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Jo Fontaine 

D ar Jo , 

P.O. x 485 
in burg 

California 93631 

23 July 1 3 

Hop the nolosed ite r . J nnie ke r a is of intere t. 
 

It a pp r that th n t 
give copie of it t tho o 

OT to others. nd tho 
encoura ed (co red?) to rite 
reoommend tions. 

itu tion is to 
n 1n t ar but 

pie of it e 
1th t 

e re son t at I s 
this dooument 1s pri r11 iv i n r 1 distribution to 

1. Puttin articl ter 
op s1t1on and 1 
v ry tional or our 
beoom r conv no t 
much e in our pp s for
to avoid this ard, (and also ord r 
dol oost per 1 tt r obt d). 

2. T S ppar ntly not int rs in h rin tro 
ny y xoept the ac of t r judging from 

their handling of the r co ts to date. If 
I am co ct is, then thy ould count 
1 t r i h ich ight pro in 
a s r i , 1 
ould expre s ro individuals. ey ould 

 lso discount be g 
"party 11n " (ie. pro- n o - ) if 
th y thought th 1 rr b s t o g t 1 to 
rite. 

ou ght feel th t such vie
quo • • dministr tion, nd 

e 
I 

f r es th 
infl nced 

• t out by our pr ent proble ith th 
th t con lu ion ould incre
dealing 1th n n tion 1 

 and th_ 
to thos concl u ions 

oice n 
brought 

ul 
situ tion. 

Of oou in 
ithout it r t. 

po ts it if
ho actua11 o 

should 
co , 

in ur 

Cha pt r ripp nto t e r 
t nu be of int nt 

t t throug - ? 

od 

o ely, Go W itmor 



Sh lley cIntyre, S1err 
1050 111 o r, 220 
an Francis co, C lif. 

Dear helley: 

Club 
h Str et 
104 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

23 July 1973 

. th nclo ed py of the eouoi ation 1 Foret nnounce­
ment requesting public input on future management o the J nnie ke 
roadless rea. 

Of course I don't m n o imply th t nyone t your level should 
(or would h ve the tim to) et in olved in this specific  issue. h 
reason I am sending th announce ent is b cause I intrigued by the 
glimpse into Forest Service procedure hich it provides, particularly 
as these procedures relate to th Ro dles s Area Revi hich is 
supposedly still ongoing. 

First, I f 11 to see ho th Sequoi • .F. oan be "currently 
developing a plan" tor th manage nt of this rea until the question 
is settled as to whether or not the area 111 and up on the Chief's 
New tudy Area list. his lin of que tion1ng could obviously be 
elaborated. 

Second, note that they do not cknowledge th existence of the 
ew Study Area 11st which th Chi f is pposedly rking on, or the 

review prooedure hioh th et blish nt of th t list w to have 
put in motion. Does thi mean th t the e St dy re concept h s 
been abandoned? 

Note the rel tionship bet een the first nd seoond points. It 
appears to me that they tend to corroborate ea ch ot rend reinforce 
my suspicions. 

Third, ote that one of their "backcountry" conce pts llo s for 
the use of motorcycles. 

Fourth, note that they apparently re seeki input only trom 
those people who are actually using th area t pre ent. (The announce-
ment was posted on ign along th tr il, nd I have not hea rd of their 
requesting input by any other means.) Thi procedure, if that is truly 
what they are doing, certainly uld sure a bias to rd the status 
quo. For example, e ha d nev r gon into the are previously bee use 
we had otten heard that it as o errun with motorcycles , garbage, etc. 

e recently ent there only s part ot field surve y trip. Unle our 
aversion to motorcycles nd garbage is unique, it ould ppear that 
other would-be hikers probably h e been voiding th are lso--and 
thus do not kno th t the Sequoi .F. 1 requesting public input. 

I am bringing the speei ic issue o future n ement of the 
Jennie Lake ro dless rea to th ttention of local people. 

t I thought you ight be intere ted in the broad r considerations 
which may or may not be implicit in the S quoi . . procedure. 

Sincerely, 

George hitmore 



Joe Fontaine 

Dear Joe, 

P. 0. 48 
ingsburg 

California 3631 

23 July 1973 

Re. motorcycles in end round the J nni Lake roadless r a. 

This oalls for f irly close interchapter ooordination i cause 
some of the motorcycle trail str ddl th ohapt r boundaries. 

The roadless area (S quoia .F.)  nd the Roaring River 
area (Kings Canyon .P.) are in Tehipite territory, buts quoia 

.P. is in Kern- wea h turf. 

ou will not in my 1 tter to J ck Rafterf the r ther olose 
intermingling of the problem a it rel tes to the v riou dmi 1-
strative jurisdictions of the f dera1 l nd . 

The motorcycle tr il from Stony Creek c mpground up the ridge 
to the ast crosses into the Sequoi .P., and stays ther quite a 
bit of the ay. 

The motorcycle trail from J nn1 ke to J .o. Pass does the 
same thing, except perh ps more flagrantly because th Park boundary 
is much more closely igned along that stretch. R ther interestingly, 
we found that who ver signed th boun ary did not always use the 
watershed divide as th line, lthough rely the  lawspecifies  
the divide as being t u thor1z d boundary. In any vent, t 
motorcycle trail is inside t e signs for much if not ost oft 
distance.  

The main purpose of this letter is informational, but you 
may want to initiate some action from the -K si e. If you do, 
I would appr ciate being k pt infor d. Thanks. 

Since r ly, 

or • hitmore 



6 

Sotero niz, Su pervisor 30 July l 73 
Sierra tional For t 

ederal Building 1130 "O" tr 
sno, Ca11torn1 3721 

Deer otero: 

I h ve had the ple sure of 11 t nin 0 t p of the r c nt
MJ "Encounter"program in h1ch you Pr icipa te • I found the 

program o be quite inter t1 g. 

Although several que tions r r is d in 1 , one st nd out so 
conspicuously th t I fee simpl s sk you or cl rification of it. 

Toward the end of the program, you id, 
" ..• o wh t resource do e give priority? 

" 1ght no we h v on re o o tour of the 1 rr 
tional or t th t ' dedio d Wildern s no . Th t' 

25 per aent of our total or is Wilderness no. 
have another 330,000 acre s, hich bout noth quarter, 
that is in ro dle rea. 

"Okay, e ha ve so option to x r 1 
rea. On one h n e h ve om roups h t 

every single ore shou be in i dernes , 
that one cre into would be in Wilderness

tional For st...• "

in that ro le 
re t 111n us 

hich "OUld e n 
on the ierr 

The question in my nd is, ho r he 'group who are a ng tha 
"every ingle acre" of the ro dles inv n ory "should be in ld rnes s ? 

