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but would object vigorously to its i nstitution merely for the sake 
of administrative convenience. 

Even if a wa ter system were installed at Rae Lakes, for example, 
what provision could be m de for the many miles of str e and river 
v lley below that point? If th ater is polluted tits source , it 
ould a ppear that pollutio wouldbe a problem at • ny po i nt do ·nstre 
he provision f ater systems throughout this e tire drai e ou]d 

be an immense under ta king. he effor t a d money would be f a r better 
spent i n preventi g the cau se, r ther than i n temptin to alleviat e 
the symptoms. 

he questi of buffer strips around wilderness areas was raised. 
In view of the fact that there i no statutory provision for c l a s si­
ficati o of lan to "buffer" statu s, the prot ction tha such 
classification would giv- is highly questionable. Under pre ent 
la w, the only way in which land can be prot e c ted from over--develop ment 
is by inolusio within the Nationa 1 . ild rness Preservation Sy stem. 

uch of t he lan d w h • ch is excl u ea. from the sys em now wi ll come under 
pre s s re for evelopm nt in the futu re . Lacking st -tutory protection, 
there is o reas·on to think that the "buffer " ones wil1 b a ble to 
resis t t is pressure. While the co ncept of b ffer , threshold, or 
transition P zone i s desirable, the failure of the prenent a to 
acknowledge i m kes i i pr a ctical . 

We ok 1 y of th e recen t ly i s sue d Pa rk Service roa d
p o 11 c y t e We s pe c ifi• c ll y me n t i o n e the de s • r b • 1 i t y of 
roads being desig ned t o provide an enjoyable a nd inform ative exp rience. 

f course we were refe rri ng t o the con version of existing r ds i order 
more fu l ly to meet the se object i ve s. In general, we would oppose the 
o e nin g of r ads curre nt l y close d to the public, or the struc ion 
of ne We  a v o i d e d u s e of the term " o tor .. natuur e tra a 11 " be c a s e 
of the con trovers y wh ich has surroun ded this co n ce pt. W feel tnat 
much of th e cri tic ism ste ms from the _ ark Service's i s pplic a tion 
of wh a t is asically a sound idee· . 

W sp oke several times of th e t r en ironment 
caus d by he prolifer • · • • on of fi :- . t one 
helpful measur e wo uld b c . 1 as stoves 
by vi sitors. Of course pe ple 11; ould stil l  t end warming fires, • 
Ju s t as we recommeend regulat i on of cooking f ires, we a1 o re com.me d 
regulation ( a 1d prohibi ti• on wher e nece s sary) of war • r -
warming fire is rare y a matter of h altt h or sa f e y i the
N e va a, , a r. d the nee less sc arring of t r ra in sh u l d 
s im ly for h of v i sii t o r c onv en1 i e c 1 • 

Werecomm ended tha t th e Serv ice d isc ont in e e u 
i n its o wn operati• ons , and i stee use hclicopt . s a nd mech 

tock 
trail 

vehi cles. By the la tter ·1e mean t the s -called "mecha n i cal mul es
which re used to t ans por t equipment nd supplies, but not peo ple. 
e were not advocating  . the use of four--wheel rl v e veh icles or 

"trail bikes' . 

e sp oke of popula ion pressure as being the basis of st o
the prob ems f over use. We s ould lso h ve mentioned increa sing 
lei sure, gre • ter t; fflu ence  and mobi l i ty, and the desire 'o escape the 
increasing compl xity of cur soci ety a s being f ctors w ich compoun d 

t he basic problem of increasing numbers of people. Even if our 
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population were to remain static, these other factor would result in 
increased pressure on the national parks. Since it ould be undesirable 
or impractic&l to attack these other factors, it is even more imperative 
that the birth rate be brought into balance with the death rate. An 
effective attack upon this problem awaits a greater public wareness 
of it.  • ince "the single abiding purpose of the national parks is to 
bring man and his environment into close . harmony"*, we bel ieve it to be 
one of the responsibil ities of the interpretive e programs to make the 
public aware of the impact of their own numbers upon the park environment. 

ince a solution based on population control will be slow in coming, 
we feel that the only hope for the parks lies i the development of 
recreational facilities in the regions surrounding the parks. We were 
app lled at he almost comp  lete lack of comment upon this b those who 
spoke a t the Study Team's public meeting of January 24 th, particularly 
sin c e it h· s ueen epeatedly stated that egional cons iderations were 
to be undertaken  by the Study Team. Quite to the contrary, mary who 
spoke obviously were think ing only i terms o w hat should be done 
within  th par k bounda ries . Thenn arrownessof uch thinking is extremely 
disturbing , for the siz e a one dictates that Sequoia - Kings is incapable 
of absorbing everyone ho m y wish to enter it i n the futu.r e.

