.NM, NV, OR. UT. WA, WY

By Sen. Jennifer Fielder - Montana

wrerr, jenniferfisider. us .w.

By Sen: Jennifer Fisider - Montana
ider. us

TRENDING

FOREST HEALTH AND
WESTERN UTILITIES

USDA REPORT:

Nearly 10,000
miles of
electrical
transmission lines
on national forest
lands in the west
are at risk.

>v}uo_".._.. ;

TRENDING

USDA:

“Fires are becoming larger and
more severe.”

“Since 2000, ten western
states have had record fire
seasons.”

“Trends indicate the amount
of wildfire and assoclated
damage will increase beyond
our recent experiences. "

“The forest service does not
have the budget to treat the
affected acres.”

- USF5 Risk & Retiabllity Report, Aug 2013

April 2014

TRENPING

By San. Jannifer Fieider - Montana

Wrw, jermifarfisider.us

Failing Federal

Policies:
Unfavorable federal
policies and unwise

priorities are the
greatest barriers to
proper management

and protection of

natural resources.

April 2014
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qwm z D - z m UNCLASSIFIED/FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
SMOKED BEAR b\ - srt o R
ELEVEN WESTERN STATES WILDFIRE, PRESCRIPTIVE AND FIRE USE HISTORY 5
2002-2012 -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Totals for All Acres Bumed SITUATIONAL INFORMATION REPORT
Type of Burn Acras Burned Acimals Burned | Pollution Spewed |in pounds} Criminal Activity Alert
Wildfire 34,106,178 107,318,534 3,410,637,800 Denver Division
Prescriptive Burns 5,516,085 16.548,255 $51.608,500
Fire Use 1,335,804 4.007.412 133.580.400
Totals 40,939,067 | 122,674,201 4,095,806,700 07 May 2012
(U) Al-Qaida In The Arabian F (AQAP) l Magazi
Encourages The Use Of Wiidfires As A Form Of Jihad
Totals for { Acres Burned O:.( (LI/FOUO) The Denver Division of the FRI is rcleasing this report to rise the awarencss of
Type of Burn Acres Bumnad ts Surned | P P d (in pounds) local and stato law enforcement partners and public safety officials about the possible threst of
Prescriptive Burns 5.516,085 16,548,755 551,608,500 wildfires,
fire Use 1.335,804 2,.807.412 133,580,400 (UAOU0) A1-Qaida i the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP) has releaed issuc 9 of its Engllsh-
Totals 6,031,889 20,353,667 683,188,900 language "inspire” Magazine. Thene is a portion of the magazine dedlcated 1o attacking the
E Unlted States by maning wildih The article it the to Jook for two necessary
Sen. Jennifer Fisider - Montana faclors for a successiiul wildfire, which nre dryness and high winds to help spread the fire.
rorw, fanniferfisider. us 0 Apct2ClS

Specific fire conditions that are 1 u_w to 63& :R .!.or_w arc !anta.& gs,..:ﬂ- ?&ﬂa the

UNCLASSIFIED/FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

(UIFOUQ) Below is a map from Inspire magazinc with the caption “A dirgram showing the
combustible areas in the US."

* Protect public health & safety

S =enlenniter Flelder - Solving Federal Land Problems ]
3 ennifectieider us ez April 2014

22



Presentation date 10-10-2014

TRENDING

Washington DC financial ..Bm:mmm..:m:n..
National Debt 1840-Present
\-\\ = o

\ To Infinity...
\_ & Beyond!
B .

RARRERREAREREEER]

TRENDING

SHUTDOWN: Washington DC declared our treasured places,

natural resources, and open spaces NON Essential?2?

z>_._oz>_. {5
%.3.1\ Were 4

_.=mm=

*PILT - Payments In Liey of Taxes
QI Pennies in Lieu of Trillions?

PILT = 13 to 15 cents on the dollar* |

*PIL.T. =
13 to 15
cents on
the dollar

Sen. Lisa Murkowski

U.S. Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee
March 19, 2013 (3 Minutes)

Energy and Natural®
Resources Committee
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WHY TRANSFER LANDS?

et Y

s e e

-

A Tl e —
*

Protect our enyjronment

San Jennifer Fleider - Solving Fedaral Land Problems Aprit 2014
prheicer - e

B Lenatferfieider.us

IR —en ennifer Fielder - Soiving Federal Land Problems

ped =5t

24
mfferfaider. ut = "

WHY TRANSFER

LANDS?

