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PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE

The Forest Service’s Snowbird Decision:

Status of the Hidden Peak Decision Lawsuit

Many of you have asked about the Hidden
Peak Decision lawsuit. In earlier newsletters
we have described the long process leading
up to this suit: the Environmental Impact
Statements, the comments that many of you
offered, the Forest Supervisor's Record of
Decision, the administrative appeal, the
denial of that appeal. Here is a rough
description of our present position.

The next step was the Judicial Complaint.
This was filed by Save Our Canyons, the
Wasatch Mountain Club and two individuals
with the United States District Court of Utah,
Central Division, on May 3, 2000. The
complaint was prepared by Joro Walker of

_the Land and Water Fund of the Rockies with
the help of many Save Our Canyons
volunteers and board members, most
especially Bill Thompson of SOC.

Again we are much indebted to the Land
and Water Fund. (See article on page 14) The

“complaint lists a number of "causes of action”
challenging the validity of the process by
which the Forest Supervisor reached his
decision. These include, among others, failure
to consider all reasonable alternatives to
Snowbird's Hidden Peak proposal, improper
amendment of the Wasatch Forest
Management Plan, procedural errors in
consideration and approving Mineral Basin

Land Exchanges, failure to consider
cumulative impacts of the decision, A judge
has been assigned to the case.

On the May 30, 2000 we filed a
memorandum in opposition to Snowbird,
Inc.'s motion to intervene in this case arguing
that our suit is against the Forest Service and
that it is strictly a NEPA case in which
Snowbird does not meet the tests they must
pass for them to qualify for intervening.

There are more and increasingly difficult
and laborious steps to be taken. More legal
research needs to be pursued. It looks as if
this might be heard in court sometime in the
middle of next winter.

We still face many expenses to cover the
cost of these actions. Your response to our
appeals for help on this case has been
splendid but we will need more money to
pursue it to the very end. I am afraid that we
will be asking you for your support again.
Your financial and moral support have been
wonderful. They convince us that we have an
alert and very concerned public behind us in
this action.

You will be interested to read the
accompanying pieces by Mike Reberg and
Brad Rock of the Deseret News on the subject
of that deplorable proposed structure on
Hidden Peak at Snowbird. ----- Gale Dick

‘Many thanks to
Xmission

for its generous continuing support
of our email and website at
Www.saveourcanyons.com
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Gavin Noyes

Mike Reberg

SECOND THOUGHTS EMERGING

By Mike Reberg
(from his speech at SOC's May 1, 2000 press conference

As the former Associate Director of Public
Works for Salt Lake County, overseeing land
use issues, I had the opportunity to see
Snowbird's expansion plans from a regulatory
point of view from the onset. As a candidate for
Salt Lake County Commission in 1998, I had the
opportunity to talk with both opponents and
proponents of the Snowbird expansion issue,
and in fact was supported by individuals on both
sides. And in the name of open disclosure, let
me say now that I received a significant
campaign contribution from individuals
representing Snowbird.

Two years ago, in a candidate debate,
sponsored by Save Our Canyons, in which all
commission candidates participated, I stated to
the audience that I was in favor of granting
Snowbird permission to upgrade facilities on the
top of Hidden Peak, but that I was opposed to
the full plan that Snowbird wanted. That
position left a lot of room in the middle for
discussion. Today I am here to encourage Salt
Lake County to allow Snowbird to upgrade its
facilities atop Hidden Peak, but to limit that
upgrade to a bare minimum 7,000 square foot
facility as supported by Save Our Canyons.

Two years ago I may have been more inclined
to allow something less than Snowbird's desire,
but more that what Save Our Canyons
considered appropriate. Several things have
occurred that have helped me solidify the
position I advocate today.

1st. As is always the case at the end of ski
seasons, we have been hearing stories about
how well financially resorts did this year. As is
always the case, the bottom line message ¢omes

down to this: Ski resorts in Utah do well when
there is a lot of snow. Ski resorts also do well
when other parts of the country don't have good
snow. This year, snow in Utah was lacking and
so were skiers. Ski resort success in the winter
is more a factor of weather than of new
restaurants.

2nd. As long as Utah remains the
conservative Utah it is, as long as Utah
politicians at all levels of government advocate
for policies and laws that appear morally or
socially intolerant, Utah ski resorts will always
compete for a minority percentage of skier days,
and no 70,000 square foot glass and steel facility
at the top of any mountain will change that.