On e gen tlemen epea ted an often  -heard argu me nt. He cite d the 
example of the, Ca nadian • t ion a l p arks, nd spo ke in glowin e5 terms 
of tbe tramways,  hotels, four-la ne ighways , etc.  He was obviously 
referr ng prim a rily to B nff and  Jasper National Parks. It was

u n fortunate that he di d : n 't go on to mention that these two pa rks
have a combin ed area of 6 ,800 i: s qu ·- re mile s, c pared to 1, 300 square 
miles for Sequoia-Kings The Canadian p rks are so huge that they 
can have all the ''ameni ties"  of ci viliza ion and s ti ll h; ve large
reserves of u trammeled wilderness. Th se who esp ouse comparable 
developments in Sequoia- Kings should first go to Congress and obt in 
a five-fold increa se in th size of the rk.  here would hen be 
1 i tt 1 e obj ectt ion t o th e de e o pme r t s hey seek . 

In the meantime, muc more feasible solution is to develop 
mass recreation facilities i the region surroun i g the pa k . Most 

f this dev lopment o ld proba bly best be done by pr v te e ntee rprise, 
although cer ta i nly agencies ss ch a ::' the U. S. Fore st S ervice cou d 
play a much gre ater role •• n recr a tional development h n they have 
i the past. 

e feel confiden t thatt if such de e lopment  wer e diligen t ly 
encourage d and • th e pre ss es fo r "devee loping"·' th par s 
and "opening up" the cou ntry • ould 1- r el y i P p ea r. 

Vey truly y o rs, 

 . 

. Whit tmore 
ation Committ ee Chairman 

N.P.S. road policy sta tement. 
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differ from t e re ent route of th John Muir 
to respects. 

ail in n or 

One of hese conce ns the D vils Postpile-Reds eado w oompl . 
As I indicated to you earlier, we fee1 very strongly h the trail 
should be ro 1 ted completely a ay from e • nf luen ce of ci vili za-
tion in this are . Backpack ers traveling w is supposed ly a 
wilderness trail should not be nee 1 ssly subjected to the ights 
and sounds of civilization only a stone's throw away, nc r to the 

arms of casua1 walkers milling about et the foot of the basalt 
columns, no o th complete desecration of the wilderness concept 
by having rod cross the tr ·1, as is presently the oase. 

f 1 that this portion of the John Muir Trail is an in­
su t o the man and that for whioh he st d. This is e pecia lly 
true sin c the offense could so easil have been a oid d. It 
could still be rectif ed very easily by re-routing the trail to 
th st si e of the river. (Middle Fork o the San Joaquin) 

• e ve i ed his c a r e l • n n 
the accompan yin s. Sinc e o cf the t r l
oul e deter by he 1 f o tions, etc., 

our line i s in only to show the gen • ea ropose, 
not the precise wists urns of the 

Also, it woul b ooes ry to const:.. ct new i g , an
the location for this oou be dotermlned properly o ly by someone 
more fam ar ith trail construction  standa rds and techniques. 
If a u l s ing i not vail ble be o moutl of undary 
Cr e o g st t hat Rainbow Fall pur ro .d be elim-
inate a g area olo o 1 ma in oad bed eloped 
The r s ould be to mi imize t e influ nee f a tomo-
il s, which would oth rw i se e er close e e n to re- outed 

trail if it should prove n eo ssary to cr oss t e main river orth 
of th mout of Bound ry Cr k. 

Beoaus of uncert inty over the orossing site, w have shown
a disoonti u1ty in ou_ red i in this rea. 

Of course, the objection will be trail oon-
struotion oul co t money. To over c m o ject ion , we s uggest 
that the route e roperly d sign at ed, e thoug construction of
it may have o wait for few This • itself 1ould h lp, 
because at le st the i1cipl uld ave b e1 st lished t t 
these trails hould rot be bjeot d to the u nece sary influenoes 
of oi ilization. lso, .e would like to point out th t the Si rra 
Club has been providing olunteer tr il orew i selected reas in 
reoent years. his ar a ou em t be p ime oh ioe for sue 
attention. 