I belong to, nd m fami11 r 
quite a number of organizatio 
fam111 r 1th have t ken th 
area should be in ildern s 

licie nd ob ctives of, 
t. on f thos m 

11 of theroad ss inventory 

ven cons idering the view of indi , I r h 
pres ed to think of people ho hold . Jus f d, 
r ca 11 only t o such ind vidu 1 , n r 1 e o h t 

P r 
1 n 

I m wondering hether the 
distinguis h b en r commend 
opposed to a r com end ion or study proc re 

Of course, the difference v 
on p cific ilderness cl s a 
ee ho refus 1 even to con 

justified. ·----
In V nt, I re ll y ould ppreC 

t n t ' 0 roup r t 111n u 
should be 1n Wildernes s."

h .. ou for r ur roub
Since

c John onior eo 

t cl
th 

n 
1 
t 

rifica
V ry 

r ly, 

tion of 
s n 1 

or 

ure to 
tion 

ti s di fer
ifficult to 
n be 
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letterhead 

Roy • Droege, Di trict nger 
Pineri ge anger District 
Sierra tion l Foret 
. o. Box 38 

Big Creek 
California  93605 

Dear Roy: 

Regarding our letter of April 5, 
Ch irmanof the ehipite  Chapt r. T is 
tor re pon , nd I am sorry to be so 1 

ou described variou o ibl lt 
oap citJ ot the Chi Pe k 1 rt 
quit intere tl g, nd p 1 no 
enlargement ot he pe ted . 

3 uly 1973 

Your ile: 2720 

ohn or, 
r terr 

ng OU on

for exp ding th 
foun th to 

ot eoneid. r .ng 

e truet Jo will keep u 1 fo 
in Your thinking, and truly pp o1 

d o i n f1 nt ch n es 

ideas et r letivel rlY s 

o. John nior 

oppo t unity to re 1 ou 
lop nt of h propos l 

in r 1, 

G o hi o, 

.



Margaret Arp 
7837 Fairview Road 
Bould r 
Colo do 80303 

Dear Margaret: 

P. o. Box 485 
urg 

Califor nia 93631 

3 Augu t 1973 

Our plan have been revis ed tor th• pt enth time. Th• ay 
things no t nd is thu ..• 

I have reviewed th• batch of 38 papers h1ch you 11 d July 20. 
I am enclosing oor1n heet for those. 

In the orn1n I will check our Canadiann 11 box to • hether
the lat i papers have rr1 ed yet. If they have, I 111 r vie th 
immediately and 1n lude them on coring heet. 

If they ha • not arrived, I 111 be un bl to t co ents on 
them to you. This 1 becaus e re goin into th ountain l tr 
th n firs t planned, and 11 be co ing ou l tr. 

If you i h to cont ot e, rop a ote to y O. bo 
and if need b I could phone you f o Canada • co out 
of th ount in. This ould be about th 15th. But • 111 d finite  
be coming out 1 te enou h tth t I ould ot be able to get letter 

e on• to you before you leave on your trip. 

Rega rding the ppr. I u t y 
general lack of quality and/or f 1lu 
Cont r nce. Ir• 1 wed 11th aper 
of them a fourth tl •· I thought I 

• finally concluded ht I a ot. 

point din th 
th themeof th 

thr t1 es, nd o • 
ing o ething. but 

y 

The r• ere ht con b 1n the ccept bl .
range.  Another o e ha 1 l. And I elt th 
 25 of the p r w r• s ply not accep . Th becau • they 
were unlntelll ible, 1rr•l v nt, oorly org niz d, 1th1n th• 

•not cceptabl• ct gory I 1nolud d e e 1 pr h1ch e e quit • 
well pr pared, and. a few hich ere even quite inter• ting. ut I 
placed th• in the •not accept bl ca tegory becau they 1d not •• 
to • to be r l v nt to the purpo e o the Con rence. 

Th•r ere thr•• ppr hich I felt des• e a ecial category, 
but 1n tead I b1trar1ly placed th• n arg n l nd not 
acceptable" on the o 1. Th e e t1ve or new, and they 
have the f ult o being factu 1 in nature, rather th n • has 1z1ng 
ideas. If you are 1111ng to ccept th1 type of terial, then I 
would recom end con 1d•r tion of thesethre papers ahead of tho• 
hich I plao• 1n the " rgin l ategor. t ight be orth g vin

a fairly high rati /to the a er ( 1ldern• o e tern C nada) 
1n o •r to timulate interest ln th t ubject; I l th tinter• t 
in and C nadia n ildernes probl 1 long over u•--
th• tak d1nly high, nd th outlook seemsv ry oor. 

Since r ly, G org . hit o 



Dennis R. G gnon, r 11 Coordin tor 
elty Pack, Inc. 

1807 Victory Boulevard 
Glendale 
Cal1forn1 91201 

e. "The Kelty rail" 

Dear r. Gagnon: 

P.O. X 485 
Ki g burg 
California 93631 

11 Ooto er 1973 

Thank you for your note of Septe mber 20, in hich you ask d 
for comments on "The Kelty r il" proposal. 

lou asked for impressions, uggestions, nd r commend tlon. 
The implication w that you would take th e into account. But 1n 
the very next br th you stated that you would b oing to press 
on December l! 

In my mind, thi raises a question as to the seriou ness ot your 
request for comment. If you ere really concerned about getting 
meaningful input trom other, t seems tom that you would have 
requested it long before hi. 

Under the e circumstances , I really ca nnot ring self to pend 
much time and energy spelling out and dis cu i g th numerou ramifi-
cations of your project. Howev r, I 111 ingle out for oo nt f
of the more obviou aspect ot this 1tuat1on. 

Fir t, let me make it abund ntly cle r th t I sh re our fee11 
that the ohn ir rail is exce ive1 u ed nd bused • 

.But I lso reel that one of the biggest reason s for this, perh p 
the single most important reason, lies in th f ct that the route a 
given name and then abundantly promoted ov r th y ars. 

hi is why I read your propo 
ble misgiving--ranging al th wa 

If you give th route an me, 
do you expect th tit ill not ultim
has befallen the John Muir Trail? 

1 for ' elty Tr il" ith cons ider­
from ntip thy to outri ht ho tility. 

nd then pro d to promote it, ho 
t ly uffer th ame f te which 

h idea of promoti as con trail r or 1 pr 111 o but 
west of the John Muir rail is ce rt inly no an id . I have h r 
it discu sed r peatedly over the ye r, nd th conolu ion of tho 
discuss1ng it invariably has ended up omethin to th ffect of, 
"On John ir Trail is enou h. et's e p 1 our problem in on 
lace , and not encoura e their prolife rt on." 

hi conc u io h be re ched, t v rious tim , by th Sie rr 
lub' ehipit h pt r, the Club's orthern 11 ornia ion 1 



conservation Committee, and the Club's ierr evad T sk orce. 
I have al o heard the ame idea xpress ed by v riou .• Foret 
Service personnel, and by other 1nd1v1du ls. 

certainly we must find 
the John 1r Trail, and e must 
problems inherent in any 'wilder 

of rel1ev1n the human pressure on 
void the r gimentation an policing 
s permit " y t 

I am convinced that appropriate and effective methods exist, but 
the e eral bureauorac1 re so ob essed with the idea of managing by 
fiat that they appear incapable of thinking or atively. 

I would ha ve been intere ted in dis cu ing some of these ideas with 
you, but--as I note abov --the fact that ou ar about to publish a book 
makes any further investment of time appear pointless . 

I regret that you have chosen to make it o. 