April 2014

WHY TRANSFER LANDS?

=

*_u_,&mm_... multiple-use access

" Zan Jennifer Fleider - Sotving Fedaral Land Problems

> 25 Aprit 2014

[ seri Jennifer Platcer - Soiving Federal Land Prablems

jenniferfielder. 1t 3K

7 —

e

April 2014
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NEVADA PUBLIC LAND
MANAGEMENT TASK FORCE
PRELIMINARY DRAFT REPORT
TABLES AND MARCH 28, 2014
TASK FORCE RECOMMENDATIONS

NATIONAL
Sqrrey wn g

| GLOSED |

‘ Presentation to the Legislative
A Committee on Public Lands

» Sotving Federal Land Problems

Ut 27 -

m.ru:.: 24, 2014

NEVADA’S ECONOMY IS CONSTRAINED BY

LIMITED PRIVATE AND STATE OWNED LLAND STATE TRUST LANDS
Federal, Private and State Land Percentage of
State Area
| Federal Private
Land Acres of State Trust Land

Nevada 81.1 12.2 6.7 Nevada 3,000
Arizona 42.3 43.2 14.5 Arizona 9,302,255
Idaho 61.7 29.8 8.7 Idaho 2,448,010
New Mexico 34.7 52.6 12.7 New Mexico 8,966,456
Utah 66.5 24.8 8.7 Utah 3,402,250

Sources: Congressional Budget Office; Federal Land Ownership:
Overview and Status: http://www 1 /publi d-private-
land-percentages-by-us-states/186111
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F1VE YEAR AVG. REVENUES, EXPENDITURES AND
EMPLOYMENT FOR STATE TRUST LANDS (2008-2012)

Arizonn | 1daho New Mexico | Utah
|

Revenue $237.677.035 $64,104.703 $528.912,986 $131.147.884
Expense $16.808.652 $22.214.968 $13.103.300 $9.175.038
Net Revenue $220,868,383 $41.889.735 $518,809,686 $113,879,601
Total Acres

Managed 9.266.468 2,450,356 8,963.363 3.405.877
Net

Revenue/Acre $23.68 . $16.60 $57.55 $33.43
Total FTEs 155 262 153 70
Acres/FTEs 60.569 9.346 58.592 48.595

Presentation date 10-10-2014

ESTIMATED NET REVENUE FROM EXPANDED
STATE LAND OWNERSHIP IN NEVADA USING
FOUR OTHER STATE MODELS

Assuming all | Assuming

47,783,458 4,000,000
Acres of BLM | acres of BLM
Assumed Net Land Land
Revenue/ Transferred Transferred
Acre | to Nevada | to Nevada
Four State Avg.
Model $28.69 $1,5679,721,112 $114,360,000
Four State Low
Observed Net
~ Revenue Model $7.78 $371,755,303

$31,120,000 o _

BLM NEVADA FIVE-YEAR AVERAGE NET
REVENUE, FTES AND MAJOR REVENUE
SOURCES (2008-2012)

Category | 5-Year Average
Net Revenue -$31,118,015
Net Revenue Per Acre -$0.91

Total FTEs 745

Acres Managed /FTE 64,279
Grazing Revenue $1,798,596
Rights of Way $6,791.031
0Oil, Gas and Geothermal Lease

Revenue $583.946
Sale of Land and Minerals $16,957,800
Rent of Land $737,5691

Recreation Fees $3,106,434

Timber: Federal Revenues Low, Costs High

B 80000 $734

2

dm m $600 00

g § s400.00

g & s20000

4

3 $-

e Federat O&C Timbertands Oregon Division of State Lands

Figure 2.5. Timber Retumn
Note: 1998-2001 average, in 2000 dollars
Sowrce: BLMD and FSD as cited in note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.
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Table 2.2. Timber: Federal vs. State (Mil 2000 $)

Revenues Expenses Revenue/Dollar Spent
Forest Service 410.6 630.5 .64
BLM 47.8 99.3 .48
State Trust Lands 78.9 11.0 5.61

Note: 1998-2001 average, in 2000 dollars. State Trust figures are based on the average for state-managed
fands, including Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Washington.