In addition to the ob em of the Devils Postpile-Reds Me dow 
area, e have a urther sugges 10n which does ot involve any new 



oonst uotion t 11, but merely i olves red ign tion of exis-
tingtrails. feel that the wisdom of having the designated 
route go high, pa st Red Cones, Duok Lake, Purple Lake, and Virginia 
Lake is uestlon ble. We feel ther is something to be said for 
r -desi nati the route t go down Cr ter Cre k r th 
corn er into t e lower of F ish alley, h en ce u ish ek 
all th way to the junct ion wit th th John Muir T r a • at head 
of C scade V le. eh ve nark d th is. oute in rd on t e 
accompanying map. Thiswa tl original trail th .c ough this  aea, 
a we feel th t th. primary e should re ert o tis route 
b cause • would bet er able o accommodate the ever-inorea ing 
num ers of people wrho r • sing th i s are . From race t xperience, 
we tler that ny hiker, and espeoially stock parties, use this 
route e en thou h the 'offic • al" rout is long the t lo e above 
t valley. believe their reasons in lude re num ou camp-
s··tes, e ter , and bette  fish ing.

a ticula rly in vie of our nee t :·nty ove the lications
of the Pacifico crest ra 1, we would eloome the opportu i t y to 
oonsult further w it you on th is. 

Sin cer ely, 

o ge W. W itmore 
Co serva tion Chairm n 



Robert Hackamack 
Chairman, Tuolumne River Study Committee 
5100 Parker Road 
Route 1, odesto, Calif. 95350 

Dear Bob, 

P. 0. Box 485 
Kingsburg, Calif. 93531 

9 Oct 69 

y now you may be under the impression that you, as a person, 
were attacked at our Executive Committee meeting last night. This 
was not the case, even though the Yokut representatives interpreted 
it this way. I wish you could have been there to hear the discussion 
first ha d. 

at we did criticize as the breakdown of interchapter commun­
ications on hat should have b een n interohapter matter -- specifically 
the Tuolumne River study. In addition to criticizing this communica-
tions breakdown, we also spoke in praise of the enthusiasm with which 
you attack conservation problems, and admired your energy. We only 
wish that some of it could be devoted to building and maintaining a 
better interchapter elationship. It might take a 11 ttle longer that 
way, but I think that au ified voice would be a stronger one. 

We had hoped to participate in the development of the Tuolumne 
River study, but were disappointed to find that you had proceeded 
independently. In particular, it seems it would have been desirable 
to schedule regular meetings. This would have given you an easy way 
of notifying us of the opportunity to participate. 

But that is apparently water over the dam, if you will pardon 
the expression. Our main concern now is that we be permitted to see 
a copy of your preliminary report. I ould like to repeat the 
request that I made at the CR CC meeting on September 6 h, and as k 
that you send me one. 

We really do not feel that we can vote for approval of this 
report at the next CR0C meeting unless we have had an opportunity 
to study it in detail, and make some contributions to it if we feel 
that some are called for. 

May I reiterate that those of us who know you admire your 
enthusiasm, nd wish that the Sierra Club had more people illing 
to work as hard as you. I don't feel our problems are insurmountable, 
it's just that I think all of us (and that includes Tehipite Chapter) 
need to work a little more at pulling together for the common good. 

cc. ony Look 
Hulet Hornbeck 
Mother Lode Chapter Ex. Comm. 

incerely, 
    
George . Whitmore 
Conservation chairman 
ehipite Chapter 

Yolrut ilderness Group Management 
Tehipite Chapter Ex. Comm. 

Comm. 

erced Group Ex. Comm. 
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.FRO TE IP ITE CH APTER , SII ERR • CLUB 
P. 0 Box 5396 Fresno Calif rn1a 93755 

SUBJECT:  SEMI- FINAL REPORT of the CITIZE S TECHN CAL ADVISORY co M MITTEE
{dated August 1969) 

My name is Ge orge Whitmor e, and l am speaking for the Tehipite 

Chapt r o the Sierr Club. I am the chairman of our hapter's

Conserva t ion Cammi tte e _ Our .hapter has approximately ix hundred 

members and encompasses the u  nt ies of Fr sno Ma ra , Merced, 

Mariposa, and portions of Tul re and Tu lu ne Coun les . 