Since rely, 

. S . I might also note that the idea of taking
Riding and Hiking Tra11 nd now promoting it 
going to rub a lot of people the rong way. 
obvious to you? 

hitmore 

the o C lifornia
"The elty r 11" 1 

n't the reason rather 

P.S.S. If you are really oono rned bout minimizing human impact in 
alpine areas, why are you proposing to de signate the route 
the Dinkey Lakes area? t would e l damagi g to go from 

Rockock e dow straight down elms creek. I ha th me comment regar 1 g 
our proposed loop up Fleming Creek nd o e dow ook Creek. It would 

be le s damaging to go straight from Pot Corr l to ig xson without 
making the "scenic loop.' (l'ou mus be aware th t the California  Riding 
and Hiking Trail does exactly wh t I sugget ng.) 

.S.. S. And hy in hell are you pro sing o tr in our tr 11 t 
Cottonwood Creek? re you not ware of the extre ely ver e effect 
such action would have on the problem of pre erving th viability of
the golden trout? Or of the other 1 nd management pro lems you oul 
be precipitating? 



onor ble aymon J. Sherwin 
727 Ohio Street 
allejo 

California 94590 

Dear a;: 

• Bo 4 
ng burg 

California 93631 

3 Ootober 1973

t th ildern s Conference l st w k n knowle dge le ources 
informed me that th Sie rra Club h iven testimny t Co gr sion 1 
hearings in support of legislation to elimina te from the Wildernesss 
ct the pr sent provis ion for ining oper tions.*

he implications of an suoh mendment of the ilderness ct have 
b n disou sed from tim .to time by ehipit  Chapt er and b:Y the O C . 

definitive po it1on w tated by th CCC on J nu r  l 72, nd 
this wa r layed to ou, ike oClos ey, nd oth rs in letter from 
Low 11 mith on 12 January 1972. 

The gist of th O CC statement s that, while the are oppo ed 
in principle to mining within Wilderness  reas, th y neverthel 
th t for the time being it ould b very unwise in a litica1 n e to 
attempt to achie ve blanket prohibit ion on mining, particularly if this 
would involve opening the Wilderness s Act to other mendm nt . (On th 
other hand, h ve never hard ny objeotion o legi l tion directed 
tow rd control of mini in specific 1lderne re -- such as th 
Three Si ter problem in Or gon . )  

W h t this boil 
ationa 1 ilderness

difficult to achieve 
presently unprotected 

own to 1s th tat mp 
s rvation ·te ou 

ificati o e 
e facto wil rn 1 

purif 
k it 
on of

exis ting 
mor 

of 

Surely I don't ne t i tion for 
n Joaquin t ilderness pro osal if the Sierra b si s 1n 

this qu st for rrhic victory. If rce o nge h 
Iron ountain intru ions from h n ou -
ilderne would b thorou hlY , u tly foroed 

to le v non-Wilderness orrid r • u orridor ou d 
provide cont1nu1n 1 p tus for r i i l ion of the 

rk ne would utt rly stroy the int of t t rn bound ry; nd 
deletion of the inou hion nd its rod ould effeotively 
gut the ntire out or Wi d s ificat ion of ho 
60,000 or x rem diffi

Even if uoh dis trou ri 
upon the Wilderness ct, our v ry t 

ven more inten oppos 1tion from h 
he pre ent 1 ve of ho 1 it ow r 

I ust o' s ht ca fford t 

e t ose
i v rouse 
r s nd llies. 
r de u te, and 

any 



In this vein, did you ote the otober 
in hich eter Borrelli was quoted as sa in 

b ckla sh from Congress, industry n th 
wilderness withdraw ls ... 

h National e s ort 
th t "We are 1 sin

1n1 ·tration re i 

Except in certain limit d portion of the country, Wilderness is 
not yet a motherhood i sue . blind refusal to coept tha r lit 
is causing  us nee s 1 to stir up the opposit ion. 

here are times when w on tre h our cause by accepting  
low profile on certain i ues. pre nt, one of those i s sues is the 
ilderness Act's toler tion of m in tivities. 

Un r the Wildern ct, I feel • hat we h ve a oh ice of 
preserving l rge amounts of land in rel tivel n tur 1 condition, 
or of savin1 small amounts of land in a pri tine con · ition. Certainl y 
we ne d some of the 1 tter, but ttempts to ubvert the Wilderness Act 
to achie ve th t end run counter to th intent of Congress and count er
to the ishes of the ociet y in which we must funct ion. I would like 
to suggest th t the rists o out nd get th mselves a new 1 w. 
Meanwhile, th res of us can be using h Wilderness  Act for what i 
is-- very effective tool for achievi ng the pr servation of large 
amounts of land whio would otherwise be lost to the developer. 

f you agree with the essence of my argument, as trust you do, 
perhaps at the coming ard meetin you can delve into the problem of 
the taff's effort• s to open the Wildernes s Act o amenndments. 

c c. rry . Mo s 
Holway Jones 

ke !le lo key 

incerely, 

G org • . ' hitmore 

* he bil 1 was pp rent ly on of Senator J ckson' s, but I do not know 
whioh one. or do I know which Sierra Club st ff member{ ) testified. 



Gerald . eral, Chairman 
c c Wa ter esources Committ e 

2728 rant 
Berkel y
California 94704 

r Jerry ;

P. o. x 485 
Kingsburg 
California 3631 

19 October 1 73 

This 1 to bring o your atten ion a matt r which has been 
getting considerable local interes , but which I feel migh have 
regional implioations as well. . . 

his is an application for a con ditiona 
a tomato prooessing plant on the est s1de of 
to the endot Wildlife Man agement rea. T he 

action ( ract ion) anoh, fo h Carne ion 
Cont dina, a di vis ion of arna ti on, 1 s one of 
proces ors of tomato products. 

use permit to est bli h 
resno County, adjacent 
pplica nt is Goodman 

ompany of an ranoisco. 
California 's larg st 

he permit was grant by the 1 nning Co ission on v ry close 
he appeal vote, nd has been appe a led to t .h oard of uperviso rs. 

hearing will be held by the .up rvisors o October 30. 

earn tion estimates the processing plant would use about 3 to 3.5 
million allons per day of water. I m guessing that an even greater 
increase in water use would come from the conver ion o tomatoes from 
the present crops grown in th t rea. 

I believe that all of this w t r (both for processing an for 
irrigation) would come from underground pumping. It ppeers hat 
this, in turn, would led to incre sed demands for water import tion 
in or er to mi imize depletion of the wa ter table. his 1 why I 
feel there might be regional implications. 

So far as c n etermine, none of the oppos ition to he tomato 
plant has considere his aspect. he concerns to d te seem to be 
centering primarily around possible mpact on the ildlife, es ecially 
the potenti l for boulism outbre ks caused b 0 pr y disposal of the 
effluent. here are other concerns having to do with noi e levels, 
traffic co ge tion, growth inducement, nd onflicts wi h the coun y 
eneral Plan, the County Rei nal Open p ce 1 n the County 
ecrea ion and rk lan . 

Do ou know where e can get information reg r ng he rel tive 
water consumption of var·ous type of crops? 

