P. 0. Box 485
Kingsburg
California 93631

16 Jamuary 1971

Bev Steveson
418 Brookhaven Drive
Bakersfield
California 93304

Dear Bev,

Until)l last month I had not seen the San Joaocuin Wilderness
displyy which Barbara Chasteen put together from Your photos.
I saw 1t then at the Board meeting in San Francisco,and was greatly
pleased by the high standards of excellence which I feel it shows.
It really far surpassed my expectations, and should do much to

help further the SJW effort. Thanks for your help on this.

It was on display at our Merced Group's annual dinner last
month, and om at our Tehipite Chapter annual dinner last night.
We now have it in Kingsburg, and are planning on taking it down
to Visalia this coming Wednesday so that You or someone else who
might be there can take ih on down to Bakersfield, as Tony indicates
tha‘f you are offering to have it on display at the Kern-Kaweah

annual dinner. The only problem might be if you came to Visalla
in a small ¢car, as we find it just barely fits into the back seat

of our Ford Fairlasne; I doubt that it wuld go into a VW beetle.

Perhaps the Kaweah Group would like to have it on display
Wednesday night. sending a copy of this letter to Lynn Hulen
(their new (Conservation Chairman) I will make that suggestion.

If you feel it would detract from yYour Galapogos program you could

80 indicate to Lynn.

See you Wednesday night in Visalia. And thanks again for
your continuing interest in and very condiderable efforts on behalf

of the San Joaquin Wilderness.

Sincerely,

George W, ‘himmore




P. O. Box 485
Kingsburg
Californias 93631

27 January 1971
Francis Walcott

0000 Fulton Street, Apt 14
San Francisco

California 94118 Subject: San Joaquin Wilderness
Dear Franecis,

in yesterday's mail I sent yYou four copies of a San Joaquin
Wilderness map, but there was no cover letter. I feared that if
I delayed the mailing in order to include a letter the whole thing

might miss your connections. Herewith a letter, but still necessarily
quite brief.

Regserding the maps. The red line encompasses what we feel to
be the ideal boundaries. Within the red you will see a yellow
port ion; this is the area which our chapter's executive committee

recommended adding to the original proposal, as described in my
letter of December 25th to Mike MeCloskey.

You will note a green line depicting the Ffresno-Madera County
line. This is to facilitate understanding the protlem with regard
Lo Congressman Sisk. Qur position is that the cocunty line should
be used ss The boundary 1f if would weaken Sisk's opposit ion at
all, but that since this 18 a maetter which we are not equippsd to

Judge, we defer the dedision to higher authority--vrobably Congressman
waldie or whoever e¢lse introduces the new bill.

Of course Tehipite Chapter's exeocutive committee is in whole-
hearted support of the SJW proposal, and formally so résolved about

a year ago. (The chapter was involved in boundary recommendat lons
almost as far back as two Years ago.)

The Board of Directors resolved in support of the SJW proposal

on thelr consent calendar at their meeting af in los Angeles last
Februeary.

The NCRCC has been sympathetic to the proposal. At their meet ing
in Modesto last June 6th, they resolved "that a statement be trans-
mitted to the Board of Directors to vhe effect that e¢lub efforts
on this should be expedited, with copies to the endorsing Congressmen,"
I fear that the congressmen wvere never notified, elt hough Ed RoYyee
did mention this NCRCC interest and support in his verbal revort to
the Board at the Board's December meeting in San Franclsco.

Additionally, the NCRCC Wilderness Subcommittee--at their
OQoctober 4th meeting in Devis--selected the San Joaquin as one of
three wilderaess areas in Northern California for which they were
recommending "immediate political action"”. "These three areas



(Siskiyou and Emigrant were the other two) received priority

for getting bills introduced &nd in mounting campaigns to assure
passage of such bills.”"” In view of the faet that the Wilderness
Subcormittee had at that time a list of some twenty or thirty
potential additions to the National Wilderness Preservation System,
I Teel their support of the San Joaquin to be quite encouraging.

The mattsér of acreage is very important, An error was made

in the course of getting the original bill (H.R. 15019) introduced,
and the erroneous figure was widely disseminated. It is essential
that the acreage be clarified before the incorreet figure is even

more widely used.

The original proposal made by thls chapter (which was identieal
to the one introduced s H.R. 15019), encompassed an area of close

to 48,000 acres. Through typographie or glerical error this
appeared as ¥ "43,000" acres 4n the bill. The additional area

we are now recommending for inclusion in the proposal is about
2,900 acres in extent (the yellow area on the map). This would

thus give a correct total of about 50,500 aecres.

