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Galifornia 93631

S April 1971

Francis VWalecott

subject: San Joaquin Wilderness
& Sierra Net. Forest timber
sales.

Dear Francis,

fhanks for the copies of letter end clipping which Oraig
Hermsmeyer sent to the Sierra (Club office, snd whieh had been
referred to Gordon Robinson, thence to You.

Upon reading the e¢lipping I ean gerteinly see the reacon for
eongern, as the cquotation makew it sound as though the Indian Timber
Sale will encroach upon the vroposed San Joacuin Wilderness. '
Aotually it will not, although 1t dees adjoin the western boundary;
fortunately the boundary lies along 2 ridge arest in that area, so
the influence of the timber sale would be redueed to some extent.

The main objJegtion tc the Indian sale is that it 1is giving = me
impetus to a Torest Cervies voad projeet (5330) in the Granite Oreek
area, ineluding a high standard conerete bridge seross the creek.

Because the name assigned teo thie project is "5830" instesd of
"Forest Highway 100", the Forest Servige seems to think we should

have no objection to it, But of eourse it would constitute s defaesto
link in ¥.H. 100 regardless of what label they put on it.

We have teken the resition that we will tolerate lozgzing on the
west side of Granite Creek, but that we would oppose lozg on the
¢ast side of the eresk if the Forest Serviee insists on puttxﬁ in
the permenent bridge. We would tolerate lo?ging on the east side of
the ereek only il the logs were teken out via & temporary bridge or
a "ary ford", or auy meams olher than a permsnent grossing.

We have been in touch with Mike MeQleskey, Ray Sherwin, and
others on this, and our feelings have been gomsmnicatad to the USFS
Regioral Offlce. There was scme risk thet Projeet 85830 nt be
funded thls year, end sppareatly the deeisicn is still pending.
Perhaps it would be apprepriate for Gordon Robinson,®m upon his
return, to eheck with Ry Sherwin on this problen,

Singerely,

George Whitmore
ce. Ray Sherwin Conservation Chalirman, Tehipite Chapter
Jim Baxtoan
inis Ireland

Gordon Robinson

Craig Hermsmelyer
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5396 93739
PeDe Box L|'85
Kingsburg
California 93631
wloya Lupling 17 May 71
»aersca Jlub
35 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E, Subject: San Joaquin Wilderness bills
vashington, D.C. 20002 (HR 4270, Waldie)

(HR 6857, Hanna )
Jear Tu.,

Much to our surprise, we have just learned that a second San Joaquin Wilderness
bill has been introduced in the House, this being Mr. Hanna's HR 6857.* The new bill
is apparently identical to Mr. Waldie's bill with the exception of the acreage called
for. Because the acreage is different, we are assuming the boundaries called for are

iiffere~t, although this is far from being clear.

As a start toward clarifying the situation, it should be remember=d that
Mr, Waliie's bill in the 91st Congress (HR 15019) contained an error which was never
correctad. Waldie's old bill called for "43,000" acres, whereas the map which
accompanied that bill outlined an area of 48,000 acres. Ue always assumnd the 5,900

acre discrepancy was due to clerical or typographical error.

Prior to introduction of Waldie's new bill in the 92nd Congress, ve requested

a bourdary adjustment which resulted in the addition of 2,500 acres. This raised
the total correct acreage to 50,500. This is the figure specified 1in Jaldie's HR 4270,
'~ & «re assuming that he altered the map to reflect the boundary change = requested.

-u. now Mr. Hanna has introduced a bill (HR 6857) which contains the oid figure
;& "43,000" acres, even though this figure was erroneous right from the start. Just
as with Waldie's bill, Hanna's bill also refers to "the map entitled 'Proposed Minarets
Suumit vilderness'". In the case of Waldie's bill, we can surmise that the referred to

map shcws the boundary which we recommended since the acreage figure agrees with ours.
But ir. -he case of Hanna's bill we haven't the faintest idea whether the referred to
map shows the old boundary or the new one which- we are now recommending, since the

figure of "43,000" acres refers to neither.

Normally we would write to Mr. Hanna to seek clarification, DBut, and this 1s
the crux of this whole letter, we do not know what our position should be with regard

either to Mr. Hanna or to his bill. We are hoping you can advise us on the following:
{. Why did Hanna introduce his bill? (The answer to that may also provide the
answers to the following questions.)
2., Is it possible that we would alienate Waldie by giving suoport to Hanna's bill?
3. Does good legislative strategy call for acknowledging and supportin%
jdentical bills, or should we single one out and ignore the other? (This
. is assuming that Hanna amends his bill so it is truly identical.)
.4, 1Is there any reason to think that Hanna's bill might stand a better chance

than Waldie's bill?
5, In essence, we need your advice on how we should respdnd to this situation.

(The Wilderness Society is wondering, also.)

Thanks for your help. e
Sincerely, (

N~

Yt LAl

orge We Whitmore

2¢c. day Sherwin - To explore, enjoy, and protect the natural mouniain scene ---

Aike McCloskey nservation Chairman
francis Walcott *Mr. Hanna is a co-sponsor of Mr. Waldie's bill.
jonal distribution: Harry B. Arandell
TonyY Chasteen Iuis Ireland Harold Basey
Barbara Johnson Jim Eaton ‘’hil DeBoer

Anton Nelson Larry BE. MoSs John Anderson
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90 May 71
J0O2 Fontalne

Star goute, Box 1142
Tehachapi
California 935861

Dzar Joe,

Many thanks for the excellent coverage given the San Jraquin
w. .derness in the June Roadrunner. Someone did an excellert Jjob
of summarizing the issues, and even improved upon Z2arbsra Johnson's
original article in some ways. 4nd I was especially . leas=d to see
Bev's photo cn the cover--this alone undoubtedly induced many to
read the article who would otherwise not have done so.

If Aspina’! is ever to scheduls hearings on the San Joecuin
1 .derness bill, it will be only because people from =11 over the
country have written their congressmen in support of tle Li71,
as>inall is quite indifferent to letters written Lizm vy eit zens
outside nis own constituency, but he might be more rec=ptive to
ressure brought upon him by his own colleagues. Tris 1s why we
.21 1t is absolutely essential for wilderness advosates throughout
... country to enlist the support of their own gongrassmer on this
L E8ue,

m-rﬂh_- . guh '—-i-iuﬁir-v!-m}*—rﬂm, e Aol W S e i R —

Thanks for doing Yyour part to save the John Muir Trai’. 24 the
Sicorra crest through which it passes.

Slncerely,

i
)
! _ Ww. wWhitinore
: Glenn rt=erline Sovservation Chairman
l Kicki Burck:ar :
Bill r'rencern
Bob Thomas
: t =yveson

‘ Bev o

-~

(«.en our Tenipite Toples comes Hut in a week 01 so, I expect *o
s2c at lea.t Three schedula? nutings into the San Joaquin WiY ‘erness
' for the sumner months. e certainly hope to see some Kern--: - .n
rbers joining us on these trips.)

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