Is 3 to 3.5 GD for proce i lot of ater, loo ing at it from 
re ional point of vie? ( ore feet would be more me ningful to me, 

but don't know how to make the convers ion ithout et ing bog ed ow 
in research. hi wou d pr ntly be for a out three month op r ting 
period. 



ou feelthat my conoern bout increased pressur for water 
importation is valid, or is it simply the consequence of insufficient 
nowledge on my part? 

If the water import tio concern is valid, do you know whether 
anyone ( perhaps yours elt) would want to ome to r sno to testify at 
the he ring on October 30? ome people feel the Supervis or will 
grant the appeal (le. oppos e the ppl1oat1on) by a 3 to vote, but 
I have always had great misgivings bout t king such matters too 
casually. 

I am not personally involved in this p rtioular project, and 
your r spon e would prob blY best be direote to John onior she is 
ooordlnating the ehipite Chapter efforts. However, I ould appreci te 
rece iving a copy of our response, especially inoe I might possibly 
b at the hearing. 11 anner ould prob bly also appreciate seeing 
your re pone. 

John Konior, 6543 
1 liam H. nner, 

Sincerely, 

George . Whitmore 

. erger, r sno 3704 
203 . College, Fresno 93701 {!!!_ address 



CC

P. O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
Californ ia 93631 

20 October 1973 
Barbara Chasteen 

Dear Barbara, 

I have just noted that the mailer sent out by The Wilderness 
Society and others (but not including the Sierra Club) regarding 
the Wilderness hearing on Glacier N.P. contains a recommendation 
for retention of the NPS proposed enclaves around two existing 
backcountry huts or chalets. 

The PS proposes enclaves of 100 acres each, while the mailer 
recommends cutting this to "no more than nine acres each." 

Your initial reaction might be that if The Wilderness Society 
et al want to make suoh a recommendation, that is their business. 
But is it really? I am really oonoerned that  such a polioY 
position tor Glacier P will end up being used as a precedent for 
Yosemite. 

Even though Sierra Club polioY for Yosemite clearly spelled out 
the desirability of including the High Sierra camps within the 
Wilderness as pre-existing,non-oontorming uses, it appears that not 
everyone is in agreement with the principles on which that  policy 
decision was based. 

As I have uentioned previously, even within the SC I have 
experienced some difficulty in getting people to acknowledge the 
official Sierra Club polioY and reasons therefore. nd I really 
fear that these same people will be the ones who end up testifying 
before the Congressional committees--and this could come up et any 
moment. So we have some strictly internal problems, right within 
our own house. I trust you have been making some effort to solve 
this particular problem. 

But back to The Wilderness Society. I thought that you and 
Doug Scott had an exchange of correspondenoe,in my absence during 
the summer, which would have straightened out the situation. The 
first I saw on it was right when we were 1n the throes of leaving, 
so I was unable to respand then. By the time we got back it appeared 
that further exchanges had settled the problem. 

Was I wrong in drawing this conclusion? What actually w s the 
upshot of the exchanges between you and Doug? could it be that he 
left the WSbefore anything as reallY settled? 

he erced Lake HSC is in the wrong place! nd I think you feel 
the same about the May Lake H c. It is simply intol rable for the 
Sierra Club to stand by and let congress perpetuate these abominations 
by an aot of law! hat oan be done to prevent it? Have you consulted 
with Lowell or anyone els on this? 

I assume you will be giving a report to Luis' committee next Saturday. 
Sinc ere 1 y, G & F



Ted Snyder 
P. O. Box 232 
Greenville 

 . 
I 

South Carolina 29602 

Dear Ted, 

P. O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

24 Ooto ber 1973 

Re. National ilderness Committee 
Tapoco meeting 

I will be arriving at Knoxville on Friday November 2 at 5:01 p.m. 
on United Air Lines flight #610 (via emphis and Chattanooga). 

 Presumably this would mean arrival at Tapoco too late for Friday 
supper. Perhaps scheduling of transportation from Knoxville to Tapoco, 
and supper time at Tapoco, is such that I would not be too late. In 
that event, you could put me down for Friday supper.  

Because of the uncertainty, I will leave this to your judgment. 
I presume the arrangements will be coordinated with the Harvey Broome 
people, so I will know whether or not to eat before leaving Knoxville. 

Regarding departure on Sunday, I have a reservation for United 
flight #815, leaving Knoxville at 3:05 p.m. o my knowledge, that 
was the latest schedule available. 

But it appears that this would put a orlmp in Sunday activities. 
I could delay my departure until ondaY, provided there would be some 
practical way of getting from Tapoco to Knoxville. Because of this 
possibility, and because he mentioned that he might be renting a car 
and staying over one or more days, I am sending a copy of this letter 
to HollY Jones. 

Sino erely, 

George W.Whitmore 

co. Holly Jones 



Eugene E. Zumwalt, President 
Fresno Audubon Society 
4535 East Rialto 
Fresno, CA 93726

Dear Gene: 

P. o. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

26 October 1973 

Re. EIS on North Shore Huntington Lake 
Timber ales 

I hope the enclosure is of value to you. I asked Larry Moss 
to send you a copy, and you might already have received it. But 
since time is so critical. I made a copy for you just to make 
oertain you have it before the week end. 

My own comments on the EIS are not yet in such a rorm that I 
can copy them for you. Thus I am grateful to Larry for having oome 
to the rescue. 

The main thrust of my comments will rest on the fact that the 
Sierra National Forest 1s seriously in violation of at least two 
major provisions of NEPA and the CEQ guidelines thereupon. 

Larry's second paragraph explains one of these violations quite 
clearly. 

His second to last paragraph (top of last page) alludes to the 
other major violation, but doesn •t come through as clearly  as 1 t might. 
This 1s the fact that CEQ, guidelines require that an EIS be done on 
the overall, long-range, or cumulative effects of a project, and it 
must not address itself merely to the first step or increment in what 
will actually be a series of projects. 

To illustrate, the present EIS with  which we are concerned 
basically addresses it self to the matter ot four specific timber sales. 
By doing so, it misses the mark completely. The real aue stion which 
is involved here is that of the opening up of a previously unroaded and 
undeveloped area in such a way that there would be a long er1es of 
projects, inoluding additonal timber sales, well into the foreseeable 
future. 

To take an example, the FS states that degradation of water quality 
would be only a temporary concern, because the vegetation would eventually 
grow back and the  soil would eventually stabilize.  This would 
be true onlyif they were to out the trees trom those four timber sales, 
close al roads and put them to bed, and then leave the area alone for 
many years. But the very f ct that they are planning to leave a perma-
nent road network hows quite clearly that they do NO intend to stop 
their activities upon the conclusion of these first four timber sales. 

Water quality would in fact be permanently degraded because of th 
oontinuation of other activities, including additional timber sales, 
essentially in perpuity. 



In essence, the subjeot ot the EIS should have been "T he Opening 
Up and Development of the North Shore Huntington Lake Detaoto ilderness." 

o address the IS only to the matter of the first four timber 
sales is a gross violation ot the CE guidelines. ( And perhaps of
NEPA ltselt--although I have not yet checked that out.) 

