Recreational Fishing and Hunting Heritage and Opportunities Act
Both the U.S Senate (S. 170) and U.S. House of Representatives (H.R. 1825) have introduced the
Recreational Fishing and Hunting Heritage and Opportunities Act in recognition of the active
sportsmen legacy in America. Both versions articulate the positive contributions sportsmen make
to our economy and recognize the value of hunters and anglers when it comes to supporting
conservation and management of public lands. However, when you take a closer look at the House
version, its value to hunters and anglers is less clear. National Wildlife Federation has done a side
by side analysis
ysis of each of the bills feature
featured below:

S. 170
Sens. Murkowski (R-AK) & Manchin (D-WV)
Specifically excludes Native American lands,
lands managed by Fish and Wildlife Service,
lands managed by National Park Service
Service.
No mention of these lands specifically due to the
fact that there is full existing access according to
statues that govern these designations
designations.
Uses the common and widely accepted
d term of
“hunting” which elicits the time honored
tradition.
Provides no language to negatively impact the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
which has nothing to do with impacts to hunting
and fishing.
Properly highlights the use of skilled volunteers
if hunting is prohibited to assist land managers
for wildlife population control
Specifically states
ates nothing in the bill would
authorize motorized access in lands included in
the Wilderness Preservation System.

HR. 1825
Rep. Benishek (R-MI)
Simply states public land is defined as managed
by Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and
Forest Service (FS) with an exclusion for the
National Park System only.
Improperly highlights the need for access to
National Monuments, Wilderness Areas,
Wilderness Study Areas, and wilderness eligible
lands.
The use of antagonistic language like “sport
hunting” is unnecessary and designed to divide
rather than bring support of the bill.
Includes a “No Major Federal Action” section
that excludes all actions under the bill and all
Wildlife Refuge management actions from
analysis and public involvement
nt under the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).
For unknown reasons, excludes the use of
volunteers.
Unnecessarily mentions National Monuments in
the “Lands Open” section with no mention of
clarifying language that would address
motorized access
ess in Wilderness areas,
areas and calls
into question the ability of land managers to
regulate motorized and mechanized use
us in the
Wilderness Preservation System and National
Monuments.

Contains no language that negatively impacts
Wilderness Areas.

Contains no language that negatively impacts
Wilderness Areas.

Contains convoluted language that could
effectively exempt anything related to hunting,
fishing, and wildlife conservation from the
Wilderness Act by constructing temporary
roads, motorized equipment, and motorized
access for agencies.
Includes complicated language that highlights
the “within and supplemental” provision in the
Wilderness Act and incorrectly interprets that to
supersede the designation by making it
secondary to the “original purpose” of the land
before the Wilderness designation.

Upon comparison of the two legislative proposals, it becomes evident that HR 1825 would be
detrimental to fisheries and big game species by diminishing the very conservation measures
designed to protect their habitat. On the other hand, S.170 is a bipartisan bill supported by a wide
range of conservation and sportsman groups that would actually benefit hunters, anglers and
shooting enthusiasts. It directs land managers to include hunting and fishing in land use
management plans and rightly leaves out language that at best is unnecessary and at worse will
have serious consequences for game species and habitat.
After a closer look at the House bill, we have determined that it is nothing more than the sportsmen
community being used as a cover to hide an attack on Wilderness, National Monuments, and
National Wildlife Refuges.
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