
P. 0. Box 485 
1ngsburg 

California 93631 

oel Frodsham 2 January 1970 
Editor, Yello bill 
4015 • Sherman treet 
Fresno 
C lifornia 

Dear oel, 

UsuallY I find your editorial to be one of the more interesting 
parts of the Yellowbill, nd that for the January issue was no 
exception. I have often been on the verge of riting note by ay 
of res onse or counterpoint , but somehow have not done so. Until now. 

Regarding your January editorial, I think a good followup for 
the Febru ry issue woul be for you to o a short piece on the sins 
of the various government 1 agenoie. You have already outlined the 
problems of trying to deal 1th corporate entities, and there is a 
striking parallel with the sortoomings of governmental entities. 
They, too, tend to be obtuse, euphemistic, and very definitely prone
"to delay and obstruct the publication of any data which may find 
its way into he hands of th conservationists and the news media." 

nd is corporate lob bying any more objeotionable than lobbying by
administrative gencies? Many of us feel that the executive branch 
of our government should be just that, and that governmental lobbying 
should be the prerogative of our legislators. 

Of course one oould go on at great length, but would not the 
conclusion be the same as you drew with regard to corporate offenders-­
that the guilty parties should be proseouted, tined, and maybe jailed? 

If you want a specific case, how about ineral King? The more 
we learn and observe about thi case, the more difficult it becomes 

to conceive a more flagrant ex mple of perversion of the ublic trust 
by an administrative agency, and that exta ds right through to the 
breaking of la ws by the very agenoY hich 1s supposed to be admini­
stering them! If you want some good quotes, how about Congre sman 
Burton's "perversion of public land to private profit", or the New 
York Times' "hideous project" whioh would "rape, pollute, and desecrate". 
{I was prevented from using part of that Times' quote in the ehipite
Topics--was told it s unfit for family reading.) 

Speaking of Mineral King, I am certainly glad to see FAS taking 
an interest in the problem and am enclosing separately my response 
to the survey hioh Gerth pitler requested. I am quite curious as 
to why he ishes to know whether or not the respondents are members 
of the Sierra Club. Perhaps there is some perfectly rational 
explanation for it, but I must oonfess that it appears to me to be 
a matter of prejudice against the Club. But not having heard the 
explanation , I guess it would not be in or er for me to elaborate. 
(I would ppreoiate any enlightenment yo ight be able to ive me.) 

incerely, 

Geor e W'hitmore 
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D r Karl: 

t your r qu t, I hav a k d t e 1erra Club' Board of 
Directors to t k formal1 t ion on the a oa ui W ilderness 
proposal as introduoe by Congressman aldie. 

in io t d to o our oonver ati n last month and 
a 

a mer 
this 

establish 
Board i 

a in thee o t r, h Bo rd's p roval 1 l 
b formality. i b cause il rness classification 
fo rea ha en o t istent ith previously

d Club po11oy, que direct action of the 
ot really ne 

i 1 r bbl be first tie in history u on hioh 
the i Club's Boar of ctors 1 1 have t ken actions at 
the re of th 

inoerely, 

George . W itmore 
encl. on rvation Chairman 
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nd o are priorities ithin our el o hi is 
perhap the most da nt 1 estion of 

t would e nwise o ak t he t m nswering uoh question 
individually. it e ms the thing tor you to do o d b to 
dev lop a hand-ou sheet hioh would co tin all uoh informa tion. 

i tributio of such sh et ould the a sist in develo ing 
the mot efficient utiliz io or ur Position . 

11 look orwardto aving better c nt ct with ou ·n the 
future. 

Sincere y, 

George Whitmore 
(I tried to phone ou sever 1 time without ucces s, so thought I 
better put this in he mail to ssure t mely cont ot. ) 



P. o. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

Fresno Audubon Society 2 January 1971 
c/o 4015 r. Sherman treet 
Fresno 
C lifornia 

Gentlemen: 

In response to your request for opinion on the Mineral 
King development s presently proposed by the u. s. Forest 
Service nd Walt Disney Productions. 

1. I am a member of th Fresno Audubon Society. 

2. I am opposed to the d velopment as proposed. 

3. am also a member of the Sierra Club. 

4. have stu ied the views of the Forest Service and the 
Sierra Club, as well as others. 

