
P. O. Box 485 
ngsburg 

California 93631 

14 January 197070 
Claude . Look, Chairman 
orthern California Regional Conservation ommittee 

411 Los Lo • Way 
Los Altos 
California 94022 

Dear Tony, 

The sole J;Urpose of this letter is to at empt to bring the 
NCRCC mailing list into agreement 1th realit , insofar as this 
relates to Tehipite Chapter. 

I am commencing m third year as hipite Conservation 
Chairman, nd I am still not on your distributio list. xcept 
for coup le mailings sent out by Ramona Wa cher luring your 
absence this past summer/fall, I have never received notification 
of any CRCC functions during my entire tenure as enipite 
Conservation Chairman. This is in spite of repeated requests 
by myself and others th t I be placed on the distribution list. 

Perhaps the problem is h t you have my n me, but not the 
address. The only address I have had for more than three years
is the one given above. ome oon ervation mailing lists distributed 
earlier last year gave a co pletely fictitious ddress for me. his 
unfortunate error seems largelyy to have b en correc ted by ow, 
although perh ps you are still trying to u e the fictitious addres. 

s I said, my correct ddress is given above . 

I would appreciate the opportunity to attend CRCC meetings. 

Sincerely, 

G or . itm re 
Conserv tion Chairma 
ehi pite Chapter 

(Our chairman inform s m th t he ha just rece ived a re uest from 
111 ower for n mes and addre s of our n w chapter officer nd 

oommitt e ch irm , cou c 1 r pr ent t1ve, etc. However, they 
did OT make any inquiry on behalf of the CR,C; I fear tat this 
is an indication that past errors ill be perp tuated. Please 
ote the nolosed lists .) 



Tehipite Chapter officers ( CRCC related) for 1970: 

George W. Whitmore (Conservation Chairman) 
P. O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

(209) 897-3692 

( iss) Barbara Johnson (Conservation Chairman, Merced Group) 
2259 E. Childs Avenue 
Merced (209) 723-1836 
California 95340 

Charles Cehrs (Chairman) 
3035 E. Buckingham ay (209) 227-7667 
Fresno 
California 93726 (zip code not correct on current List 24) 

Charles Ostrander (Chairman, Merced Group) 
1786 Eucalyptus 
Atwater 
California 95301 

(209) 358-2595 



The following information is li ted on the chance that you might 
be interested in clearing out ome of the dead ood from List 24 "A"
(Associat e Members, CRCC). 

Ed Daubs - no longer has any official standing or capacity in 
Tehipite Chapter. 

Mark ssie -· no longer chairman (he is no • cha rman 
only, wh ch would not appear to b la t ed). 

Leota Massie - not a member of ehipite Chapter (I believe she is 
affiliated with Loma Prieta hapter). 

James Kirihara - no longer chairman of Tehipite's MercedGroup 
(he is their outing co-chairman, hich ould not 
appear to be C CC related ). 

Marsh Pitman - n a longer has an orfioial standing or capacity in 
Tehipite Chapter, or in ur ··arced Croup. 

Rega d ng List 24 (NCRCC emb rs), I believe orman Poitevin h· s 
not been able to attend a meeting for t )e st the pa t t o yoars. 
It would a ppear that appointm ent in perpetuity i questionable 
prooedur;. 

Charles Cehrs has not been in attendance for quite some time, but 
at lea the is interested and has m de o P effort to try to have 

ehipite Chapter represented at the CH'1, meetings. ince he is now 
our chapter chairman, his lrterest probably will 1 a sume a different 
perspective. 

1/1 /7 
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P. 0. x 485 
Kings burg
C li forni a 93631 

15 January 1970 
Royce , Chai. 

ort e ifornia gional Conservation Committee 
842 s. Livermor Avenu 

Livermore 
California 94550 

D r d Royo , 

I believe he enclos ed cop ies of mate ri 1 hich I ent to 
Tony Look y st rd y re self- explanatory. t eetin 1 t night 
I 1 arned that ony is no long er ch lr n of the NCRCC , and hat 
you t e no t e tort nat one. 

I h v n t een r cei ll?) of th 11 ewer 
di tribution, prob bl be . Chapter delet from 

93755 
  X 

mailing list o. 11 tcd as Conser atio tion 
Chairman for the Southeast • 0th r ise I would ha 
earlier  th t you CC chair man. 