. ema ls will ten to oe o ewhat general in nature, and will 

e based upon local exper ien es here int • cent a portion of the

Sa n Joa quin Val l At your f in a p bl earing a s okesman from 

th s··. r a Cl b's natio nal h d ua te s 11 prese nt a mo e detailed 

commentary  on the d isory Committees Semi-Final Reart 

Our apt r' s t ·rri t r encompas ses a fair .. y a g E ount f w i 1 

l nd a nd open spa c e lands, includ ng s v ra ati nal parks nd nat iona 

forests. Of C urse m st 0 our a
.. 

• t ntion is dire ted toward the wise

m, nageme nt 0 h ese spl endid natura l a· eas nd we onside r r sel 'l7 s

extreme ly fo tunate to have them s close t hand 

Howev r e are also on erned with m oh r environmental 

pro le ms a d 1e onside r one f the mo t im portant of th s - to be

the m i tena n e of p-;n spa ce 1 nds in th 10 e dens ly popu lated 

port • ons of ur t ritory . NOt only do we 0 r s elves s spe nd the 

bul 1 of our 11 es lose to m e ut we a 0 r lize hat there a 0 

m y p e wh 0 wo ld pref er to in tio al a as .oser ·o . 

w he re they li ve

m he pr t i r c at i n l

o 1 r ime
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agricultural lands, just as we are over th, sq andering of any other 

resource essential to the well-being of the human race .

We concur with those portions of the Semi Final Heport which 

refer to the inadequacies of present zoning law and practice. The 

weaknesses mentioned are found locally 

W also concur with the references to tbe failure of local 

governments to adhere to their own general plans. 

We would like to add one additional comment which we did not 

find in the Semi-Final Report. Not only do our local governments 

fail to adhere to their general plans, there is sometimes difficulty 

in getting a plan adopted in the first place. In the case of a 

tentative plan which was proposed for the Sierra Nevada and Sierra 

Foothills,  the mere suggest:i.on of it brought down the wrath of the 

local residents not only upon the plan, but also upon the planners, 

and even upon the validity of planning as a legitimate function of 

government. 

In view of the difficulties encountered at the local level of 

government, it would appear that some measure of guidance is required 

trom a higher level. To the extent that the Technical Advisory 

Committee has been seeking means of giving lo cal government guidance 

from the state and regional levels, we would be inclined to say that 

we feel they are on the right track 

We especially wish to endorse those portions cf the Semi Final 

Report which seek means of achieving more intelligent planning on a 

regional basis. L cally, the construction of th Wests ide Freeway 

provides an example of the need for planning on a scale f r b yond 

the scope of any individual co nty. Running as • t will through an 

immense swath of essential ly v1rq;in land, this project provides a 

unique  pportunity to avoid the mi stakes of p ec emeal . velo pment. 
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nd yet the machinery for planning, and for implementing the plans, 

not to exist. 

We are concerned over some of the ideas expressed in Hecommendation 

. 7 (comprehensive Land-Use Regulation) Our impression is that th s 

1oular recommendation warrants closer scrutiny, but we will 

hhold further comment pending additional study. 

lthough the Semi-Final Heport does not deal directly with the 

1 on Act, we will include a comment on that act because of the 

it llustrates. We find that, although the purpose of the act 

p s rve agricultural lands for their economic and open spaoe 

and to minimize disorderly development, some peor·le think of 

as being a tax reform measure. We have heard criticism of 

on the grounds that it is resulting in a reduction of the tax 

b criti ism emanates from people who apparently think that 

of taxes for the farmer was the purpose of the act, and to 

y object. We feel that this misconception is dangerous because 

ultimately result in an attack upon the Williamson A c t, and 

pa e reform could uffer. The lesson is that it is not sufficient 

a good law; public education must be undertaken to make sure 

ple are aware of the purpose of the law, and thus will support it. 

I I may be permitted to interject a personal note into this 

t ny, I would like to cite the effect upon me during a period in 

life when I was deprived of "open space" .. During two years of 

litary service I was stationed in the southeastern United States. 

ought respite from the confinement of my military  duties by turning 

oward the wide open spa es I had been accustomed • o in the west. 

o my hagrin, these free and open vistas were not to be found. This 

u tortunate discovery, combined with a laclt 01 access resulting from 

t every high percentage of land in private hands,  r esulted in an 
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acute sense of confinement. ln those two years I developed a muc 

greater appreciation for the value of open space. Having been 

deprived 01· it, I oame to realize its necessity. 