5. I have not studied the vie ws of the Supervisors of my 
cou ty (Fresno); I have studied the views of the 
Supervisors of Tulare County. 

Yours truly, 

George itmore 

(I question the propriety and/or relevance of some of the questions 
you have asked, but have answered them anyway.) 



 
 

  
   
 
 

P. O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
Ca lifornia 93631 

18 January 1971 

oel Frodsham 

D ar Noel, 

Th nks for your letter of January 7. It looks like you 
are getting into something which intrigues me greatly--namely 
the relationships (if n !) between an indiv duel's socio-
political philophosynd is environmental ph losophy. Andyour 
mention of the Cehrs reminds me of th d ition 1 question of 
religion; t ey were certainly more religious than mosto us, 
yet man peop le consider Christianity and conservation to be 
irreconcilable . .er tle Cehrs r ally such total paradox, 
or were there f ctors involved there which mo s t c nservat onists 
are somehow overlooking? 

You iill probably h ve lread spotted the the "Living 
Wilderness" article which I am enolosing. Please keep it. 

Not alsoo aragr phs f i e, six, and seven of the book review 
Robert Rieno i hich appears on pages 85 and 86 in the January (1971) 

" udubo.. ". 

I was glad to see ou nd your wife at Te ipite'ss annual 
dinner. I'm sor y w arrived toolate to get to talk with you. 

Sincerely, 

Whitmore 
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P.O. Box 485 
Kings burg 
California 93631 

7 February 1 9 71 
s. Jan Dapelo

3624 East Hammond 
Fresno 
California 

Dear Jan, 

olo ed is v rious material which I had meant to get to you
much arlier. 

Frances told me h n ou phoned about not being able to come to 
ednesday night m tings. But this constitutes no problem whatsoever, 

as ou oan pick h t ever time, place, fre quenc , eto seems most 
app opriate for your ubcommittee to transaot its business. In fact 
it should b sometim other than the regular Conservation Committee 
night. 

Ideally the wa e should function would be for various subcommittees 
to be meeting and transacting businea on their own, eaoh one under a 
differentsubcommittee chairman. These subcommittee chairman would then 
re t periodically to the Con ervation Committee at its regular
monthly meeting, or in your case ou could delegate someone from your
subcommittee to re ort to th ful 1 committee. Or you oould meet with 
me at sometime oth r then the regular conservation Committ e meetings. 
Or (and this is what am hoping wi 1 ventuallY come to pass) the 
various subcommittees hioh de 1 ith con rvation problems whioh are 
more or less urb n oriented inn tu e ( s opposed to the traditional 
wilderness-type problems) will b organized under com letelY 
independent Conservation Committee. In other words, I hope that in 
due course e ill have to com letel3 separa e Conservation Committees--
one for th more traditio 1 ldernes -ty pe problems a d the other 
for thene er urban-type problems. (There has been discu sion about 
this at the Executive Committee meeting the pest few months.) 

In the antime, you c uld proceed with ur subcommittee. 
Pending organization ot the ne i depe ndent f 11 co 1ttee, ou oould 
keep in contaot either ith me or ith our Executive Committee. ( inoe 
the 1 tter met on dn da ni ht too, perh p 1t would be just as 

imple for you to keep inc ntaot 1th me, either direotl or vi your 
d legate.) 

T onl reason we don't function as described above is simply 
beca use I hav b en almost total y unsuccessful 1n etting eo le to 
acce p the suboommittee chairmans hips. Your offer as very unique, 
in case ou were not ware of it. I oertainl hope ou 1 1 see our 
wa clear tog tting something going on this roblem of subdivisions. 
You just mi ht, by setting an xam 1, stimulate others to take on 
similar re ponsibilitte . nd please don't feel under pressure to 



  

 

get an effective subcommittee functioning at an early da te. ese 
things take time and patience. I think it is muob better to have 
something meaningful develop slo ly over quite a period of time 
than it 1s to have some f ash-in-the-pan effort which might look 
good on aper but hich d esn't mount to beans. e have had too 
many of th latter, nd not eno1g of the former. 