Could ou pl ase end m a notification of th Ja nuary 25t 
(Sunday?) C CC eeti n •. omeon t ld me there is to be one, ut 
I d • d not have a n opportunitty to read the mo nc ce nt, hi h 
a parently co n ta i n s q uite bit of ther infor atiio . 

Of core I would also apprecia te receiving an agenda, if
on 1 a labl . 

hank. y u. 

eo • hitmo e 
Con erv tin Chairma n 

( Our chap t er 1 s great 1 concern n e d o r h o lu e River Con fereno 
eport, 1th regard to both ts pr sent and future t tus Contrary 

to \1 at you iill have be n told, we hav e not participated  te th 
draft ng of this eport, nor h v w h d he ortunity o do o. 
May I mph size that this i s contrary to w hat you w. 11 hav b n told . 

Since a sizeable portion of this river 11 s In our territory, and 
since t his o tion bears the burd no th Ele nor n H toh Hetchy 
dams in osemite ion 1 ark, e eel th tit 1 1 ding--in fact 
dangerous --to promote the uolumn River con er nee port on th b s is 
that it has been to ate. c n thi matt r be laoed on the CRCC agenda 
for clarification ?) 



I 
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Ed Royoe 
Chairman, CRCC 
842 . Livvermore v nu 
Livermore 
C ifornia 94550 

Dear d, 

hank you for seein to it that Ir oeive 
revised Tuol umn River Report. 
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oop of th 

Bob H ckamack had ritten comment on the in i e cover which 

3755 
X  

 i dioat d th the reared I ould diseemin te the information outside 
the ierra Club. R lev nt to this, no e cop enclosed of the 
letter which I am .din hi . 

is app r to be 
wh ich I had assum d to 
apparently not illin 
hearing more of it. 

reviving of n a lier 
pas t hi tory. Since 

to drop th mt er, you 

ccusat·on, one 
me p ople re 

ill p rentl be 

In order to underst nd th roblem, you o d ore a 
he materia 1 hioh e 1 rib ut d 1st fa11 n n 1th the 
igr t ilderness proposa . t the time, Is f thi 

 to T<,ny Loo n ulet Hornbeok. o ver, you t have inheri ed 
 that or ion of he files--or m no have had ce to go hrou h 

 11 of i.t. hus I am n lo n co 1 te set copi o • 

11 of t 1 relate 
Our proposal regar .n 

was more or le 'tabl by ill 
the matter could be straightene

proposa l come befor Congre s, 
 rock the bot a th t t m (ie. 

quite direotl . 
ild r 

 h ar record ri 
 

sion, ep 
a t t w 

p ti 
Co gress. al feel 1 a i 

 should be debat in Cong , f 1 0 
try to ork b hind the c or t 

  
i c th 1 volve dev opment n na em t of he uolu 
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River as a complete entity, it obviously 
Tuolumne River Report. 

hould be part of the 

We are disturbed over the f ot that we cannot seem to get anyone 
to think in terms of ho high Cherry dam could be or should b from 
the conserva tioni t point of view. Instead, peep e prefer to thlnk 
only in terms of wha San Franolsoo 1.! planning, not wh t n Francisco 
should be planning. 

To illustrate: The average annual run-off from the Cherry Creek 
watershed is something on the order of 400,000 acre f et. he storage 
capacity of Cherry Lake is 269,000 aore feet. The total storage 
capacity of the Color do River reservoirs is more th n four times 
the average annual run-off of the Colorado Riv r. It would take 
someone more knowledgable th n myself to know w hat reasonahl 
ratio of storage capacity to average annual run -off would be for
Cherry Creek. But that is preoisely the point--this should have 
been determined by the Tuolumne River Conference, and it was not donee. 

There is also the question of hetber Cherry am can be raised. 
he report of San Francisco' consulting engin ers states that they 

considered this possibili y and decided against it on economic grounds, 
not technical ones. This seems to be a crucial point, but the 
 olumne River Report seems to ignore it. . Rino Bel of Hetch 
Hetchy Water and Fower stated tom that it as not possible to raise 
the typeof dam which now exists at Cherry Lake; if this is so, why 
did their consulting engineers even oon 1.der them tter? lso, an 
engineer in our o rv n chapter has shown me how this type of dam not 
only oan be but is r ised. It ppears that San Franoisoo does not 
want to raise the dam; but it a pears to us that the question is 
whether they should raise it. The Tuolum e River Report does not 
deal with this question. 

