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through our independent study of the proposals now before this com-
mittee as well as other potential wilderness units within Michigan. We
unreservedly support the designation as wilderness of the propoqed
areas in the Michigan Ishnd% Huron Islands, and Seney National
Wildlife Refuges. As a mldwesterner, I will also speak for the Sierra
Club today concerning the proposed Wisconsin islands wilderness area

islation to
degmnqte these chigs 1lderness units is cmponsmed by both
Senator Philip A. Hart and Senator Robert P. Griffin and by all 19
members of the Michigan delegation in the House of Representatives
This strong bipartison support further demons s the noncontro-
al nature of these proposals, which were overwhelmingly endorsed
by citizens and groups apy (Lrnm he administrative field hearings
held in Michigan. Similarly, the Wisconsin islands proposal is non-
controversial—in fac , at the field hea ing and in communications
received for the hearing record the support for this proposal was
unanimous. The strong s uppol’r these proposals are receiving indicates,
we believe, not only the outstanding merit of the wild lands involved,
but the excellent job which has been done by the Bureau of Sport
Fisheries and Wildlife in ider iymg and documenting the wilderness
values of these lands and in p ng these propnsals.

The national wilderness tion system established by the
Wilderness Act of 1964 was meant, I think, to be just that: a nation-
wide system for the preservation of samples of the wilderness and
great natural dive 7 of the American landscape. It is a system to
protect these areas f of conforming uses and values.

The Huron Ishnds N LLUJ)D(II ldlife Refuge and the Michigan
Islands National Wildlife Refuge illustrate one specml kind of value
and use for which we are preserving wilderness; that is, as scientific
natural reserves. The proposed Wisconsin islands Wlldernes s of this
same type. These are all small areas: 12 acres in the Michigan islands,
29 acres in the Wi sin islands, 147 acres in the Huron islands. Size,
however, is not a arate tes{ of quality in this case, for these are
island oems of pristi . As islands they are protected by a
buffer of water and y the di ultv of boat access through shoaled
waters, and have thus fa ped the pressures of developmnnt The
few necessary d pments on one of the Huron islands are not
expected to be extended and do not conflict with the legal qualification
of the entire 147 acres of this refuge as wilderness. These island refu ges
retain, close to more devel areas, a Vestme of fhe wildness of the
Great, Lakes country. Th
shelter and protection on these lshn( S pre(‘lselv becau% thev are un-
spoiled and undisturbed. The varying ion above lake level of
these islands exposes them to differing e nmental .
that we haveaf ing sampling of a spectrum of ecological condi-

ife communlme These islands have a great value
as smdv ‘11*e s thorou »hly 1n~uldted from 011t51de mﬁueno

as ,studv presel ill increase as

, asingly ‘and unnaturally developed.

As 1soh1ted gems of Wndness and as scientific reserves, and simply as

undamaged samples of natural environment to be handed on to future
generations, these areas should receive the best possible protection.