You should contact the Fres o Count Planning ,epartnent and 
get from them a oopy of their Handbook on Agricultural a d Scenic 
Land Use rograms Implemented in Fresno cou ty. It is asic 
to an understanding ofhe current status of the illiamson Act 

nd open- pace preservation. 

I think I mentioned earlier that you might want to contact 
. Elizabeth Davis si oe she was the chapter's representative 

in connect ion th the .Fres o County adoption of the 
Si rra eneral Plan . Since I mentioned this (I think} our Executive 
Committee appointed her to be the Chapter's delegate to the 
Fresno coun y Planning Depart ent in following through on the 
development of the implementing ordinances. So there is a very
definite need for the twoof you to be aware of hat the other is 
doi g. I included her name and address on the list of interested 

people whioh I set you e rlier. 

ou might have some need for Chapter letterheads. Let me know 
if oi think you want some. 

Thanks for your help . 
incerely, 

George Whitmore 



 

 

 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California93631 

20 March 1971 
Joe Fontaine 
Star Route 
Tehacha pi 
Cali fornia 

The ncl ette seems not to have received adequate 
distrib tion, so am taking it upon myself to send one to you 
and 

ill 

to Fr nch. I hope the ction reported therein weets with 
ov l and makes or sens to you than it does to m --

olear to me in • hat w ay our chapter is supposed to 
be i n ol v d . I have not se n any o the oorrespo d e ce--if I did 
perhaps all be cleer.)would 

l C i d e n t a l , h Thre e R i ver s deleeg a t i n w i c vi s i t us 
e to be una re ,hat the K weah Gro p i a part of th e Kern­

Kaweah Ch pte . In f· ct the y v ere thin ing in t rms of the "Kaweah 
Cha ter , the Bakersfi ld Chapt er" nd th e ''Fresno Chapter". 
It appears th t a certain amount of educ ati i n regard n the organizat ional 
structu of t e S i erra Club is •n or der. 

I ht mention at the reason o tr execut ive committee passed 
the resolution was because the Three Rivers delegation a sured us that 
they had t e bles s i n g of ill rench and your e. f. I 1ope t hiis 
was correct. 

Si ce ely, 

George Whitmore 

ilderness bilJave the John u ir Trail! Support H. R. 4270 (San Joaquin 



  SIERRA CLUB TEHIPITE CHAPTER P. 0 . BOX FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 

396 93755 

P. O. Box 485 
Kingsburg, Calif. 93631 

15 April 1971 

Maynard Munger, Jr. 
Subject: Proposed policy on socially and economically 

disadvantaged peoples and their problems 

Dear Maynard, 

As you are undoubtedly aware, the Northern California Regional Conservation 
Committee discussed the above subject at their March meeting in Concord. A resolution 
was passed expressing support for a proposal made by Fred t the same time,unsky. 

Chairman Ed Royce asked for input from the chapters. 

Our Conservation Committee considered the matter last night. First I 1·ead to 
the committee your statement, which you had presented at the February Board meeting; 
then I read Fred Gunsky's proposal. Then I asked for cormnent, explaining that it had 
been requested of us. I was quite surprised both by the readiness with which everyone 
spoke to the subject, and also by the unanimity of feeling. 

Without differentiating between your statement and Fred's, everyone turned out 
to be quite definitely opposed to the Sierra Club taking a stand on such issues, and 
they were particularly opposed to the Club diverting any of its resources into this 
new area. The feeling was that, even though these primarily urban problems must be 
dealt with, there are a number of organizations with vast resources working in this 
area. On the other hand, although there are many organizations dealing with what 
might be termed the "natural" environment, these organizations typically are confronted 
with an abysmal lack of resources with which to pursue their overwhelming task. The 
conclusion was that the Sierra Club cannot afford to splinter its resources any further 
than it already has. 

The vote was unanimously opposed to the proposals--five against and zero in 
favor; as chairman, I abstained. 

H a ving observed the discussion at the NCRCC meeting, and taking into account 
our discussion last night, I am inclined to conclude that the intent of the proposals 
ma e by you and Fred is really not clear. There is some indication that people are 
reading into them quite a variety of things, perhaps not all of which are really 
intended by either you or Fred. My own personal feeling is that the Directors had 
better make entirely certain that at least they know precisely what it is that they 
are saying. I don't feel that this is always the case. 