A further point re. the capacity of Cherry Lake. Since the 
reservoir has gone over the spill ay only twice, I believe, in he 
thirteen years of the dam's existence, some peo le claim that the 
capacity is already greater than needed . Ho ever, if on i quires 
as to why the reservoir has spilled only t ice, he finds that it is 
because of heavy draw-downs tor po er generation-- OT beoause bt 
inadequate run-off. Ino her words, the reservoir I'abeing managed 
for ower g,.neration (dollars) only. e reel the question s ould b 
whether it is not ossible to manage the reservoir for 1Jr1W ater supply 
purposes. The Tuolumne River Report does not deal 1th this ques1tiQn, 
to my knowledge (having received it only a half hour ago , I have not\ 
had an opportunity to tudy it in detail). fuile economics should · 
enter into conservation deci ions, we do not feel that economics 
should be the sole criterion--as i.t sometimes appears to be .. 

It is fierra Club (Mills ower} po licy JJ that "if at any time "­
the exiting truotures at Hetoh Hetohy or Lak Eleanor are to be 
replaced or rebuilt, consideration should be given to removal of the ' 
structures entirely." ( raster Plan statement, • resented 13 Feb 68~ 
upon the authority of the Board of Direotor) (emphasis provided} 
(copy enclosed) 

This appears to be a call for eventual remov 1 of both dams, 
it being recognized that it would be rather difficult o seek removal 

r , 
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or either ot them ithout allo ing ad quat tim for them to b 
phased out ot the water and po er system. his is precis ly the 
po ition ot ehipite Chapter; a copy of our Yosemi e aster Plan 
statement,i» presented on the same date(although the ritten oopy 
is dated one day earlier), is nolos d. 

imilar statements ere pr sente at the sa e a in b 
the National Parks Assooiatton , th Si rra Land U e Co. i:t~ 
(an or anization 1th hich ·e AOm times differ quit qtro~gly!), 
and the Aotive Conservation T otios roup at Devis. I presented 
a statement in the same vein, peaking s a priv te ci ·z 

o organize io ~ nd no individu ls spoke inf vor of retaining 
h dams, or ~v n oo~ ntedupon thJm in any way. Th only oomm nts 

were trom those who are ~eking the remova of the dams; s you oan 
see, this a a rather izeabl ad significant egm nt of publio 
opinion. 

It is unfortunate that the Tuolumne iver conference has not 
chosen to align it elf 1th these oth r group, or even to reoo end 
those policies which culd b esential to n e entual r~ lization ot 
the rofessed Sierra Club go 1. 

' feel the reason for this i • that the TR has been obse~· ed 
right from the start with the idea of pre erving the white ater on 
the middle river. ~e hole . study" was ori nted to ard this go 1, 

nd ooneideration of o her goals, it an , an minimal. 

The Tuolumne i er Confer no 1s co tent, for t e moment, i th 
opposing a y new dam construotio1 h n t nal park, s cur i he 
knowle ge that'time and deterioration will v ntua ly t k to much 
of a toll on the cit 1 pre ent m . E e nor am alread is failL g, 
and its fut re beyo d 1990 i uno tin , ocord ng to the an lysis of 
the City' on cons lt nt. h nit t be r ov , thee c ould be 
none struotur; vo re,l o 

ha abo1t repair o h xi ing 11th e rd to Elenor, 
Haokamaok mentions u • re ovatio1' i his letter or tr n°mittal, 
but I do not r·nd any- o Josition to re) ir or reno a ion in the body 
or he report. ( ai , I l v ot h d t me o ~ n kim it,) 
·na ou ' 'haug ne sy? .1. in o ~ oe er. 

here~ e to be or at o pl oeno the u of 
th se d ms--time an e i r tion wi .1 so 1 rob t 
in th meantime the rr lu b r g polio hloh 
BDITI ould permit the d s o out 
int eir zeal to-pre er t e e , th 

tem. I r that, 
y c u ly e 

ng ·au a s o d pe n ver da , peoia ly 
a gh e~sy. 