We urge that the residents of Californ a not be subje ,ted, 

through any miscarriage of the legislative process, to a similar 

experience.

We commend this committee, and its Citizens Technical Advisory 

Committee, for the work you are doing to help achieve a better 

environment tor us and for the generations to follow. We assure 

you ot the full support or the Sierra Club as you strive toward 

this goal. 



Linda Billings 
Sierro Clu 

Dear Linda Bi lings: 

P. 0. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

14 Oct 69 

n close are four copies of the st tement which I pre s ented 
yesterday y at the public hearing held by the state legislature's 
Joint Commi ttee on Open Space Lands. 

You will note that I kept the comments in gene a terms, 
and avoided either appro ving er disap prov ing of any specific 
recommendation contained in the Technical dvisory Committee's 
S emi-Final Report. Over 1"" , ho wev er, I put us on record as 
being inf vor of open space lands. 

J radio new s re ported that the "Sierra Club" supported 
the proposals, while the Ca lif. Real Estate A ssociatiion o pose d 
th em, so it seems 1 ikely th t so meth ing s imilar ap peared in the
Fresno Bee , a 1 though 1 ha ve o t et se en i • 

lot of testimony seemed rathher 1uddled and irr lev ant, 
amd most of it tended to  op . ose the Semi-Final Report. 
There was v e ry little support for eit her this s p oific r rt 
or for open space generally. 

Consequently, it seems very important t at the Sierra Club 
give an intel ligent commentary on the r ort, a gi strong 
support to those id eas which are ccepta bl e.  

Ther are some things • r· the report which sound bed to me. 
I refer specifically to Recommendation o. 7. This portion of 
the report reeds particularly close scru tiny by someone familiar 
with land use law. 

Thank you for pursuing this matter. It is quite apparent 
that, except for your efforts, the Sierra Cl b wou d not be 
following this as cJosely s it should. 

Sincerely, 

George W. Whitmore 
Conservation Committee 
ehipite Chapter 

h irman 



To: ichael cCloskey 
C nservati • ..... n Direct ·- o . , .. 

ct: MODIFICATION OF EMIG R ANTWILDERNESS PRO PO •. AL
Public hearing record i s open unti l October 31.

The enclosed materials  are sel f expla natory so this cover 
1 tter an berth r b ief. 

To date t e Sierra Club' s statement on the Emigrant Wilderness
proposal apparently does not tak e into account the possib ility that 
San Francisco may wish  to aise the level of Cherry Lake at some time

n the future. T.his is mos unfortunate. If we wish San Francisco 
to remov e the L ke Eleanor dam as i t p pears we do, the n we have no 
bu siness needlessly complicat ing t heir alternatii ves. 

As you will recal. , I brought this proble m o you r :3··· tt ent ion n 
our t elephone conve sat .on of Sep em be 19 (' •• Since I a e hea rd no th ing

furthe from you I can nl assuume hat the matter got ov erlooked in 
the press of bus ness, This would be perfectly und d erstandable, and I 
do not mean to be ritii ca f this is what has h ppened. 

However i t has oeen d cided that should sa y n -
thing, and simpl y let the orig inal Forest Servi c e prop 'JB l s and, t he n I

must p test vigorous ly. This w uld be a h or r rible blu nder and one which, 
sooner O r la ter , inevitably would c ome back • 0 Si erra Cl ub 0 

Tehipite cap·. r feels very s tr on gly that the Sierra Club must 
go Ol record as fa voring so e mo difi cat ion of the Che rry Cr e e k addit ion. 
If the en c losed prop os 1 is not s • isfactory y to you, the n consider
calling for eletion of e erything 1 elow the 4, 960 foot ontour. The 

mount of a reage this would encompass wou . be t i via l, but tho 
principlle involvved has enormous i m p ications 

Perhaps there is eason • y yo do 1 ot put t he Sier ra
y ob jection o 
wrii t en herein 

Club 1 record this r
Tehi pi t e Chapte resent th e mo n b econsistent as being the pro sa 1 of Tehipite  
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Harry D. Grace, Supervisor 
Stanislaus National Forest 
175 South Fairview Lane 
Sonora 
Cal1forn1a 95370 

Dear Mr. Grace: 

 

P.O. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
California 93631 

29 Ootob r 1969 

I have received various 1nd1o tions that you are ware that 
there has been some discussion regarding the Cherry Creek add1t1on 
to the Emigrant Wilderness proposal. Since I probably have a more 
comprehensive knowledge of the situation than any other single 
individual, I hope that I can clarify the matter for you. I have 
not written you previously 1n th1s regard because I had been awaiting 
further olar1f1oat1on myself. At this point I feel that the dust 
has settled enough so that it 1s now possible for me to rite. 