It is easier to take a document suoh as the present EIS and 
simply nitpick. Indeed, that type of oritioism certainly is of value 
and does have its place. 

But I teel that it is risky to start out that way, beoeuse broad 
principles which are sometimes of tremendous importance will otten 
then be overlooked. 

lso, nitpicking doesn't bother the Forest Service, since they 
know they won't get dragged into court over trivia. But if it can be 
pointed out that they are in violation of aotual laws and regulations, 
they ere much more likely to listen. 

I'm sorry this is not better organized, but I am in great haste 
in the mid t ofdeparting for a week end meeting. Hope it is of some 
use to you. 

Sincerely, 

George • hitmore 



To: Sotero Muniz, Supervisor. Sierra National Forest 

From: George W. Whitmore, Co-Chairman or the Wilderness Committee of 
the Sierra Club's Northern California Regional Conservation 
Committee 

Subject: Draft Environmental Statement on the North Shore of Huntington 
Lake Timber Sales (prepared June 1973, transmitted to 
CEQ 13 September 1973) 

Date: 29 October 1973 

You will be receiving written comments from the Sierra Club's Southern 
California Representative, and also from the Teh1p1te Chapter. You should 
consider those comments, as well as mine, collectively to represent Sierra 
Club thinking. Time constraints have prevented us from comp111ng the 
various Sierra Club statements into a single presentation. 

Regarding time constraint I might note that, although the EIS was 
reportedly made available to the public on September 13, you mailed a 
copy to the Sierra Club president on September 19. This was received by 
Sierra Club headquarters on September 24, and they mailed 1t to me on 
the same day. I received it on September 26 or 27. My purpose in 
mentioning these dates is to let you know that your method of distribution 
of the EIS was such that I did not receive it until almost one-third of 
the total time available for comment had already elapsed. 

I would request that in the future either the method of notification be 
improved, or else a longer time period be allowed for public comment. 
In this regard I might note that my immediate predecessor, Luis G. 
Ireland. had asked you to send him materials such as the present EIS, 
and that you had refused his request. I strongly urge that you seriously 
reconsider your earlier action. 

Regarding the EIS, I will start by commending you at least for having 
expended considerable effort in attempting to comply with NEPA and the 
CEQ gU1delines. You appear to have made a serious attempt at producing 
an adequate EIS, and it 1s obvious that you have put much thought into 
it. Unfortunately, I don't feel that you have succeeded. 

In numerous places throughout the EIS it 1s apparent that you had 
already decided on a particular plan of action, and then you wrote the 
EIS after you had already· made your policy decision. This is. of course, 
in direct violation of the CEQ Guidelines. I refer you to Sections 
1500.2(a) and 1500.7(a) 1n particular. I fully realize that this is a 
generalization, but time constraints do not permit me to start citing 
the specific examples which will illustrate my charge. This could be 
done later, if it would serve any useful purpose. 



The EIS 1s also in violation of CEQ guidelines in that it deals 
primarily with the effect ot four specific  timber sales. In reality, 
the four sales described are merely the first phase of what would be 
a oompletelY new activity which would continue in perpetuity 
Taking a long-term view, the lmpaot of the first four t imber sales 
would be relatively insignificant. The impaot to which the EIS should 
have directed itself is that whioh would result from the roading and 
opening up to development of a previously pristine region. Cf. Section 
1500. 6 ( d) ( 1) of the Guideline·s. 

I realize that some of the EI does direct itself to such considerations. 
But the fact remains that there are numerous instanoes wherein long-term 
environmental degradation 1s glossed over or ignored by speaking only in 
terms of the four timber sales immediately in question. I will briefly 
give just a few examples. 

Cf. page 21, 3. b. " .•• Harvesting timber may cause the fisher 
habitat to dwindle in the short run." his and the succeeding 
paragraph ignore the fact that fisher and marten habitat would 
be permanently impaired because timber sales and other human 
aot vlties re ated to the road network would continue in perpetuity. 
The second paragraph (regarding martens) states that "only about 
one-third of the study Area will be logged. " This statement assumes 
a project of limited duration, and is amply contradicted throughout 
the rest of the EIS. 

Cf. page 41, s., paragraph 2. " ... logging will not affect the 
entire area under study ... " Again, this is true only if all human 
activity were to cease upon completion ot the first four timber sales. 

Cf. page ii, V. B. 1. "Some short-term soil erosion and water 
sedimentation before new plant oover established."  Thia assumes 
that the disruption caused by the original four timber sales would 
eventuallY become stabilized, which is perhaps oorreot. However, 
in the meantime there would be additional timber sales, and other 
human activity pursuant to the presence of the road network. These 
later activities would result in a continuing  degradation of water 
quality. The degradation would thus, In fact , be permanent and not 
temporary. The EIS fails to address itself to this long-term 
oonsequenoe of the reading and opening up to development of the 
tudy Area. 

I oite these three examples only to illustrate my point. The list 
is not intended to be exhaustive. You will find other examples if you 
look for them. 

~he EIS also has failed to broaden its scope even to the modest extent 
of considering the fate of the entire Kaiser Hoadless Area as a single 
entity. Since the entire area is only 23,020 acres in extent, it appears 
that this would not have been too much of a burden. Instead, we find 
that part of the Kaiser Roadless Area will be included in the Aspen­
Horsethief Study rea. (Cf.  page 3, paragraph 3.) hen a roadless area 
is fragmented into two different Study Areas, it makes meaningful 
consideration of the Wilderness or roadless alternatives rather awkward. 
Again, this piecemeal approach is prohibited by the CE guidelines. 

Regarding a comment on page 57, paragraph 1. " ... no group has proposed
the area for wilderness de ignation." It appears that you are not aware 



that the Sierra Club has proposed this area for inclusion on the 
New Study Area list. -rt" you were ware of this, it seems that you 
would have acknowledged the fact. We happen to feel that such a 
reoommendation implies the possibility of future endorsement of actual 
Wilderness classification, and should be acknowledged as such. 

Regarding a comment on page 75, paragraph 3. "Except for the 
Huntington Lake Association, Inc., none of the above people or 
orAan1zat1ons have expressed major objections to the proposed timber 
sales . " It appears that you have overlooked the Tehipite Chapter's 
position on the Home camp sale. This was that they would not oppose 
the sale provided certain conditions were met. The Sierra National 
Forest has ohosen not to meet those conditions in its proposed sale 
plan. For all practical purposes, you have thereby plaoed the Sierra 
Club in opposition to the Home Camp sale. 

There have been other Sierra Club communications to the Forest Service 
which have the same effect. In particular, the Tehipite Chapter's 
statement to John McGuire when responding to the drart EIS for the 
Roadless Area Review. (This called for inclusion of the Kaiser unit 
on the New Study Area list.) There was also a resolution of the Board 
of Directors calling for study of all roadless areas. There was also 
a letter from Larry E. Moss o you stating our objections to extending 
the Line Creek sale so far up the mountainside. (Subsequent resolutions 
calling for study of that ar ea superceded Larry's letter, but I mention 
it because it sho sour concern for the area at an early date.) 