I qu tea rec t 
because of an __,xirti 
flows, hough fl1ctu 

te ( ri tten) b c am ck: 'Iro·1ica .,_ly, 
d o r noisco Jr house, ood 
' C u on in au 11 

summer. · 

Do ~ 'the RC • re ly • nt to s ;. e th dams ventu lly r 
or a~e they afr id thi would d prive them of k yak1n duri t 
summer month? And re they, perh p, fraid th t remov 1 of th 
• 
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rsm within the p rk uld re ult 1 pre ure for o , ~~r1oti not 
ne rese voir on the middle river? Conv rs tion ith these peo le 
indicates to me that both ot the~e points are very much in their 
minds , although of course they will not oome right out and admit it 
in so many words. 

nlargement of Cherry Lak \ uld a pear to be a .1• s sibl olut ion 
which might permit remov 1 of th park d ms .J!.2_ pres~rvation ot the 
hite water. 

Unfortunately, our J):ll>JJl:• propo al for th" mt 1th int ~nse 
hostility. tone point fx1r ax~ (1 riting) I w so 11 d aii a 11 r, 
and to1 • that "Your suggestions are no longer welcome." 

Perh ps you or someone else could brln up m of th abo 
points at the 1CRCC meeting. Coming from someone else, they might 
possibly be considered less disruptive. ~hey might also be listened 
to instead of summ rily rejeoted. 

Sf; e you ndey! 

enolo sure s: 

Sincer ly, 

Georg . hitmore 
conservation Chairman 

letter to R. Haokamaok, 22 JAN 70 
complete set of Emigrant/Cherry mailings: 

To Whom it May Concern, 16 Oot 69 
M. Mccloskey, 16 Oct 69 
pp. 2-5, proposed modification, 16 Oot 69 
To Sierra Club Leaders (selected), 10 Nov 69 
To Harry Grace, 29 Oct 69 

Yosemite Master Plan statement, Mills Tower, 13 Feb 68 
" " " " , Tehipite, "12" Feb 68 
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h ve just r c 1ved the Tuolumne Riv r epor , • ovember 1 69 
revision. h. you tor sending it. , is hou d n bl our 
1 ousaion thi coming SU d y to be mor ningtu . 

note the comment you h ritt non th in id co~ r. 

oor 1ng to y cord, l ~l d you copy ot my l tt r to 

3755 
:xxx 

Harry race (29 ·ct 69) nd y 1 tter to i rr Clu led rs (10 OT 69). 
But apparently you ever received , tor hioh a ~orry. I 
enclosing oopies of thee lett rs no• which I believe hould help 
to clarity 11Stters. 

pr sum you 111 e et th 
look forw rd o e n you th n. 

RO eetin SUnd y, nd i 1 

Sino rely, 

orge . -, i mor 
cons r tion Chair n 



Lawrence C. H ,~ ley, cu erln tend nt 
Yosem1t t1onal Pr 
,alit rni 95.,89 

Dear rry, 

• . Box 85 
Kingsbur 
californi 93631 

7 Feb 70 

Your Fi. : • 16 

is is to ackLo your 1 ter of ecember 30, in 
which you invited ehi Ch pter top rt oip te in the 
Yo emite cooper tive tudies . 

• ~ are definit y i 
thie. 

reste in oooper ting 1th you on 

imar re po s1bil1t for worki .,. ii h you rest •1it 
ehi 1 C ap r' ·e oe r p. ' ave lr y disou-.c d 

this it~ their Conserv tion Chairm n, an I sugge~t you 
directly 1th hr. 

• he a r J,. is 

1., 
~2 9 E. 
eroed 

'1alitor i 

John on 
vanu 

95340 . 

hank au tor so11oitin~ our ooop r tion , 
for thi ome at be lat - po s . 

i C 

Geo rt•: . 'h 1 tmo r 

1e pologiz 

~onserv tio Ch r n 

cc. rbara Johnson 



Law.reno• o. Badley, Stlperintendent 
Yoaeaite ational Park 
cal1torn1 95389 

Dear Larry: 

P.O. Box 485 
lt1ngsburg 
Oalitornia 93631 

9 pr111970 

The MEIi) W OF U DEB .... • NDI . 0 Covering th• Yo ealte 
Oooperatiye Deer tudies should be ohang din two plaoes .. 