A number of people hav been concerned over the oompl1oat1ons 
which would ensue if San Francisco wished to ra1se the level of 
Cherry Lake at some time in the future. A you are probably aware, 
this possibility was discussed in a Report on Proposed Additions to 
the Betch Hetchy Power Supply System, published by the City and 
County of San Francisco, Apr11 1968. The proble , of course, lies 1n 
the fact that the propos d Emigrant Wilderness boundary comes very 
close. both in elevation and 1n horizontal distance, to the present 
reservoir. It would tak relatively small 1nor ase in elevation 
of the reservoir to baek 1t into the propo ed wilderness. 

Because San Francisco apparently does not plan. at this time. 
to raise the Cherry Vall y Dam, the Sierra Club decided not to 
comment upon th ituation. The d cision was to d fer co ent, 1f 
any, until such time as San Frano1sco•s intentions beco more pparent. 

As you are aware, neither Tehipite Chapter nor the Sierra Club's 
nation 1 headquarters has submitted to you, either for the record or 
off th r cord, any comment or recommendation regarding the 1tuat1on 
described above. Teh1p1te Chapter ha decided not to ubm1t any uch 
recommendation, and the Sierra Club's national h adquart r mad 
similar decision. The only bound ry adjustment hioh have b n 
recommended are those contained 1n the stat ent subm1tt d by the 
Sierra Club at the September 30, 1969 public hearing 1n Sonor. 

However, a great many people were involv d 1n the d1souss1on 
of this problem. Of course most of them r Sierra Club members. 
but the situation also ca to the att nt1on of p opl ho are not 
Sterr Club members. I know that om of the p opl rote you 



expressing various op1n1on. I al o know that some of th people 
made th mistake of assuming that either th Sierra Club or Teh1pite 
Chapter had decided to sub it for th h ar1ng record a boundary 
adjustment recommendation for the Cherry Lake area which differed 
from that of the Forest Service. Consequently, I am sure that you 
were confused by some of the letters, and I apologize for the 
d1ff1oult1e which this has probably caused you. 

At the same time, I urge that you consider those letters in the 
vein which their writers intended. They reflect the thinking of 
responsible o t1zens who were sufficiently concerned about the 
management of our National Forest lands to l t you know their thoughts. 
Over the years I have seen many letters written by concerned c1t1z ns 
to our public off1o1als, and it 1s not uncommon for suoh letters to 
contain misstatements of fact. I feel that this ls inevitable, and 
that it would be unreasonable to expect perfection of knowledge before 
a citizen were permitted to express his opinion. At the same time, 
I must make it clear that these 1nd1v1duals were writing only in 
their oapaeities as private citizens. If anyone tated that he was 
writing in some capacity involving the Sierra Club. this was compl,tely 
erroneous. 

I regret that I was not 1n a position to write you earlier, 
and thus prevent the oonfus1on to which you were subJected. Again. 
my apologies for this. If you have any questions on this, or on 
any other matter. I would be pleased to try to assist you 1n whatever 
way I might. 

S1noerely, 

George w. Whitmore 
Conservation Chairman 
Teh1p1te Chapter 
S1 rra Club 

(Please include th1 letter 1n the Emigrant Wilderness public 
hearing record.) 



TO: Sierra Club leaders (selected) 10 rov 69 

FHOM: George ,1/o ,Jhitmore, Conservation Chairman 
Tehipite Chapter, Sierra Club 

BUBJECT: migrant ;-JJ.lderness proposal 

There has been cons".derable conf'usion over Tehipite Chapter's 
proposal regarding the Cherry creek addition of the 1.!migrant •·:ildern.ess 
proposal. This appears ·to have stemmed from a failure by some people 
to recognize that every bierra Club chapter has an obligation to assist 
the club in seeking the best possible conser·vation policies, and this 
lncludes bringing real and potential errors to the club's attention in 
the hope that the club wlll rectify the errors. 'rhere also seems to 
have been a failure to recognize that a E'j.erra Club member has at least 
three different means of expressing hlmself' on public issues: 

L Through the Sierra Club's national headquarters. 
2. Through his locel chapter. 
3. By speaking out as a privute citizen, taking care not to 

involve the rierra Club either cUrect ly- or by implioat 5.on. 