It surely goes without saying that we will sll greatly
appreciate Your help in getting the Wilderness Society to endorse
this precposal in prineiprle. We will awasit word as to what action
they take, and presume we will be formally notified of any
endorsement so that we can give copies of the endorsement to

legislators, ete.

Let me know if the Society wants specifie informat ion on
any aspect of the propossl. Thank You.

Sincerely,

George W, Whitmore
Conservat ion Chairmen
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Pe O, Box 485
Kingsburg i
California 93631

21l Janusary 1971
Honorable Raymond J. Sherwin

727 Qhio Street -
Vallejo, California 94590

Dear Ray,

Thanks for your letter of January 22 to Roger Mitchell, in

which Jou discuss the Porter Report. My immediate reaction was
as follows,

It is not clear whether any Sierra Club representatives have
had a chance to study the Report in detail. If this has not been
done, then it would be extremely risky to endorse it, even in prineciple.

Also, as You bring out, endorsement of the Report would necessitate
mekKing an exception of thel portion which recommends a ski development
in Sherwin Bowl--for legal reasons if no other. I would be very
reluctant to see the Club start going on record in opposition teo
skl developments simply because they execeecd the 80 acre limit for
permits, This is precisely what.the skiing organizetions have
agcused us of intending, and it/ﬁ ecisgély the sort of issue they
need to whip up massive oprosition to us in Mineral King.

Would iT not be much better to simply ignore other proposed
ski developments which happen to exceed the 80 agre 1limit? In other
words, simply avold taking a stand on them. Unless, of course, we
might find them objectionahlke for other reasons, I guess you might
say I advocate letting this particular sleeping dog lie.

It seems to me the problem could be solved by limiting Club
endorsement of the Report to "its realistic appraisal of the effeet
of motor vehicle traffic on sensitive environments and its bold

proposals to restrict such traffic &n The Mammoth Lakes and San
Joaquin Cenyon areas."™ In other words, endorse those parts we like,

and ignore the rest.

Apparently the Report discusses the San Joaquin drainage, in
which case it involves Tehipite Chapter direectly. I am writing Joe
Radel to see whether we can get a copy of at leadt that portion whieh
deals with Tehipite territory, especially since Barbara Johnson

indicates thet he is welcoming publie¢ input,

cc. Roger Mitchell Sincerely,
Mar jorie Sill (
Irving Pressman A il
Barbara Johnson Ge gevj{i Whitmore
Harriet Allen Conpervetion Chairmen, Tehipite

Jonathan Ela

- To explore, enjoy, and protect the natural mountain scene ---



Pe O BOX 480D
Kingsburg
Cellfornia 83631

<4 Fepiuary 1971

Iuls G. Irela-:d

4414 San namond Drive
Davis

California GO616

pear Luls,

The enclosed iforest Jervice anaouncement regardiang tihs
tilgh Slerrs Irimitive i4rzz (lonarsh fldernees) will undoubltedly
be of interest to jou. Note that they sre pro:ssing the boundaries
be extended &ll the way down to the rivers, and to within five
hundred feet (I don't know whether linear or elevation-wise) of
the road. .e had suxgestad thls as a possibility ‘o them, bdutl
I have no lden whether this affz2dted Lhseir thianiking or whether
thay would hwnmve doas 1L an)yway.

San Joamuin Vilderness blll has been re-ilntroduced, us you

will have noticed by now. (H.R. 4270, referred tc Aspinuil’s
committen,

e would certsinly eppreclate your noting carefully the
ennlosel clipping from the ifresno bee of 19 February, us it
{i1lustrates vary clesrly how this wililderness vroiossl is very
mich at the mercy of congressmen axkx ~¥ith whom we nave very
little rerrasentatlion.

Althougi noie of the propose? highwa)y, and only a very
small fragment of the proposed wilderness, lies within bisk's
distriot, nevertheless he is the oualy one aging any noise on
either issue. But he is so completely hostile iLoward the Lisrra
Club that wost of us feel we are wasting our breatih talking to him.

The real hore seams to lie in winning over Biz Johnsou. But
begause of his friendship with sSisk, it would appear that our only
change of wizning Johncou is to convince him that is what his
eleatorate wants--ie, wildernezs clascification for the corridor.

We are not s=lone in hoping that you, and others in Mother Iiode
chepter, can se= to it thst pressure 1s gradually brought to bear

on Johnson from within his own distriect. (I say '"gradually’' beczause
wve have besan led to helieve that Johnson would rebel at any overt
signs of pressure tactios; certainly a slowsr buildup would have
more the appearance of a true groundswell of nubliec opinion.)