Sincerely, 
cc. Board of Directors \ 

Fred Gunsky 
Mike McCloskey George W. Whitmore 
Ed Royce Conservation Chairman 

P.S. I am asking our Executive Committee to discuss this matter at their regular 
meeting next week. They may or may not support the Conservation Committee. I am 
mailing this now because any output from our Executive Committee would probably 
reach the Directors too late to be of any value. 

••• T o explore, enjoy,and prott ct tht natural mountain scene ... 



   

 

P. 0 . Box 485 
Kingsburg 
Ca lifornia 93631 

Heather Jones 
Sierra Club 

17 pril 1971 

926 J" treet 
aoramento 

California 95 2 Subject: S.B. 504 
(LagomarsL o)

Dear Heather Jones: 

would like to request that the above bi 1 be included in 
your n xt sup lement to the Environmental Legislation Summary. 

It is tly intende to olari y th l w withr ard to 
pu ic access to private lan s. I gather that reoent oourt ru 1 1ngs 
have c useu pri v te r downers to close • lands which 

een ophad previously en to the public, nd that .B. 504 would 
nullify the undesirable effects of these recent court rulings. 

In my own mind he problem 01· public access to priva te lana is 
efinitely an environmental issue. If there is any question about it, 

perhaps it coul b e brought up at the meeti g next Saturday in illbrae. 
(I don't anticipa te that we il have none there.) 

Thank :,ou. 
Sincerely, 

George . hitmore 
Conservation Chairman 



P.O. BBox 485 
Kingsburg 
C litorn 93631 

18 p 11 971 
John 
256 Street 
eroed 

California 95340 

Dear John, 

th t ou h v had some exposure to the orking of the 
orthern l1fo.rnia Regiona 1 conserv tion Committee, it seems an 
ppropri t time to confirm your offer to serv s one of T hipite 

Ch pter's official dele te . 

If you h ve had second thoughts n the matter, or if you have any 
reason tor el that you ouldn't be ble to serve for t le st the 
b tter rt of ye r, kno is the time to pe k up. 

Sinoe )iou med to b quite willing to t ke this on, am t king 
the liberty of noti ing d o ce (vi oop of thi letter) that you 
are now on of Tehipite Chapter• officia1 delegates. Unles he hears 
from you directl , he will proa ed to i elude your name nd address 
on the C CC ro ter. 

T n for your inter st. our e ort in get ing con ervetion 
effort under y ono g in in the erce d re re certain1 a preoiated. 

incerely, 

orge Whitmore 

cc. d oyce 
Ch ir n, CRCC 
842 • armor ve ue 

vermore 
lifornia 94550 



  

  

SIERRA CLUB TEHIPITE CHAPTER P. 0. BOX FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 

5396 93755 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 

Larry E. Moss California 93631 
Southern California Regional Representative 

9 ril 971Sierra Club 
427 West 5th Street Room 430 
Los Angeles 
California 90013 

Dear Larry Moss: 

Through Joe Fontaine we have learned of your interest in the proposed timber 
sales in the Rancheria Creek portion of the Sierra National Forest. We have been 
aware of these proposals for quite some time, and because of certain considerations 
which distinguish these sales from others in the Sierra National Forest, we have 
been concerned over their implications. 

Primarily because the more critical tracts are not scheduled for sale for 
another four years yet, we had not previously established a formal position with 
respect to them. But when we learned, through Joe, of your interest we decided that 
the time was ripe to pursue the matter in greater depth with the Sierra N.F. personnel. 

It was thus quite a shock, and a source of embarassment to all of us, when I 
learned from the Sierra N.F. people that the Angeles Chapter had already gone on 
record in opposition to these sales, and was demanding--via a lettter-writing 
carnpaign--that the Supervisor change his plans. 

"SNen so, we went ahead and discussed the timber sales with the Sierra N. F. 
people. We let them. know our concern, and the basis for it, and suggested that 
they should produce an environmental impact statement for three of the sales in 
particular (Rancheria, Wet, and Spanish). They seemed to agree that further study 
and evaluation of these sales was appropriate, particularly since the District 
Ranger is new to that District and does not have a first-hand familiarity with 
those portions. Considering snow conditions and other factors, this will obviously 
take time, and we feel it is appropriate to allow ample time for them to make such 
additional studies. 