In paragraph two ot ge two, and 1n paragr phone ot 
page thre , the word " •. ◄ end the Meroed OroUJ? ot the ierr 
Olub" should be changed tor d .•. n! tli Tinipite Cha2t r 
ot the ierra Club." 

There re eev rel reasons tor th1 1 most ot th int rnal 
to the Club. From our point ot Ti w, ho Tr, the o t mportant 
r son 1a that our ere d Group do not enoo pa a all ot the P rk, 
•rel most ot it. ( ll or o e ite l1e within ehip1te Chapter.) 

----
Si rr Olub by l ws do not ermit Group to formulate 

policy. That privilege 1 re rT d to the Olub' 
and ta the Elleout1Ye 00 ttee ot the Chapter · . hu , eYeD though 
we hope that moat ot vour oo teot 1th th Olub t the ork ng 1 Yel 
wil be through our ero d Group, this t neT rthel be within 
the tr mework ot policy tabli bed by the • e 1p1te Oh pter nd 
th Club's ard ot Directo . h1 1 why e r 1 hour reed 
Group, rather than turning the loo e to work 1 nd ntl 

Ky letter ot February '1 probabl did ot this ol r. nd 
I apologize tor a oon.tu ion I JD8 h ve o •aed. 

1noer l, 

I 
· r •. ltmor 

oo. rb re John on Cone rv tio,n Oh irm n 

(I will h nd•c rry this letter to . our ott1o 1n the mornin, so 
there will p rh p be an o ortunit. to ke the ch g in the 

morandum ot Under tandii)g b tor it 1 1ghed.) 



Gail nsen 
865 K ro Court 
unn~vale, Calif. n4086 

D • r ss nsen: 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
Californi 93631 

24 Ia r 70 

I hav ~i ~n a 00.1;· of irour letter cf ,· ·!' .,h 18, 
addre~sd othc -l·fo·1 n · ··c er-r,a~ioncounci incanta rar. 
It ad been s nt to t, hei1· loo 1 rep e e.1t ti ··e, 1r. ea 1 ..,, on el, 
who in turn had s 1 ed me -; ... eth r I c u~_d pr vi e ~ou with tl e 
requested l.1. f .... t1t on ~·ega- • 1... n the Peri~ herel Canal. 

F rnaps ,.,-our be t ~our l:J of LJ.f rxnat.1011 uould be :11:. P~ter 
Zars • 1~20 - ct. Charles Sti ee.t, .Ala.ued , Calif o de i1 ._; 1. I~e has 
been involv 3d • .. e:xter si ;;e stu ies· of v0r i u .. EH.: .ctrl c· • .h ~ 
Cel..:.J.orni;.i 'tt6 "i,.:,.r. ,, ie, 1 ·1---:..i.. r i.;.cr· th<: ... re .... .., t 
ano. ...,_. :b' . t v b12-0 :. u.nd.eJ..· th ~ 
...,a1 J::·r nc ,.. r the L:t orru Cl 

~101:':..f· · 1 .--. r) in -.r:t 

D -lta 
the 

dooUlliento n m I find two 
re th r ~e .. 1gt 4., 

v 1 Ci v • c l , t t e e 
PreJ.l.ll1ln6r r 
l Qt :r erence~ u : u . 

The o ~ er th 3 C'!~ c~~"'r • , 
--rn .;.. e lieti..er o t:!·,_·~ c:~.J ·.!. t tions 
to apx:,l'op i& 1.,e D1ftth t·'a .... c J. lv") 
da ,e<i - , ·'l{· lv, .... , v t ::- t,e ,/nt '.:n-- :.1enc. 1.roes 
Cnnt e· 11 

• d o ,lt1b • o 

~an h~p • 

ha o - L-,• ea . r • i1 ... n d. !1m 

som t nttot l ft'cm. ~0 hs, .. rtditional 
co of e or b1,.;l e c nJ.c!h --rot: -~ven m.ore 
~l . J. 1r1. i 1· h. some a son he ble to help 

~~u, ten con,act me and ooula wrrk som 0~t. 