Sorry we didn't make it to the Palo Alto Wilderness Subcommittee
meeting--we simply got snovied uader. Hus e date been ploked for the

next meeling? Singerely, George Whitmore
conservat ion chairman




Y. 0. Box 485
Kingsburg
California 93631

. 4 February 1971
Francgise J., Welecott

vol0 Fulton Street Apt 14

San Frencisco
California 94118

Dear Francls,

The enclosed Forest Service announcement regarding the
High Slerra Primitive iAree (Monarch Widderness) will undoubtedly
be of interest to you. HNote that they are proposming the boundaries
be extended sll1 the way down to the rivers, and to within five
hundréd feet (I don't know whether linerar or elevat ijon-wise) of
the road. We had suggested this as & possibility to them, but
I have no ides whether this affegted their thinking ér whether
they would have done it anyway.

can Joaquln Wilderness bill has been re-introdueed, as you
wlll have noticed by now. (H.R. 4270, referred to Aspinall's
committee),

The enclosed c¢lipping from the Fresno Bee of 19 February is
cf considerzble iuterest hecause of the comments on congressional

interrelationships.

Sisk 1s 50 hostile towsrd us that I am sure there is not the
slightest possibility that he would ever sgree to wilderness
classifioation for the corridor. Fortunately, practically none
of it is in his 4istrict.

On the other hend, I em laboring under the impression that
Johnson 1is not hoveless, and that a show of interest from within

his own distriet might even swing him over to our side sventually.

Iou will note the Bee clipping states that the Wilderness
Soclety backs the S2n Joaquin Wilderness proposel, Is this gorreot?
Did someone heat ug to it and slready get the Soclety to endorse the
proposel? Not thst we would object, of course! But I would like

to keep my facots straight.

SingerelyV,

George VW, Whitmore
Corncervation Chairman




P. 0. Box 485
Kingsburg
Calkfornia 93631

10 March 1971

Lloyd Tupling
205 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D. C. 20002

Sub ject: San Joaquin Wilderness
(H.R. 4270)

Dear Lloyd Tupling,

I thought you should have the enclosed clipping from the
Fresno Bee. It is of considerable interest because of the
relationships (and consequent problems for us!) which it outlines

between Congreesmen M@Fall, Bizz Johnson, and S8isk,.

Thenk you for inserting the notice of bill introduction in
the National News Report. Because of the implications regarding
the integrity of the John Muir Trail, this issue is proving to be

of eonsiderable interest over a very widespe8d area--our latest
request for informetion and an offer of help came from Florida!

And please don't feel obligated to respond to this note.

Sincerely,

George W. Whitmore
Conservation Chairman




P. 0. Box 485
Kingsburg
California 93831

10 March 1971
Norman B, Livermore, Jr.

cecretary, Resources Agency of California
Resources Bullding
1416 Ninth Street

Sacgramento Subjeoct: San Joaquin Wildermness
California 95814 (H.R. 4270)

Dear Tke Livermore:

Enclosed are two recent clippings from the Fresno Bee
congerning the San Joaquin Wilderness proposal., You have probably
seen them already, but I am sending them on the changce You have not.

The ¢lipping of February 19 is particularly interesting
because of the relationships (and consequent problems for us!)
which 1t outlines between Congressmen MeFall, Johnson, and Sisk.

We would like to echo Mr, Waldie's thoughts, and hope that
you will find it possible publiecly to express support for wilderness
classification for the "corridor”, at les® in prineiple.

While opposition to the road is obviously crucial, we feel
that seeking wilderness c¢lassification for the area has the
advantages of a positive approach and consequently should be
pushed strongly--it gives us a chance to stop being defensive
and to forgce Mr, Sisk into the role of being"opposed to progress",

Singerely,

George W, Whitmore
Conservat ion Chairman




Pe 0. Box 485
Kingsburg
Galifornia

03631
<0 March 1971

Allyn Saroyan

Route 1, Box 235 Apt 13
Fort Vialton Beagh
Florids Q2548

Dear Allyn,

Your inquiry re. the San Joaquin Wilderness was most timely,
The new bHill had been introduced in this session of Congress just
twelve days before you sent the post egerd. And support is very
decidedly needed?! From all over the agountry, and in great volume,

The biggest hsng-up is that Congressman Herold T, (Biz) Johnson,
in whose distriet the nroposed wilderness lies, is not among the
spongors of the bill, This is probahly largely because he and Sisk
gre pretty thick, and of course Sisk is vliolenily anti-wilderness
and is doing his best to ram InBerstate 70 across Minaret Summit.