So our position at present is that we have grave reservations regarding the 
Wet,wisdom of the proposed Rancheria, and Spanish sales. We suspect that the long-

term public good would best be served by drastically modifying the present proposals, 
if not removing them from the calendar in their entirety. We feel that the Forest 
Service just might come to these same conclusions on their own. And, since they 
are thinking in terms of further study and evaluation, we should give them a chance 
to do this without subjecting them to premature harrassment. 

If you feel that this is not a reasonable position for us to take, we urge 
you to make use of established channels within the Sierra Club which are available 
for the resolution of such differences. 

If any errors have been made, I feel that they are largely matters of timing. 
Our discussion with the Sierra N.F. was perhaps delayed a little too long, but this 
was balanced by a somewhat premature pushing of the panic button in the Southern 
Sierran. Perhaps we averaged out alright on balance! 

To explore, enjoy, and protect the naturalmountain sctnt 



  

The main point I would like to make in this regard is that we feel the Sierra 
Club's response to potential problems ideally should be a graded one. The first 
step should always be an open discussion with the public agency, and this should 
be based upon a mutual respect for the intelligence and integrity of one another. 
This doesn't always work because sometimes the public agency doesn't have intelligence 
or integrity, or simply doesn't feel that citizen groups have any role to play in 
the decision-making process. But we have never had these problems with the Sierra 
National Forest. Their people have always been reasonably capable and responsive. 
The new supervisor, Sotero Muniz, is no exception. There will be many things on 
which he and we will never come to agreement, but at least he listens--and I mean 
"listen" in the true sense of the word. (Of course he also listens to the loggers 
and the road builders, but that is only as it should be.) 

But as long as this mutual give and take is working, we feel that the powers 
of friendly persuasion should be supplanted only gradually by stronger measures, 
and then only as needed. To do otherwise jeopardizes any chance we might have of 
winning over to our point of view people like Sotero Muniz. For this reason we 
were particularly distressed to find Muniz characterized as making policyMr. 

decisions "nonchalantly'v. This comes perilously close to being a personal attack, 
to say nothing of the fact that he doesn't operate this way. Perhaps the editor 
inserted the word in order to spice things up a bit. In any event, I think it 
would be appropriate if the responsible party let Mr. Muniz know that it was 
intended merely to stir up the readers, and that nothing personal was meant by it. 
(I did notice that the offensive word was not in the draft copy which you sent to 
Joe Fontaine. ) 

To sum up, I think that I have made it clear that nobody is mad. Merely hurt, 
puzzled, embarassed--and anxious that the Sierra Club avoid getting its wires 
crossed in the future. Perhaps this learning experience will prove beneficial in 
the long run. I earnestly hope so. 

Sincerely, 

Ge W. Whitmore 
. cc. Sotero Muniz, Supervisor, Sierra N.F. Conseration Chairman 

Joe Ragsdale, Kings River District Ranger 
Joe Fontaine 
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' F rom : George W. Whit more (P. O. Box 485, K ingsburg , Caliif. 93631) 

Subj ec t: Wildernes s 

Date: May 19, 1971 

Gne aspect to current d velopments which conce.rns me greatly is he tendency 

for the Forest Service to consider Wilderness as being a piece of pristine scenery 

which is to be held essentially inviolate. Only v ry limited numbers of people 

will b . allowed into it, and those chosen few will be harrassed in various ways 

for the duration of their visit. On the other h and, the Fo est Service says, if 

you want mer ly to ramble through the mountains sea rching out the challenges of 

those areas because th damned preservationists haven t made the Forest Service's 

job of manageme nt so difficult ther . 

f cours e it won't take long for the general public to realize that they 

would be much better off with more "Backcoun ry" and 1 ss "Wilde..rness." After all:) 

it's just tying up a lot of fine country thatpeople need in or er to escape the 

pressure s and frustrations of civilization n . 

Do we r eally think we are v r going to get .!l San Joaquin, 

Sn ow Mou tain, a Siskiyou, or any of the doze ns of other s ?? TheForest Service is 

in the process of giving the pub lic plenty of reason not only to deny us these, 

but also eventually to repeal •he Wilder ss Act its lf. 