"ou ere proba lv familiar \ith Crr Califo • a, t10 Jorn 1 ot 
California omorro . ln soanni. ) heck Issues I find cr~1~1~s hioh 
might be of some VE. lue to "'ro ... . th follo • g: fm r 1. 68 
( ol III, No. 3}; Spring 196 ~ 7o 4, iJo. GJ; ·~ :· L. < .. ~~ .. ':IG~•/?D 
("',.ol 5• N • 1). •1Isr 7' l.J.b ·~ ..... e...; arr,, th ·'21 ~. ~1o<11 ,""l 

A wel as writing Zar ·, ~u mign ~i lt neo. • ri,e 
Ed Ro~ce, o4L .. : . Li ermor Aver ue, Li verm ···e, C ___ 0 H- i 
obairmsn o • tt1e ..:,ierr c:,ubt J)rtha n Ca J. or .i. egJ.Qna Conservation 
CoZJmit c. .,.J, c I fl is o . r·· - t :rr q 1 ,e ., n-vol-VA< • 11th vhe • lifornia ater 
Plan/ tat, fveter 1-Tojeot. (Zar has become involv d n air pollution 
recentlv, end mev no; have OU!:!._...!!_ fil son ~ater problems.) 

I believe vou wi l find that the orux of th~ Peripheral Canal 
issue hiriges on oota :-u n g arentees of adequate r""leases ~nto the 



Delta. With ut such guarantees, we are faced with p_o;,able 
deterioretion of the Del e. Wi.th guar .nteec, t l?e:r::..,:heral 
Can l otu!:11'"' could ehhanae v,ater qualit, in th ... Del a--the 
question is not whether it ooulo., bt .. t r~ith r whether it will. 
Given olitcal re l ities, it se .ms un.likel..-r! -

Check the OU 'r'!' .. nt (Ma.,.,?) : f; , ... ll 3 of .al' ar !? • 'Itv : s ·: G J. S 
devot d to e"'O-Og , 9U thcr-v l al art ... c enth ~..:ta '3 ift!ster 
Proj cl,.. I .r ave . .1. ,.,., ha Q ohanoe +o U.:.d. 1. , but ~. t 'o-p .ge 
col or cartoon paint a ver . deroe tor pio ·~ ~nd s orth 
tJ.16 . ine ,;:· th C -1 -•~. A z.·· :t,,. 

I ~ }.n ~ub ec ~i to, 
the aoove ma~ be o· some v0J.u.e t 10. 

inoerelir. 

·,~t .1. ,m .... e 
1":0 t 1,... .a Cha:_ r.t .L.:.n 
.I:. ul r J/ er 

v ub 

ut hoe 



chael cCloskel7' 
Executive Director, Sierra Club 
1050 lls Tower 
San Francisco 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

29 V 70 

California 94104 SUBJECT: Vosemite Vallev Bridge 

Dear ke, 

This is in response to ,our letter of ~arch 30 to B rbara 
Johnson, our ierced Group Conservation Chairman, in which ~rou 
asked for further information regarding the proposed new bridge 
across the leroed River in 'Vbsemite Valle~r. In the interim, I 
had a length"r discussion with a high-ranking member of the vosemite 
administration about this subject, so I am the one who is 
answering vour letter. 

e are finding it difficult to obtain definitive end complete 
information regarding the Yosemite Master Plan. This diffioult~r 
appears to exist for several reason . The foremost is that the 
aster Plen itself is apparentbr not definitive and complete. It 

appears to be what is sometimes called a "schematic" plan in that 
it is tentative and apparent~, not based upon precise survevs; 
thus the fin 1 version could differ signi:fic ntb. from iha is 
being discussed now. 

Keeping the above uncertaint,r in mind, e offer t e following. 

There is a firm decision to use a bridge as a means of 
connecting Highwav 120 and Highwa,r 41 so motorists ould not have 
to do an,, backtracking. Aside from the question of providing for 
through traffic, it would provide the m ns of getting Highwa,r 41 
(South Entrance) traffic to the parking lots and transportation 
S"rstem terminus at Big eadow. 

pparentbr more than one site -ror the bridge as oonsidered, 
but it is felt that there is realbr onbr one possibilit~,, and th t 
is shown on the enclosed map. The bridge loo tion might be con­
sidered to be fairl"" precise, but the road approaches are approximate. 