In view of this extensive history of Sierra Club input, I find the state­
ment that no one except the Huntington Lake ssooiation has "expressed 
IJejor objections" to be unacceptable. 

I repeat  statement that time constraints are preventing us from 
giving you the in-depth oomment which 1s warranted. I urge that you 
note the reasons tor that situation, and that you take a_propriate 
steps to prevent reourrences. 



O: rge il l 

o : orge hitmore 

: oiyabe Ch pter resolution r . t. Whi tn y trail. 

D :• 1 ovember 1973 

I phoned ike Weege, chairman of the Easte rn Sierra Ta k Force 
(formerly Owens Valley Subcommittee of SCRCC),  at ell's re et. 

ESTF pass ed oou le resolut on 
passed, essentia lly s writtenn by 

hes e were essentially: 

ep 73. Both re lut1on ere 
S F, by SCRCCon 15 Sep 73. 

1. Opposition to removal of Whitney tr 11 from ' ildernes s System. 
2. "Support concept of limitat ion of us ' nee ed to reserve 

the wildernes character of t he trail. 

•• o. 1, there is obviously no problem. 

Re. o. 2, tis one of those resolution 
things to different people, including thos 

hioh will mean different 
who wrote and p ssed it. 

For what it 1s worth, Mike Weege do not ppear t o interpre t it as
meaning endorsement  of restrictive permits a first,  or only 
method. ( imagine some of the peo le i nvolv h hat in in d, 
how ver.) (Ie. as a first nd/or onlY method.) 

Wh n pointed out to ike that th r r m ny different way of
achie ving limitations, he eemed to accept th t quite r ad . her 
apparently had been discussion wi hin h CRCCre. t he bilit y 
of not getting involved in ''the numbers game"  which th i playing
w1 n the various Sequoia-Kings Ca nfon P entra ces. 

Briefly, I don't think t here would be ny philosophical l conflict ith 
ike Weege. 1 here are obviously others of whom this could not b aid. 
lthough their resolution, in themse lves, are no o j atlon ble, 

it 1 nevertheless uite po sibl h some peopl ill l oe obj otion-
bl interpretat ions on mb r wo. 

Some people have asked for copie of the oiyabe Chapter resol ution; 
these people are mark d (  ) below. ·u e the o h r s r oei v it nyw

Others re receivi .g copies of this

• George hi tmore
Lowell Smith 

* June Dailey
* Luis Ireland 

ike Weege 
Joe Fontai 

1 tter· ; he r d ( ) b low. 

Mike saidhe would sensend me me exact wording 

willforward it upon receipt --6-- him' 



John Moore 
Mathematics Department 
U. c. Davis 
Davis, CA 95616 

Dear John: 

P. O. Box 485 
ingeburg 

California rnla 93631 

1 November 1973 

We discussed something which seemed quite worthwhile, but I don•t 
think we ever got around to doing anything about it. 

This was for you to copy a few pages from the Dinkey Lakes (Quadruple 
Divide) study report you ere working on, and give these to Eileen Devine. 
tn this way she could easily see what I have been talking about when I 
have tried to explain to her the most usetul way in which a report can 
be done. (One example is worth a thousand words, or something to that 
effect.) 

In particular I want her to see how you have broken your report 
down into various sub-topios, for ease both of writing and of reading. 
nd tor ease of adding additional material a we acquire it. 

lso your style of writing seems to me to be ideal. It cont ins 
muoh detail, and still manages to keep the verbiage to a minimum. 

If you oould copy a few of those pages (your hadwritten ones would 
suffice) I certainly would appreciate it. And if you could mail them 
directly to Eileen I bet she would appreciate it, too. 

S ince ere ly , 

George Whitmore 

dc. Eileen Devine, 1369 North Lucerne, Fresno, CA 93728. 



House of Representatives 
Washington, .c. 20515 

Gen t lemen ! 

P. O. Box 485 
Kingsb ur 
California 93631 

1 November 1973

Would ou plea s 
bill s 

end me one copy of each of the following 

     H.R. 1452 (Talcott, Dubser)   
  e:..  

 £{        . .

     • R. 54 74 (Sayl or 
    - H. R. 4687 ( hitehurs 

 
he last two b11 s are of the om 1i u v rie t y. If they are 

printed in s eparat e pa rts, th parts I am interest n are those 
dealing wi • h Pinnacles Na iona 1 Monument , Sequoia-Kings Canyon 
ati o na 1 Par k , and Yosem 1 t e Nati on· l Pa r k. 

Thank you. 
V er y trul y urs, 



--- 

16 ovemb r 1973 

John onior 

Dear John, 

se d is a c y of a notice I receivel today rom the 
Fresno upervisors office, regar in g a hearing scheduled 
for o em e r 27 on ma t er s conce rning the evelo pment of the 

e tside Fr , way interchang  es. 

T his is o 
Our i 
• ctive

rm n, 

hat e to see 
Es ec all
th rl 
wort hi . 

of
any

a ly h t w e 
o e of i 

May be you can g t o -man to fii 
s I said, Itri d and tailed . 

formerly i volved 
k to 1964. hav e

io 
so did . 

n • is. I really 
carrie d it ·or o long. 

i involved during 
ccom lish r methin g 

g to end up in t he u sua1 si• tuation 
i is lr y too 1 do 

some n o look after it. 

-   -----

George Whittm.or e 



. . is Irel nd * 
Joe Fontaine* 

George Whitmore 

rry
June 

. Moss * # 
ail y # 

i 
on 

aton 
Ch steen 

: Dr ft , untington 
iser oadless e, 

ke North hor 
ierra N. F.) 

imb r al s (involves 

D 19 ovember 1973 

This is prompted by h lley McIntyre's memo to 11 of us, dated 16 ovember. 
I felt that st tus report to bring together a lot of loose ends would be 
helpful. 

The ierra N.F. upervisor s nt copy of the dr ft I to the i rr Club 
president, co ·11s Tower. t Sh lley's ugges tion, Louiss ichols 
immediately for rded this to me. Thi as the first I heard bout it. 
I notified eight other people of the availability of the IS, nd suggested 
that it merited their att ntion; three of those peopl re indicated above 
with a (*). nyone else who wishes a copy of th draft IS should try 
the ierra N.F. office in Fresno and/or the Regional Office. 

Larry • ss asked me whether he should coordinate his comments with the 
Chapter or submit them independently. I told him to go ahead on his own, 
sinoe time was too short to permit the luxury of a coordinated approach. 

Larry sent me a copy of his comments, nd I gave copy to the president 
of resno udubon, ho had r quested ideas on ho to handl th situation. 

In the meantime, ehipite Oh pter was in the process of preparing comments, 
hioh they hand-delivered on the 1st possible day. 

I did the same with my own comments, which I si ed as co-ch irman of the 
CRCC Federal Lan s Committee. I told the U FS th t they hould consid r 

Larr 's co ents, comments, and the Chapter's co ents all to represent 
the ierra lub position. I pointed out to them that th ir obtuse method 
of notification, combined 1th al te mailing nd a short time period for 
comments, combined to make a single coordinat d statement b us i possibl. 