And many of our b st people are falling all o ..r themselve ..s in their zeal to 
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P. O. Box 486 
Kingsburg
C 11forn1 93631 

12 June 1971 
Sotero n1z, Sup rv1sor 
Sierra ational ore t 
Feder l ilding, 11 O O Street 
Fresno, C lifornia 93721 

D ar Sotero 
/ 

, 

olosed is lett r to you which I ot about a month ago, 
but w h oh I ant to th nk about a whil before ending. ( I also 
want d to get t e opinions of other.) I have concluded that the 
,letter is ap ·rop iate, so h ve d ted it today and inoluded it with 
this on . 

( he 1n r a on for wr1t1n t this time is tha I woul like 
to s e you total over various thi hich have been ccumulating. 

. For the pest ix week my ork schedule has been impossible", I ill 
be gone the wee of June 14-18, nd the gain during most of July
and ugust. 

I 
1ould itt be pos ible to see you during th w ek of June 21-25? 

Either the first of the week or the end of the week would be beat 
for me; if n cessary, th first of th following week might do. 

I 

I If ou will be on durin thi time, perhaps I oould talk with 
1l . est or some ne else. 

I hope we canork something out. 

S1 cerely, 

I, 
I 

orge . tmoreWhit 
Co servatio Chairman 

(Som subjects might erne rmit J t m, Ranoh r Oreek
timber les, status ite d velopments, oo tin of
auto-oriented o mp d reo ion in rel tion to F.H. 100,
thee c OS d 1 t e -­ prob h ve om thins you would
like to bri n up.) 



  

 

 

 
 

CLUB TEHIPITE CHAPTER P. 0. BOX FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93744 

5 396 93755 

? . O. ox 485B 

King burg 
California 93631 

15 July 1971 
otero Muniz,Supervisor 

NationalSierra Forest 
Federal Building, 1130 "O" Street 
Fresno 
California 93721 

Dear Sotero, 

This letter is the first of what I hope will be several in 
which I will expand upon so me of the subjects we discussed when 
Frances and I met with you last onth . 

At that time I re ported to you the essence of an act ion the 
Sierra Club's Board of Directors had taken with regard to the 
USFS Wilderness Permit System in California, but was somewhat 
handicapped in that I did not have anyth ing in writing at that time. 
Several days ago I received the minutes of that Board meeting, and 
a enc osing a copy of the Board's a ction with regard to the 
Wilderness 1 ermit .System. (For your convenience, I am also e:1closing 
a co y of Tehipite Chapter's resolution of May 19, which had been 
sent to you earlier.) 

A s you wil l note, the Board's action is not onl consistent 
with t e spirit of our Chapter resolution, but goes beyond it to 
make entirely clear that the Sierra Club does not support a 
restrictive permit system. This point is quite important, as it 
finally clarifies a po int whi ch had been under co ntention within 
the Club for some tine. Since there had been some uncertainty as 
to just what the Club's position in this regard was to be, I urge 
that you now make full note of what the ultimate decision has been. 
It would probably be helpful if you would spread this information 
w • thin the' USFS California R egion, as it is entirely possible that 
Sierra Club headquarters has not notified the USFS Regiona1 Office 
of the position they have taken . 

Of course no one is advocating a laissez-faire attitude. 
Most of us realize that visitor usage of wi l derness areas has to 
be managed in some way in order to ;,reserve the resource. But we 
feel th;;;t there are much more acceptable ways of achieving that 
manage ment thr n by re orting to a restrictive permit system. 

We are working on a list of suggestions in that regard, and 
I hope th twill· be the subject of my next letter to you. 

•incerel , 

George W. Whittmore, conserv· tion 
To explore, enjoy, and protect the natural mountain scene •·· Ch · ir n 



 

  

P. 0. x 485 
Ki ,:; s burg 
Cal i forn ia . 3631 

28 November 1 71 
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e h i pit e Chaptt :r • s ne v er ( at• l ea.stt i . h· d nyone 
re lly effective nd int rest ed ir air g to or anize 

subcommittee. D you ha ve suggest o s ? 

If you ·o .l 1· . e C py of the five-page notification I r e ceived, 
let me k now. Quickest way t o get information w uld pr s um bly be to 
con tact the loca l 1ir Polluti i n Control office ( bov e . 