In the case at hand, rrehipite Chapter made a proposal to the 
8ierra Club in the hope that lt would be adopted~ The Sierra Club 
failed to adopt the proposal, and instructed Tehipite Chapter that 
"any communication of your recommendation for a change in the boundaries 
should come from individuals in the Tehipite Chapter, and should not be 
made in the name of the club or any of it$ components .. ~, In anticipation 
that this v,ould be the Sierra Club positton, this chapter had reauested 
its indi vldual members to do precisely that. 

In an attempt to clarify matters f'urther, vve reQuest that you 
carefully reud the attached letter, and refer again to the material 
previously distributed (dated 16 Oct 6<?). This will reveal several 
facts to the discerning reader: 

L The attached letter to Har1,.y Grace; 2t1 Oct fi9, is the onJ.y 
communication submitted by Tehipite Chapter to the U. E:,,, 
JJ'orest C)ervice VJh1.ch f::tates this cha pt.er' s posit ion with 
regard to the End.grunt ·-·a1dernt.H3S p~c-oposal. 

2,, The attached letter neither advocates nor opr,oses any r-hanges 
in the .&nigr{jnt ·1.d lderness boundary as proposed by the U. S 
Forest f~.ervice. There i.s an implied endoreement by Tehipi te 
Chapter of the boundarv changes proposed by the Sierra Club 
at. the 30 L-ep 69 publlc hearing held. in fonora. 

3. ~Phe materiaJ. of 16 Oct 59 basi.cally consisted of a fj_ve page 
le:tter to N~ilrn ?.;tcCloskey ~ As such, it was a communication 
which was internal to the Sierra Ch1b. The last paragraph on 
pBge two o:r that letter makes it Emtirely clear that Tehiplte 
Chaut~\l\ms recommen.c1ing that the Slerra Club adopt a particular 
--~-~ .....,. ______ -.:::<a- -----

posit i.o n with regard to the Cherry La1te :problem. 1\t no point 
is there any lndicat:i.on that this mr,t~rial was an expres::don 
of Tehipite Chapter poltcy to be cli.:3seminated :eor tbe public recor-d 

Since there was reason to b~lieve that the t:ierra Club's adoption 
of th.is posit ion would come too lat~ for inclusion 1.n tlle J£mj g~~ant 



i'v'ilderness hearing record, if at. all) we gave 'Jhe material of 16 Oct 69 
widespread distribution. Since page£!!_~ dealt primarily with problems 
internal to the ~te:rxa Club hierarchy, we om:itted it from most of the 
distributed copieso 1\0. additional cover letter wss included which 
requested th.e recipients, ttafter studying the attached material~,, to 
11·ite individual letters for the hearing record. 

This distribution was made to everyone who had participated in 
the discussions, to the involved chapters and groups, and to other 
selected members of the Lierra Club. In addition, I gave a copy of 
it to one conservationist who is well known to m.e, although net yet 
a club member. One club member {not am mber of any committee ana. 
not acting in any official capacity) apparently made and distributed 
additional copies of the material.. I J.earned of this after the fact. 
The effort was well-intentioned., and. it i!:i entirely possible that 
no harm came from ito 

.Apparently a copy oi' the 16 Oct 69 material was Biven to E~tanislaus 
National ~rest personnel. ~his was by u person or persons unknown to 
me, and consequently I have no way of trying to assess the person's 
motives. It is entirely possible that the motivation was unfriendly, 
or even that the per~on merely thought he was being helpful. In any 
event, the material ·vas self..,.,explanatory, and careful reading by the 
Stsnisleus National 1',orest people would have made clear to them that 
it had not been intended for public di~tribution. 