I have sent copies of comments to eleven people, four of hom are 
indicated above w ith a (#). I ould be happy to send a cop to anyone 
else who re uests it. 

I have not yet seen the • hipi te Chapter comments. 
copy should ite to Chairman John onior, 6543 N. 

nyone who wants a 
erger, resno 93704. 

I presume that Larr would ooomodate anyone v1ho asks him for copy 
of his comments. 

11 of vvhich points up t hat /t/e ma be disorg nized, a • ] ma tr 
to exploit that, but sometimes things a . ou, wuise 
and helleY, for g tting the ~r into soo received it! 

cc. IJ:>ui e ichols 
~hell oint re 
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0: Lowell Smith, rge ..... ill 

J. O ~1.: eorge fui tmore 

SUBJECT: unt ··:t itne~ rail 

TE: 27 ~ovember 1973 

Enclosed are copies of --

1astern Sierra Task Force minutes of 8-9 ep 73 meeting. 
Heport of the STF to the OR B, with proposed resolutions. 
a CC minutes of 9/15/73, with text of resolutions. 

11 above were sent to me bY Mike 1 feege~ 

Note that the ESTF resolutions were phrased in general terms, whereas 
the SCRJC recast them to make them specific to the 1t Whitney trail area. 

\ihat is needed now is the text of the Toiyabe resolution( s}. As I 
understand it, Roger atchell has the onl~ known copy and Marge has 
been unable to get any response from him. He apparent lY does not 
have a phone at his new location in Sacramento , and had not answered 
her written request. 

When this becomes available I would like to recmi ve a copy, I am sure 
Lowell would, and Mike 1 eege specifically requested a coPYo Joe Fontaine 
has not told me he would like a copy of it, but he should receive one 
anyway. 

It is less clear to me whether June aile;y , Luis Ireland, and Jim Eaton 
should,or want to,receive copies. xxsu:gg•x:td xxxX1nr 

Except for J·im Eaton 's name, I suggested a 11 the above in my memo of 
November 1. I am suggesting that Jim be included in many communications 
because he will apparently be serving as a defaato member of any 
NCRCC Federal Lands ,.,ommittee steering group or ex aomm4 ince he will 
be involved, it appears to me we should mak some effort to keep him 
informed, and thereby increase his usefulness . 

summarj of distribution of oiYabe resolution: 

requested 

desirable 

less clear,but 
suggested 

George dhitmore 
l{ike "''•:eege 
Lowell _Smith 

Joe Fontaine 

June Dailey 
uis Ireland 

Jim aton 



• 
P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
ca li:f'ornia 93631 

2 December 1973 

Barry Fisher 
Sierra Club Legal Defense 1\lnd, Inc. 
311 Cal1torn1a otreet, Suite 311 
San Franoisoo 
Calitornia 94104 

Re: Rancheria Creek, Sierr 

Dear Barry, 

at ional Forest 

Per our telephone conversation ot 21 ovember 1973, here is a 
ummary ot what I told you at that time. 

I have been concerned about reoent statements made by the 
Forest Service to the effect that the Sierr Club pproved the 
present boundaries ot the John Muir 11d rne s when they were 
established in 1964. 

review or the Sierra Club Cons rvation Policy Guid seems to 
be inoonoluaive. There was obviously much which tr nspired hioh 
does not appear in th Policy Ouid. 

I have reviewed the minutes of the ehipite Chapter Executive 
Committee meetings starting with roh 1961. It 1 quite clear 
trom a review of those records that, a early a 1961, th Chapter 
tavored wilderness ola sitioation ot the landa immediately east and 
south ot iahon Reservoir, and passed resolutions to that etteot. 

It is also clear that the Chapter tt mpted to persu de th 
Board or Directors to adopt their views as Si rra Club polioy. 
These etforts. apparently met with omething le e than over h lming 
enthusiasm at that time (1961). 

Later (apparently starting i 1953} it appear that the National 
Conservation Committee became interested in th p nding revision or 
the High Sierra Primitive rea (John ir ild rne ) bound ries, 
but the nature and cope ot their interest 1 not olear. 

The Chapter wa also interested in this pending revi ion, but 
the record becomes some hat sk tch at thi point. Ho ever, by 
reading bet en the line , I get the distinct impre ion that th 
Chapter telt the Forest Service proposal left omething to be desired. 

Beyond this point th only information I h 
in the Polio)' Guid , and it 1 inco olueive. 

1 that contain d 

During September and Octo er of 1972 
mining ierr Club polic3 on the p nding r 
fragment of the High 1 rra Primitiv r 
propo al}. 

er involved 1n d ter­
ot th r ining 
~ rch ild rn s 



On 21 October 1972, I apok briefly with d eyburn about thie 
during the course or a Board meeting 1n San Franoieoo. We were 
oonoerned about the tate or the large amount ot contiguous detaoto 
wilderness which lies to the west or the present High Sierra Primitive 
Area. Ed mentioned that, at the time the present John Muir boundaries 
were established, "we" tried to get the Forest Service to bring the 
western boundary all the way down to the re ervoir(a). 

Later, I noted that the Policy Guide states that in l963-e4 the 
Club wanted the John ir boundary to be brought down to the high 
water mark or Edison Lake. But since d ayburn and I were talking 
about the USFS Monarch , ildern as proposal, I aastuned that he must 
have been referring to ~iahon, and po eiblY Courtright Reservoir. 

As you will note, it my understanding of Ed ayburn's oomment 
was oorreot, it would fill some mis ing gaps in the record. It would 
also prove the Forest ~ervioe wrong when they contend that the Sierra 
Club approved or the John ir boundaries ae they were adopted in 
1964. 

Sinoe a resolution of this uncertainty appears to be fairly 
important to our appeal proceedings on Ranoher1a creek, I hope that 
You will be able to oontaot Ed 1ayburn and get him to ol ri:tY the • 
history ot the lub's pasition( } on this. 

SincerelY, 

~orge l. itmore 

cc: Larry E. Moss 
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lb rt P. eter 
6257 e~t Camellia Drive 
• intor 
Oalitorni 95388 

Dear PeuJ: 

P. • X 485 
n sburg 

Cali ornia 93631 

14 D oem r L 73 

I h ve been tudying the t nv1ro ment 1 Im ct t t m nt 
v.hich the U .. ~ . ·orest • ervioe 1 d vO cover t .• r· .... le· J or roadles 
ares and t eir s leo t· no e ld rnes ~tu hi~ s 
1.. et l . ~t thi past October lo . 

One section it coL" i J.s is 11 ti g r 
tions hioh submi ted v..ritte comment on tue 

mpact Statement lest s r ... . hose 'ere t.•e 
due no later than April llth. 

Under 'ierra Club", th 4 0reet ervice h s 1 t 
individual ... lerra Club e1:.titie~ hich submitted comm 
own n me. o e o ·t.;1 e""..., -n+.1t.1e ie listed es 

Presum bly t 1 e rt to th ,~hlpit h:ip· _r"~ 
ince you are the Group's ooJ ~ervetion chairm n, 
111 kno who submitted th co!m'll nt~ or et 1 

or them. 