Sources: BLMD and FSD as cited in note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.

Table 2.5. Recreation: Federal vs. State

(Mil 2000 $)
Revenues Expenses Revenue/Dollar Spent
Forest Service 69.6 318.6 0.22
BLM 7.5 53.8 0.14
Montana Trust Lands .5 .05 9.81

Note: 1998-2001 average, in 2000 dollars.
Sources: BLMD and FSD as cited in note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.

Table 2.3. Grazing: Federal vs. State

(Mil 2000 $)
Revenues Expenses Revenue/Dollar Spent
Forest Service 6.7 45.3 0.16
BLM 14.0 76.9 0.19
State Trust Lands 13.2 4.4 2.87

Note: 1998-2001 average, In 2000 dollars. State Trust Figures are based on the average grazing revenue
only but all agricul lated expenditures for stat ged lands, including idaho, Montana, New

Mexico, Oregon, and Utah.
Sources: BLMD and FSD as cited in note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.

Table 2.4. Minerals: Federal vs. State

(Mil 2000 $)
Revenues Expenses Revenue/Dollar Spent
All Federal Lands 1716.0 2849 5.11
State Trust Lands* 41.4 0.5 46.79

Zoa.._wo?noo_m<n.ﬂm9_:uooo&o_g.m.mi.n._.:.m»m_mcﬁu_d,_..omgwnno_.n».ﬂ._ﬁ_cn_an_&wro‘
A New Mexico, Oklah Oregon, and Utah.

Sources: BLMD and FSD as cited in note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.
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Table 2.1. Land Management: Federal vs. State

Revenues Expenses

($ Million) ($ Million) Revenue/Dollar Spent
Forest Service 767.8 3,384.1 0.23
BLM 1,680.5 1,781.5 0.94
NPS 226.3 1,925.2 0.12
Average State Trust Lands 68.9 9.5 9.32

Note: 1998-2001 average, in 2000 dollars. m..!a Trust Figures are based on the average for state-managed
lands, includil Colorado, |daho, A New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Utah,

Oregon, South On_ﬁn Utah, Wisconsin, and Wyoming.
Sources: BLMD, FSD, and NPSD as cited in note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.

. Utah, and Wyoming.

Land Management: States Outperform the Feds

2 $500.000 $545.089

g $500.000

£ $400.000

§ $300.000

€  $200.000 $151.380

m $100.000 $39.4%0 $11.389

.m $- X |—= =] S
State Avg® BLM FS NPS

Figure 2.4. Revenues per Employee, State vs. Fed.

Note: 1998-2001 average, in 2000 dollars. State Trust Figures are based on the average for state-managed
lands, Including Arizona, Colorado, idaho, Montana, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota,

: BLMD, FSD, and NPSD as cited In note 1; STLD as cited in note 3.

U.S. House of Representatives - Natural Resources Committee

State Forests Management Superior to Federal Forests

for Job Creation, Revenue Production, Local Economies and Fire Prevention
February 26, 2103

Forest Management: Success versus Federal Failure
Washington Montana idaha
Capertmant o Daparimant of Natorsl
Naturs! us Resourses snd usrs i || Sonermemt uses
Total Forast Acres 22 milion | 53 milion 59,000 V.imilion| 97L678 205 miltion
et one Harvarted Vohune
{miion bosrd fextiYaar 5673 728 21 28 2327 s.7
Avecags Harverted
Vohume{mition boord feeti/Acrs Ll L] 932 . 994 s
State volume per scre over 30X more 19X more volume/acre ; m~x\30..n§
Forest Service volume/acre than USFS than USFS ve :akumnhn an
Tveroge Reveramiiesr »|_ﬂ; iion S83 miftion ST million | $53.8 miflon | $13 milien
Revarwwi/Acre (S == B3 $0.09 3 Sa06
State velue per scre over _Ww.:nwwxx than 178X more revenue/acre 917X more
Forast Service s than USFS revenue/acre than USFS |
Averoga Price Bid for Timber Sale i
{doMac/thousand hosed foot)

ulti-State Observed High, Observed Low, and ><mamm Management
Costs and Revenues for States and BLM: Selected States, 1989-1994 Cont'd.