In view of the above considerations, we fail to understand the 
basis for the ill-will, hatred, and vitriol which has been directed 
toward Te.hipite Chapter. For those who will cltim that their hostility 
is directed toward me personally, and not toward the chapte:e, may I 
point out that our Conservation r,ommittee has been speaking for · the 
chapter on the basis of a standi:1g authorization f:-eom our ~ecutive 
Commtttee (an authorization which was reviewed, and rene,·1ed, at my 
request ~n r~cent months). "'his authorization involves no delegation 
of policy--making anthority. Many matters are reviewed in prel:bninary 
~orm b~y our Executive C01nmittee, even though they ult··mat.ely go out 
over the Conservet ion Chairmnn rs signature. :Jur F.:1nigraw:. proposal 
was in this category. 

lt,01 .. those -:,vho ·11~ill criticize the mistakes made by some of' the 
indi vi duels who received the 16 Oct 69 material, m3y I coni..ment that 
this is on~ of the ha:rnrds of democracy. May I also point out that 
the dj_rect partieipction of our individual ruembers is the fierra Club's 
unique source of strength. 

It is the intention of Tehip:i.te Chapter to ontlm:e to work; • 
within the framework of club policy~ in strivjng toward club and chapter 
goals. t\e intend to do this by involving our memberE to the fullest 
exten~ possible. Ano .igarchy might be n~re efficient, but we feel 
that 1 ember participation is worth the imperfectionE that $Ometimes 
accompany ito 

0-x-c,Q...,•..,_, . L'-J I: t,~. 
(

\ • .,.., () ' t, if'1- • ~ .. 
. J@OJ. g ' .. o t,111 l,mor e 
rJonservatj_on Chairman 
Tehipite Chapter 



Mrs. W. V. Graham Matthews 
Box 381 
Carmel Valley, Calif. 93924 

Dear Corky, 

P. o. Box 485 
Kingsburg 
Calif 93631 

28 Dec 69 

Thank you very uoh for sending th 1 tter to th Stanislaas 
National For st and to Yosem1t .P. concerning th 1tuat1on at 
Lake Eleanor/Cherry Lake. And thank you for sending me copies of the 
letters. I find it is of immense help in my role as conservation 
chairman if people send me oopi s of lett rs thy s nd and rec 1ve. 
It is really the only way to know what 1 go1ng on. Of cours the 
various •news• media are hopeless; and I do not get a balanced v1 w 
if the only letters I see re those I write m,: on my own. 

I would very much like to see the answer you gt from Hadl y 
when you asked him what the Yosemite N.P. policy was re. th Lake 
Eleanor situation. The answer was probably unsatisfactory. but at 
least it would h lp if I oougld get that confirmed. If ~m• it 1s not 
convenient for you to copy the letter, perhaps you could send 1t tom 
and let me make a oopy: prompt r turn of th letter 1 guaranteed. 

Regarding the Glacier P•tmt aerial tramway. e have heard again 
that permission kad been reque ted to bu1l it, ev n though Hadl y told 
newspaper reporters that this was not o rrect. ~- It was Curry oo, 

ccording to this lat st souroe: and the NPS turned t m down. This 
same source stated that th Ios mite N.P. ster Plan Study Team has 
decided against the tramway, however, I will believe that when I hear 
them say it themselves. I am always fearful of 1 tting down our guard 
prematurely. 

I am disturbed over your comment re. tramway discussions with 
Ventana people, including your oonservat1on chairman. It ound d as 
though he was not aware that the Sierra Club had already gone on record 
in opposition to the tramway. Or if he was aware of it', he did not 
realize that the chapt rs ar required to adhere to policy which the 
Directors have stablis■hed. as on this matter. I am enclosing a copy 
of the relevant Board action, 1ncase you probably wouldn't know exactly 
where to turn to find it. (M1nut s of the Executive Committee of the 
Board of Directors, 25 June 1969; this ax• otion was, to my knowledge, 
ratifi d by the full Board ,\t their Se te ber ting--such ratification 
1s apparently practically automatic.) Of cours it would be poss1bl 
for Ventana Chapter to se k to have the policy ohang d. but in the m an- , 
time chapter stat ment and action have to b 1th1n the context of the 
established policy. (If there is som ttempt made to obtain the Board's 
reversal o this, of oours we would like to know about 1t as soon as you 
get wind of it.) 

We have been with in-laws at Palm Springs. No■w we re h 
Joshua Tree at. onument. La.sty ar we di cover that it 1s 
of what looks like good rockcl1mb1ng--so what on the order of 
Pinnacles N.M., exo pt on a much grander seal . We will sooon 
we are loaded for bear with hard hats, bolt kits, eto. We are 
know whether anything has app ared 1n print re. routes, tc. 
of such b sure to let u know. 

d d for 
chockfull 
a granite 
find out-­
cur1ou to 
If you hear 

Sincerely, George 
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