I f you w nt t o wor on this s an indi vi u , tha wou d be 
f • n e . u t it wo u 1 d st i 11 1ea Ve the probb 1 t em Of h ow t 0 i VO V e the 
Sierra C lu b. If you want to t 1 e hat on, pl eas e let me know 

r ece : 
pollut10 n. willi 

George Whitmorer 

( 0 U h ve ph o n , l et a t our e w ad a esss . 



• 0. x 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

1 April 1972 
Clo ey, cutiv Dir otor 
b 

o er 
treet 

n oisco 
Ca 1 1 9 1 4 Subject: Club mailing list 

earM 

I to k to sugg tion ith regard to distribution 
of cert ls to he Club iling lists. 

h s that chapte r conserva tion oh irmen (List 9) should 
r ceive otices nd enda of the rd' ecutive Committee. 

is four-year tit a chapter cons rvation 
1 a five different oh pt r chairmen. I often 
r t agendas + e Bo rd'sx. Co . eetings, 
e that y t t e er level eceiving them. 
h ve ob ed, thi b o co cation 

be tr offic not unique to hapter, but is 
c frequent idespre d. s tor this break-

do and going into; the t t oi t is that 
it . ather g to cha g hu , I think the 
sol s to revis e ili 1 ts to o for uman ature . 

uggestion 1 t t t 
nd 

is butio for t O be 
Eclude ( .) o ices e for the Bo Comm.• 

agenda for the qu rt d meetings, .) a endas 
rly Council meetings. 

It is hardly any secret that the Club is often stuck ith 
o- ot in the oh pter , well s t other levels. 

I thi the creat ion of List O could go lon ay to rd s olving
thi particul r pro 1 m, nd a ry glad to e the creation of 
this i t. t i order tor Lis O istributio to be fully effective, 
I feel that it mu t inolud he bove d1t1onal terial. 

I r lize th t th e gge tio s if i p em ted, oul cost 
ne . r spo to that 1 that clu ion o Li t 40 hou d be 

by bscription. I think most peopl ho hould be on st oul 
han 1111 g top 1 tor the privilege. 

r ni ful distri ution of terial to 
irst in 11 itin to y for th privilege 

o such li 

inc r l , 

George . hitmore 



 

 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

29 April 1972 
M ch el McC o s k y , Ex t e ector 
Sierra Club 
1050 Mills o e 
220 Bush Street 
San Francisco 
Califor a 94104 

Dear 

Enclosed you w l find a clipping from the Fr sno Bee in which 
you ar e quoted in such a way as to ake it appear that the Sierra Clu 
as o sed t Fo s Ser vie 's u imate objective of establishing a 

r stric v r mit system o w d ess us . 

I real z that you would have saidmuc mor to th reporter than 
appear din pri nt, ad that yo r statement in its ntirety iould b 
quite acceptable an consistent with Club policy. But the fact r mains 
that, as t appeared in the ssooiated Press account as pub lished in the 
Fr sno Bee, yo r statement com s across in a way that 1s definitely not 
consistent with Club pol icy. 

To s you 1 the trouble of ooking it up, I am enclosing a copy
of the solut on on this su ject passed by th Executive Committee of 
the Board of Directors on June 8, 1971. I am quite certain that this 
is the only pol cy statement which has come from the Board on this 
subjeeot. 

The I a certain o this is because I have had an intense 
p rs 1 st i this probl an have een following it very closely. 

"legislatiBeca o t his, I airly fam liar with the ve history" of 
the rd' solution. As a matter of fact, I was th one who moved 
adopt ion the CCC resolution upon which the Board's action was based . 

The s wilderness permits came to a head in the NCRCC, and 
ultimately w t t e ard, b cause th ere as an intense difference of 
opinion with n t e Club on the subject. Som members feltthat we should 
endorse a str ctive permit system, while other members wereadamantly
opposed to it. The NCRCC resolution hich came out of these discussions 
was an att mpt to bringtogether the opposing points of view, and Board 
action was equested in an attemptto stablish a Club policy within 
hie e eryon coul work witho tun e sacrifice of his own personal views. 