This loo t ion, about half wa,, from Turtleback Dome to roh 
ock, is farther down the gorge than earlier remarks had led u 

to believe. 

• e hav been told that, in order to avoid the high to~ers, it 
ould O be a suspension bridge. However, this st tement did not 

appe r to have the benefit of engineering studies behind it. 
Considering the length of the span (on -half mile) and th height 
above the orge (one thousand feet), I am 10 derin vhether 
an~thi1 other than a suspension bridge ould be feasibl. 

Th Plan appare tlr calls for a major ne road oonneoting El 
Port 1 with Bi eado. (Such a road xists at present, but it is 
v _r di 'r'ntar~" and unfit for an'I',. volume of public traffic.) 
Thus t affic through erced and · ariposa Jould still h ve direot 
aoceso ose ite llew. 



lthough Present ster Pl an thinking calls for a tr nsport t·on 
s~stem from Big eadow down the route of the Old Coulterville road, 
it las been pointed out that a bridge would permit it to follow the 
the existing route across Turtleback Dome and through the 1a~ona 
Tu1nel . Th·s latter alt rn tive ~ould appear to be esthetioall~r 
superior o t ~o counts: (1) it would keep the public nve"tr noe 
from pre-empting the narrow gorge between cascade Valle,, and Vall "' 

iew; (2) it ould retain the pre ent magnificent vistas from 
Turtleback Dome and Tunnel View. 

he existin Big Oak Flt rod from the Big ·eadow junction 
do m to the Valle",. floor would probabbr be abandoned , obliterated, 
or designated as a "trail". 

Tha Plan calls for· a public transportation s"'rstem (probabbr 
alo.g the route of th existing road) to Glaci r Point, but this 
would start from Bad r Pass or vioinit"t,, and not from Yosemite V· lle"r • 

~
1ithout a bridge, the onl~ utomobile a c cess to B dger Pass , 

the Yosemite rest ubdi vision, • awona , and the 1',Jariposa Grove ·ould 
be from the south vi Highwa"r 41. e fe 1 that public pressure nd 
political realities Viould ke it impossi le to convert Hi hwa~r 41 
into a dead-end route. 

Furthermore, if automobile access to these points v1ere elim­
inated, a huge i crease in scope of the publi c transport et ion s.,.rstem 
would be required. Considering the inoreas d cost and i convenience 
to the park visitor, we are wonderin whether the vi~itor's 
experience ight not be degraded rather than enh noe. 

s an alter ative to a bridge , permitti go rs to pass through 
osemi te Valle,,. is not acceptable to us. It appears that a bridge, 

at least in the location and of the trpe proposed , would be less 
objectionable. ' 

One alternative whioh we oonoeived, and to hioh we have devoted 
much thought, calls for abandoning igh a r 41 as the m jor southerl"'" 
approach route to osemite Vallev. It would be repl ced -rdth a major 
new highwa..,.,. which would take traffic from 1 ighwa-rr 9 in the Fresno-
ladera area (or from Highwa,:r 41 near Friant) and route it through 

the Ra"rmond area to ariposa. Highwa, 140 from riposa to El Portal 
could be upgraded, and a new link from El Portal to Sig tieadow would 
provide a through north-south co.nection with ighwa,, 120. It appears 
that such a route - iould be verr little onger than the preset 

ighwa"tr 41; in an,, event, it would probabl r be faster bee use there 
1ould be fewer mile of tortuous terrain. Being at lower elevations 
than Highwa r 41, it would provide more reli ble "rear-around aocess to 
vosemite Valle .... ,, and the reduced m intenance costs would help to 
offset the construction cost. 

t such a proposal still leaves the problem of providing for 
access to Badger ass, ~osemite st, a o a , d the riposa Grove. 
gain , a bridge appears to offer the onb,. feasible solution . 

'eh ve invested a considerable number of man-hours in an 
attempt to come up with a viable alternative to a bridge. The atte pt 
has been unsuccessful to date. If someone else has the solution to 
th·s complex problem, e ould be h ppv to hear it. 

Sinoerebr, 

eor e . 1hi tmore 
on~erv tion Ch irm ehipite Ch er 
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