If ou could loeate t ee com ent ·, ··oul 
it' ou woul end me e oopy ot 1.rhem. It would b 

a s or~aniza-
v m nt 1 
• ~ .. :e --e 

J t 0 
in ..-heir 

"' .. OU 

Group. 
t et 1ou 

$ co y 

ciote it 
-~. . enting a 

more united tro 1t to the ~or· t ~ ~r -tee if 
an grou e ads 1 . It 1~ al ys em.barre 
~what~ have said! 

r ow oh pters , 
~ ~o h~v to ask 

I alway· t lt this problem hen I s he chapt .,r con~ rvation 
ohairm r , n I e en or out l) a ar ot it o that m th 
co-chairmen or the re io al aon ervation oo 1tt e' '11 rn ss Committee. 
I am systematioallY trying to termine hat 'th vario 1 rr Club 
entities in the orthcrn C lifornia Region said in oonneotion 1th the 
U roadles~ are ~rvi w, d I surely hop ou iill be bl to till 
the missing ga ·n the eroe Group ar or me. 

h nk ou. 
ir O ..._ C 

Georg . v'hitmore 



3631 

Ch rle • Olu n 1 Do ber 1 73 

rnia wi 
s Area 

Dear Ohuok:: 

olo ed 1 a doou ant I dratted titled "U • Fe oadle L r 
Review - P rti l ummar of com r rinto t Data." you 111 note, 

- I have marked it "Draft • ot tor di tribution or oop in . ' I labeled 
it thus because it • inoomplete nd i rubj ct to oorreotion , some ot 
which may be sign1tio nt. 

t I tho ht you hould h V ha dr t 00 Y immedi t 1 . :hi 1 
because 1t could be ot oon lde ble value in attempting to decide hioh 
ares e sho ld be seeking to inolude in the cr-nston- nn. bill( ). 

Th ain point on thi ic.· th t the USFS nd other re 11 ely to 
point to the publia in t on th Cing River unit (#6•76), for ex ple, 

nd ay hat there ·a v ry litt e intere shown in th rea . t a 
stu "i ot ,he printout dat ho that he pu.b11o in tare t in t lis 
particular are appe r d el here--sp cific llY i.n the huge number or 
inputs calling or exp n ion of the Hi ~~ 1 rr lm11.11.ve A.re addition 
(#5• 1 2). hi i because n expansion of are 5- 122 ould h veto 
include ar 5• 75. - -

I cite thi ·n illu tra ion of my ration le in 
data into tic pa ticul r or. n int nd it to u d a wor ing 
document , nd o.n hioh 111 be enti l 1 e are to under t nd the 
actual intent of the publi in ut. _h t i opposed to the di tort ed 
interpretation hioh the U ~ c: and other b b y b ttemptin 
to u e gin t us. 
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Dear · 

Enc .. , :8 co 
Nick Van • .. Pel: . . •. '\·trenoisc 
Niok def;loribe,s t ·•,•: o ', :his · a 
that You • should , .,,: i ·o>py 1 ·or . th 

. element or thinking· e ·· 
: 'I· ,I O \ 

Niok' e· oommitt. , sh 
selected aretui be,• 'th v'ers",'.·..:rr ., 
of several years " b'ao } those'' ew. , 
to act, and for· which .. ~e: ~~t:,. iber~fff 

The other cri t 'erion -'that-, •.Nick~• ,, , 
seek action qniy --.ori.'- ~b.osfj'" are ··a. , • 

-development. . ·._;. .:.•_ 
1 

• • ,•I 1 -~!/ ,:I ! •· (' " :•,,.. 1 : ,,, • • l\ I ' 

As you know, • ·t1tn·e:re a:r•e other ; 
different views. as . to what our or~~·eri-a . shoul~ be:4! .. . . 
signitioant or these . views is ~hat ·e . Qhould f!IVO~d i:notu~ng • th.1 
omnibus bill any· area which ha~ be n ~ · bittenlY oont sted tha 
presence would doom the entire omnibus.. to deteat. . t vie1 • ' ,, 
a valid one, and · happens to , b~ . d1~et,r1o~'1 ., se 
e~pressed in Nick's letter. • • ' 

I feel that. this diohatomf ,' 1s"Jl ··n~e~le~s ,.-on~, 
oonsequena~ of our ' having f'aJled :t'o -? lat.: ~.he' #ecess~rr' groun wor , . ,1• 
starting to talk about speoif~o . • r . the -.ol'1terta for ,. selection. · 1 • , 

\ ' \ t- ~ l,.. f ,. ., 1 I 

f , • : ' ' ' , ' 0 'y ,, • I ~' ' ,' • I ,, • I J 

.. As a beginning,· I 1
• feel: .tha ul4.i' ,_nave: determined whe~he~ · we •• 

were to be talking about a sing se~eral bills, ·~ran urili 
number of bills. , .,:·· • , ·: •. . , 

Related to tnls, we .:.,shoy.ld. 11 itled .whether . we were to be 
talking ~bout ·one qr more o~ib ethet wa ·were tq be talking 
~bout individual bill~ onlyl or • w~re to be talkin8 about . a , 
oomb1net1on ·ot orie !or XQOJrEt- omni · ,~,tor ·:mor.e individual bille~ ·· 

:uso rel~1i8d to the ~~ove 1 h~i we Should have ~e~td~d 
whet our ·pu.rpoae :i~ to ba ··· in ·. intro. ·· 11 o:cr bills. · Is it ,to 1be 
for "show': pr1m ril1 t .o go on reoor sp • • • ublioity? Or do 
we re~lly expe t · to get . some aotio b a tron • hen 
of aotual pets'sag~?,: 1 

"' '; I; I ·, ' ',, 
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In 
to me tbet t shou v 
the distl~ot ·_ . resa.ionf tnat a s ,. 
have taken· it uppn t~em~elves. to e 
or may not be oor ' • ju 
are willing to: ·l!IJ :: • 

I • '' •~ 

There are · severa pro em 
doing violence to· the ~ie ra ·,o 
ship involvement through est·a l' 

,r 

.Another is • th~t tl'los e • iho 
' extremelf oonservative ·: 1n ·" the1;r gllesses as'· 
sponsors are willing to go. his •' is e:z:trem 
that we are likely to Qe asking for i· less than we o 
we taken a more· op~imistio yiew and ~pproaohed t~e 

; . 
The word "optimism" is perhaps · the keY .. to tl;li 

I strongly feel .that. opti;mi~m i,s tlie ' llt blood of t · " 
movement, and without it. we are doomed~ • nd ye~~ o 
to get federal wilderness legislat1011: ·; f'pr rO~l.1:forn 
dominated bY those of the opposite p~rauas1 

/ i ,, & • 

Pessimism, ooltlbined w1 th a .• open:ne,ss 1 • 
is doing severe da~ge both ~o our .,·qause 

' • • ' • .. ,, ~ l • • 

oo. 

I weloome · our reoo;mmend · s b~o on . 
~ I I • ' ' { I 

June Da 
Marge Si 
Lowell S 
9ther ·~nv 1 , . people 

.. ' ~ ' 
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