We feel the best course of action, given these circumstances,
is for everyone thmoughout tae country to write to his own congressman,
and also to Aspinall, and send copies to Waldie. As described in the
Fabruary Toples enclosed., here are indigations that it would not be
wise to try to pressure Johnson exg¢e from within his own constitueney.
If he is pushed too hard, he mig urn against us. AS 8, he 18
reletively neutral at this point. We feel Xk he would be best approached
by his colleagues, rather than by non-constituent c¢itizens, (Johnson
is gaught in the middle on this issue begause hls constitueney includes
both sides of the Sierra and while there 1s some organized pro-highway

sentiment on the Madera side, there is anti-highway sentimehh on the
Inyo side.)

Feel free to use the enctosed material in any way--plaglarize,

condense, reprint, ete., I don't care what 1s done with 1t as long
as it helps the cgause.

This is truly a national issue because it involves the integrity
of the Jonn Muir Trail. Of course the entire High Sierra is a national
resource, but people would probably respond more readily to a specifie
threat such &s the present one of the John Muir Trall being severed.

In case somebody starts zetting technical and says the trail is
already out by & road, you will recall thet thﬁg is only a dead end dirt
spur whieh runs down to a parking area 2m for/ ¥nbow Falls trail.

Aind ag a matter of facet it is ny understanding that T Forest Service
is in the proeess of re-routing the trail so it will/through Fish Valley
instead of its previous high-level alignment., When this is done that
dirt spur will be completely avoided, as the trail would then Tollow

the (existing) route along the east margin of the Post pils/boundary.

Of course any trans-sierra sraxxkmg highway crossing would cause
unewoidable, irrevoeable, and massive damage to the J.M. Tréll's integrit
(8isk has claimed that it wouldn't matter, since the trail is alreafly

cut by a road.) But all these technicallties are probably best avoided




unless someone else brings it up, in which cese knowledge of the
Tactes makes it easy to handle the situat ion.

Of couree I would like very much to see anything you are able
to get into print. It sometimes is very depressing to struggle along
in an apparent vacuwum. Whenever I lBarn that someone, somewhere, is
doing something for the San Joaquin ¥ilderness,the knowledgze has a

rejuveneting effect which overcomesthe fe@ling of hopelessness whieh
otherwise tends to settle in.

S0 fer we have the suppvort of The Wilderness Soclety, the
Natliconal Rifle Association, the Spokane Mountaineers, and the
HMerced Pish and Game Club. We hope to be adding to this list.
How gbout the Fort Walton Beach Associetion of Garden Clubw?

(I mean it--a diversity of sunport ing organizations always looks
food. )

lnformation re. where to send money for the Topies is in the
issue I am sending You.

I will eagerly await a progress report.

Sincerely,

George Whitmore

(Forgot to mention that we feel the maln emphasis should be on
promotling the San Joaquin Wildernese on its own merits. We sometimes
have difficulty with people looking upon 1t as o "stop-the-highway"
measure, and they get sc engrossed in stopping the road that they
forget all abocut what & nice place the San Joaouin Wilderness is,

and thet is really why we were concerned sbout the road in the first
pleee. Stopping the road is one issue, but incorporeting the San
Joaquin VWilderness intoc the WNational Walderness Preservation System
goes much bejyond merely stopplag the road. It alsc gives us a positive
issue--we can be for the wilderness, and thus avold the appesrance

of negsativiesm Which we are so often asccussd of.




3/21/71

Minaret Summit nghwai. west side (Granite Creek)

letter and map of 3/14/71 (authorship purposely omitted; it was

by G. Whitmore, Conservation Chailrman, Tehipite Chapter, Sierra
Club)

DISTRIBUTION:

Ike Livermore (he received the originml a week earlier than
the rest of you are receiving this copy)

Ray Sherwin

Mike McCloskey
Dave Van de Mark
Tony Chasteen
Barbara Johnson

Latest information seems to indicate that action of some sort
(possibly advertising for bids?) is imminent on the six to seven
mile segment from Jackass Rock past Squaw Dome to Clover Meadow.
This would apparently be by the Bureau of Public Roads with
Forest Highway funds. Tehipite Chapter feels that the esthetic
impact of this would be minimal, because it would largely consist
of upgrading an existing road and the nature of the terrain 1s

such that damage would be minimal. BUT, 1t may be advisable to
opoose it for politcal reasons--perhaps we could agree EmExkm
to give up opposition to that segment if the Forest Service would

d roject.
give up their Granite Creek bridge proj 3 (> kohac i o
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