State Managed Public Lands Federally Managed Public Lands

High Low Average  High Low Average
Net Profit Per Acre 5957 54.38 5629 f52.75) fsron (51.86)
Acres Per FTE 95,037 9,838 50,817 73.178 15,549 35,684
Reverues Per FTE $949,0838 $152,437 $425,366 £9,154 54,398 $6,179
Net Profit Per FTE $908,571 663,761 $355,100 ($42,680) 1673,273) {$51,751)
Graving Ravenues $5.901,873 $437,464 $2,313,048 $3,024,634 $807,132 $1,812,621
Grating Revenues/Acte $0.68 $0.12 $0.41 $0.27 $0.07 50.15
AUMs Per Acre 0.2968 0.0571 0.1312 0.1721 0.0652 0.1084
Timber Revenues 525,408,596 $24,259 512,716,428 $738,673 $11,934 $212,391

Source: Table 3 from "Alteenath of a [xpanded State Land Base in Novada”, Intertech Services

Corporation, , prepared for T:u_B ns::: Nevada, T_x.:nl 096,
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What Do We Do About It?

Sign The Petition!
Text SIGN to 1 (801) 416 — 2543

Or visit us online at:

www.americanlandscouncil.org/petition

2014 Utah Transfer of
Public Lands Legisiation
T . oot -

I'glr'r"{'i'giii

“land grab” but truly = offixt b0

KDY, Pulisi iviom Jurirdicsion

HRLL- Comsioming Educocion om Fodorabem

L 113 Coutingerme Sdamagrmmst of Fodoral Fociitier
evert of 8 Sodernl fscal emergrncy.

oL

exmeberved beads.
HRLSD Dhob Wdmmers et

soul opposvang stats webdumees demgration.
HB1§4. = Trowfer of |

En.l!li'ii-i

Governor Herbert Signing
2104 Transfer of Public Lands Bills

BIR2L Jemt Rrroletion l?in‘l‘i of PILT s
| AMERICAN LANDS COUNCIL l

April 16, 2014
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AMERICAN LANDS COUNCIL

UT HB 67 POLITICAL SUBDIVISION NEVADA ASSEMDLY BiLL 227 -

JURISDICTION, 2814 NEVADA LANDS.
et Sponsor Mar: K. Radens, AN ACT retsmng 10 puble 14nas.
Senats Sponser David P HkEs. .. creatng me Nevaca Land

Lisnagnman: Task Foroe 10 conduct a

WYOMING KB 228 - TRANSFER OF STATE LEGISLATION STATUSES: 2013
FIDERAL .. TRANSFER OF PUBLIC...

ABILLfor AN ACT rotating ba puskc summary of 2013 TPL legasiaon n
Hanas; areating the Bk force on e the westam £%%00 by Swencon.
wanste: of tederal Linax: roaiing & e inc...

IDAHO HCR 21 - STUDY
COMMITTLE

ACONCUMRENT RESOLLITION
STATING FINDINGS OF THE
LECIILATUFIE AND AUTHCRZING

L)

MT 5] 15 2013 LEGISLATION
AT 2013 Logiatarion 1o ot &
Transter of Public Lanas fask force..

The Balt Lake Jribune | Potitics

Trermdey, Aot 26 014 Last Unsiied €3 32 pm

Yl TCHAIKOVSKY'’S

SUITE No. 3

Western lawmakers gather in
Utah to talk federal land takeover

“It's time* » Lawmakers from © siates gather In Uteh, discuss weys to

take control of faderal (ands,

By St tadimn § Tae St Lo Ty

bt Asmaphag ke 19 314 €3 97 ou . 20714 120

UTAH SVMPHO'NY

TPL Legislative Summit
Next Steps:

*Educate
®Negotiate

®Legislate

What Can You Do Now?

®Educate
®*Donate

®Delegate
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www.AmericanLandsCouncil.org

AMERICAN LANDS CO! KIOUECE  NIYPORTS  JOM  MOG.  DORAME  fams
 Educate .

sty Controlied Lands

« Know & Share Key Points from www.AmericanLandsCouncil.com

+ Think Benjamin Franklin with a Facebook Page, Twitter, YouTube,
email, etc....