L ik a formulated with th pur ose of 
ring g op osing points of w, this one was s gni icant for 

W t y as much as for what t did say. Even though t re 
ad been r ssur to endorse ., restr1ctiv permit system, both 

th NCRC ard refus d to do this. They also r se to oppose 
a stri t syst m. Wht t y did do was to take a position 
which l tions op 



 

 

g to get th 

F 

d 
ave 

Sup 

co 

i s is why I am ow e tr ly nhappy to find a major wire 
servi eporti g that t e Sierra Club is supporting the Forest Service's 
drive to s 1·s a r strict per t system. 

If I we not rsonally this problem I would not 
bot e to w yo t I h a e een, andcontinue to be, involved with 
Forest Super ors, Par i ten.. ents, d th USFS egional Office 
o this is w as p viously in my capacity as 
conser at e Chapter, and presently as a mem er 
of Di k a logu Comm tee wh ich the Board resolution of 
8 June 1 ed. I th S · apacities I have found that 
establish ta ning my personal oredibi ty with the various 
public a sol utely v tal to ac ing any meaningful 
commun 

ated P ess rs on of wh t yo s id has Just dealt 
p rsonal c ibil ty. Fo the past year I hav been 

Forest Service to accept the fact that the Clu 
dos not endor se the oonoept of a r strictive permit system. I have 
found that tap esen t Supe viso o t e Si rra National Forest simply 
refuses to b i e this. Mo ecently I found tat Doug Leisz and 
ot rs i the egio a Off ce a so se to ha t e e ling that the 
Club ea lY ndorses t e rest i tive concept, d that people 11 e 
Dicks 1 d myself are not r cting Club policy when we try to 
t 11 t ot riis. 

or God s sake, Mi ke, will you please writeDoug Leisz immediat ly 
and let h • know • at yo w re quot ed o t of context. Remind him what 
t Club's pos tion (Board Ex. comm. resolution of 8 June 1971) really 
is, and po int outo him that this dos !!.Q.! constitut endor sementt an 
of a restrioti e p rmit system. 

el p if you would send copies of such a 1 tter to all 
rvisors in the Cali ornia Region. And would you pleas 

py of yo r lette o I cansee to it that the agency peopl 
a ts wt will e it. 

s do th s my credibility with the USFS and NPS will have 
een p y a aged. Some damage has alr ady occurred, and every 

day o l will simply compound t pro lem. 

o you help in straight ing out this mess. I r allze 
s 
ttentio 

er than most of us, but I feel ve Y strongly that your 
to this is absolutely imp rative. 

Sincerely, 

r::---
George W. Whitmore 

(Alth ugh it s a peripheral matter thatdoes not dir ectly involve 
Club poli cy, I hou ght you would b in t rested in the wilderness permit 
d scussions h took place recent y at the first meeting of the jointw 

CRCC/SCRCC s· _ a a Task Force.I h ve extracte the minutes of 
tat m ting a a copy is closed. I ind tat the gr at concern o r 
t i mpl· tions o a stricti e p rmit system w ioh was reflected at 
that e t i g is ind cative of growing trend with n California--even 
some f hose who originally argued for endorsement of a restrictive 
per· s s m r ginni g to ha obs about the wisdom of doing so.) 
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classification. It could 
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0 ra tional orest 
11 b ing notified early 
r r it a qu te p rtic1 tion. 

ffect, it would probably 
hose c reer should not be ruined! 
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I hi o ho Oh st He has a voluminous 
corr 
t 

pon 
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x 
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al ays find 
the San 

i 1 
1 toried, but 
candidate" areas. 
certainly

1 credible. 
as the 

Chasteen 
Ot course it is ti 11 
S rvice ill include 

has et to a nounce, 
not recommend it.) 

Joaqui 
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o 
Jo t 

ica th t Of 

. 

. ur a al rest 
t in n 1 ul 1 tely 
l in entory 

I found an 
nt ined 

inal on top of the 
tho 1 ed motor/vehicle
tion of maps, so I have 
t ir f I entioned this 
r fly eting last month, 

it i t. 

o slopp ; it is done i h . It you want to 
hon it is (209) , to 6:00 .m.5 8- :30 a.m. t 

lunch bre ) . d or e rly fternoon 1 best, 
•. Bef fore O 20, a chedule is uncertainOcto 

t t. 

straig 
t 

ino rely, 

orge • hitmre 
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