»  #TransferPublicLands & #HonorThePromise

» Will YOU Be The ONE ... to Open The Next Door?

u#m:ﬂm.ﬁ%m:orm:aw

Learn More

www.Americanl.andsCouncil.org
AMEPRICANLANDS COUNCIL,

[ [rearvmen ] [omene ][ |l
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JOG & Bon Bween

233 T ey
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e © Marage suseernass +
TRANSITR OF PUBLIC LANDS FOX AND FRIENDS: KEN IVGRY ON THE GLENN BECK SHOW, SEGMINT o L)
INFOGRAPHIC HE. 1 REN - l_oﬂl:nnpﬂbli!“-#-ﬂili! gﬁ«!
on y ou and Teanoter of Gionn Beck and Ken Ivory diecum the L eama | pe 20l a7 s LS v L s
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https://www.facebook.com/AmericanLandsCouncil

o American Lands Council Timeline = Recent ~ | adminrane (2T

The Federal Fault Line

On

. = (b
i)
~

American Lands Update Page info | | v Uked = | | v Feliowisy & ~
Council
4.5 kdrkkd D4 oy

N.S'rr:nsmi..sg.? —lII
ot owre =

T nthance prespermyy and neid-rakana. irnprave e heakth of Cubiic lands, dmad prevede Incrasted
Tuning tar public education by seunng and defending local contrel of taad accz3s, and use ane
Lica Gwmarsg. e

AMERICAN LANDSOOUNCH, = =i ot o e i
ALC BUSINESS CARD - FRONT ooo

Y
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r—rm et T vt s [en

Why Transfer Public Lands (TPL)?

The Promises Are The Samel-u suatehood, ih
daed by public lands.
It's >_~nnﬁ. Been Done Beforel.n.
staichood premise. T "
It's The Only Solution Big Enough- s (i) fund Education.
(il betser cars for th (i) prove the & (1v) stsal

Energy independance. We can's affurd not 1ol
Knowledge and na..wu.n-n-b.‘..nh.ro Keys -visit un at

PP #Eni.. o

562 85 605 o 2

Fta bt 1 Pino Qe Lcad tars FAGCR. Nt Radhonn s 34 wtbrs

Twoots
Amertcan Lands Coun. Ao tars w4yl
ALC ssanertrantuncy Mega-Freo on ihe Hies: goo gymeatl.
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Armariasn Langs COUIL « Amurci Lonk(n 5or 71

ALC xosthebuncy Litie Funong kor Educanan gos g2KkadCL

Amariean Lands Coun.

ALC 8io0smmanBunoy AX Can Butis 2 Medieal Bvac Roed: goo (U THes

RELOGLUTION IN 5UPPORT OF
WESTEEN STATES TAKING BACK PUBLIC LANDS
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Codorads Towe thzn %
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WHEREAL, s

WHEREAS, I 1976
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WHEEELS, Publie Laads proveomsly bobd e
essmrve valae puier s the pamage of FLPMA:
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AMERICAN LANDS COUNCIL. == wsoumas o
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ANMERICAN LANDS COUNCIL
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IRON COUNT Y net

Donate
- Money and Manpower Make
the Difference
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« “Hire & Inspire’ local, state, and national
representatives who have the Knowledge & Courage
to Battle For the Only Solution Big Enough -
#TransferPublicLands

+ Sen. Jennifer Fielder MT Flathead Republican
Women Association (Job Interviews - Bookmarks)

+ Rep. Alan Clemmons South Carolina (Resolution)

- Commissioner Alan Gardner (Resolutions)

AMERKCAN LANDS COUNCIL

www.Americanl.andsCouncil.org
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and courage io sacure tha Transier of
our Public Lands, we have to ask the
right questions.
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3. On a scale of 1-10, how important is
the Transter of Public Lands 1o you?
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Flathead Montana Republican Women’s Forum
Candidate Meet & Greet - Vital Questions

(1 min 20 secs)

The Voice of America’s Counties

Resolution Supporting the Full and Immediste Implementation of
the Transfer of Public Lands

Fomue: Transfer of public lands

Adepted Policy: NACo believes all fifty stics are squal and thal every stae thould receive sverything that was
promsed to them b theis enabling act. wcluding tond transfors, if requested by an individus! state with
carnultation with the affecied counties.

Rackground: At astchood, the feders) govermnent promised afl states, in thelr cnabling acts, thet & would transfer
t1le 40 the fublic lands within the nowly crested simes,

The U.S. Supremss Court has called thesa promises “solemn comyuacis.” “bilsteral agresments,” and “trusnn® that
1aust be performed "in 8 \imely fashion®,

States Hke [Timocs, Missour, Indians, Florids, Louisisns, Askansss, Alabema, and Musimippi were once es much
lﬁigg;giltgg {as they catled thementves at the time)

L] the fedarnl o transfer their public leets becznee they sndersrood the bisioriesl
!%iggﬂiiiilggs}liﬁf silent or take
*Ne™ for 2 srawer bucaums feclerally controlied public thern from {1)
educaie their children, (H) growing their sommarnien, (1) caring for thebr tands, and (iv _.l‘liun_...i-.u!.

mere than 30 percent fuderally controdled lands.

of fadera! tands 10 state ownenhip will have many positive effects
Eii&ggl‘ﬁii o powing 1ax buse, sad the ability >
genenate kigher revenue for schools and loca! gavernment.,
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A HOUSE RESOLUTION

jredin WESTERNGROWTHCOALITION

T b ary # Mo
o

We urge the continued \mnaazo: of the Federal government to honor Utah’s compact of
statehood, as they have to Eastern states, by disposing of public lands. The success enjoyed by
other states in securing contro! of their lands was and is the product of a united front and an
unequivocal determination to reject “No” as an answer. These Eastern states succeeded in
compelling Congress to transfer title of the public lands, and so should we.

We stand with you at this critical time, as we endeavor to secure a brighter future for our
children and their posterity. The ability to control our lands and prudently draw upon Utah’s
vast natural resources is not only an important component of fiscal sustainability, but we
deciare that there exists no more critical issue upon which our attention and energies should
be focused.
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WASHINGTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT RESOLUTION 30141

RELOLUTION SUPPORTING THE VULL AND PRESEIT IMPLEMENTATION OF The Only Solution Big Enough - Overview Video
WHERBAS, o1 seoashad, the foderal govermsonss procaived all ces tha it woukd [ 3 minutes
ke 0t dhe prublic Lasda within the pewty crestsd stots; and

sgﬂ.' l‘lg[&l'}‘* “nilasersl
18 ¢ tanely Butwon®, and

WHEREAS, somcs ik [limow, Missourl, Ladicsa, Flocidn, Lovisons, Arkasnas, Alssams,
Miczssateot

WHEREAS, Gase “wesmem mawes” (s3 they alled themocives 22 the time) muccoded i - o
compelimg the foderal government to wenwkr their public lands becsuss Uy umdarmeed the Aﬂ. m-
Nmancal dory of the foera] government 1o dizpese of the sue, 4 they bamded wgeder sad g
refucad 1 be tilent or taks “Ne™ f an answer becanss faderalty coalied poblic tands preveassd i
them From (1) peersalag tax revemes 1 educate ther children, (K) prowing tuie cconomics, (i) ™
caring for their bande, and (iv) repenubly wilzeg tww sbuodemt caors) rescorces (Sew, A
oy AmevicanlandeCouncil org far more inforsiatinn), aad y

WHEREAS, deapite the fact thet the promas i the same 30 draposs of the jablic tands open J\
being sémined 83 sesacs, scates e of Colorado have lesa than §% Caderally covrolied tands, while
the Wemern 30K foderally comrofiad Landa; aad

i Une, the of o L end

WHEREAS, in 1976, Congres chacgad i “policy” roganicg s public Lands (Febend

Egrlli.lzu.lmr

e _.!n_l...l

fores bealh, wildlife prescrvation, whicrrhed memageacet, aad jobs and the cosnoeny, bots locatly
s0d aaimaally; sad

WHEREAS, widdrowals of poblic buis fom we sd actiey, twech st
fodera! action s mommmenss aod wikicrnem desigmtions, comricts value of [Sme]'s Schoel

i Tremt i
1 See. A Lege! Overview of Utok'y HLR. 148 - Transfer of Public Lands Act by Professor Donald
Kochsn, b L
LandeWTIWE pdf

Sign The Petition! W~ — ->zmz_n>z LANDS COUNCIL

Text SIGN to 1 (801) 416 — 2543 www.AmericanLandsCouncil.org

P Y 1 Ken lvory
r visi 5
Or visit us online at 801.694.8380

Ken @ americaniandscouncil.org

www.americanlandscouncil.org/petition
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