This is not the fault of the ski industry.
However, we all should be skeptical when the
ski industry claims it needs these types of
facilities to compete for skiers with other parts
of the country.

Snowbird's desire for large facilities at the
top of Hidden Peak has more to do with a desire
to compete as a year-round resort, and not
simply a ski resort. This should change
dramatically how Salt Lake County analyzes
Snowbird's application

Because this zone change the County
Commission is contemplating has to do with
Snowbird's desire to attract spring and summer
visitors, Commissioners need to take the
interests of county residents to heart. It is local
residents, nearly 300,000 of them, who visit the
Wasatch Mountains in the summer. They access
our canyons to escape the hustle and bustle of
urban life, and we as community are lucky to
have thém so close. A'70,000 square foot facility




designed to urbanize our local canyons for non-
residents places the economic well being of a
few above the collective well-being of
thousands.

‘T urge the county Commission to look hard at
Snowbird's proposal. If a ski resort wants to
compete for year-round visitors with other more
traditional summertime resorts, it cannot be
allowed to do so at the expense of traditional
summertime mountain users who seek the quiet
and solitude the mountains have to offer. There
is no question that Snowbird's proposed
expansion impacts traditional summer time
users. The County Commission should say no.

'3rd. Finally, the County Commission ceases to
-exist at the end of the year. Two years ago

voters changed the form of government in hopes
of making it more responsive to their wishes.

The County Commission, sometimes fairly
sometimes not, has been accused of not listening
to the people. This vote Wednesday may be the
last truly big land use vote the Commission
makes. And the good news is there are no re-
elections to contemplate, no county campaigns
to fund. The Salt Lake County Commission has
an opportunity to make a decision with a
positive lasting legacy for County residents who
live here for the summertime activities the
canyons provide.

The residents have proven their case to the
Commission. I hope the Com-mission will prove
something to them. O

Over time, many of us move and change our

. street addresses. We've noticed that many
Save Our Canyons members have also
moved to new email accounts, but haven't
sent notification of their new email addresses.
Others receive SOC email announcements,
but have never had the opportunity to choose
what volume of email they receive. And
finally, we are always happy to add those
who have never received email from SOC.
(Note: Email communication offers special
advantages to SOC because it saves postage
and other costs, allows a better level of
communications with you, and is ideal for
mobilization of supporters of the Wasatch
range in emergencies.)

If you are one of these people, and would
like to receive email alerts and other news
from -Save Our Canyons, please send us an
email request at:

info@saveourcanyons.org
SOC will not release your email address to
any other organization, unless compelled to
do so by order of the court or as part of a
court judgment. (If directed to release
addresses by a court of law, SOC will attempt
to notify you of the situation.)

WHERE ARE YOU?

In your message to SOC, please: * state
your first and last name, * the email address
to which you would like us to send your
email (if different than the address you are
writing from), and * your choice of one of the
following levels of email:

Level 1 (max. 12 messages/month): You
receive messages regarding your
membership status (rare), Wasatch Alerts,
SOC Community announcements, and rare
alerts from related organizations deemed to
require your urgent attention by the Board of
Directors of SOC.

Level 2 (max. 8 messages/month): You
receive messages regarding your
membership status, Wasatch Alerts and SOC
Community announcements.

Level 3 (max. 5 messages/month): You
receive messages regarding your
membership status and Wasatch Alerts

Level 4 (max. 5 messages/year): You receive
only messages regarding your membership
status. Again, please direct your request to
info@saveourcanyons.org -- and please
remember to notify SOC next time you
change your email!




“issue of this newsletter.

Save Our Canyons

wishes to express our thanks
and appreciation to
volunteer Ellie Ienatsch.

Ellie Ienatsch

Soars
With The Eagles

By Gayle Parry

A moving and inspiring poem entitled "The
Offering-An Elegy" appeared in the Spring 2000
This poem about a
doomed, young eaglet was written by Ellie
Ienatsch and illustrates her love and
commitment to these majestic birds. Ellie began
watching eagles in the summer of 1982 when
she was helping to make a trail to Kessler Peak:
She says, "A huge brown bird flew into the cliff
on Reed and Benson Ridge across the canyon
from where I was working. Day after day, I
watched the bird, realized there were two of
them, and learned that they were golden eagles.
That began an obsession that has lasted until
today and is not likely to die until I do. I learned
all I could about golden eagles. I began
following the Big Cottonwood pair, finding out
that they moved from year to year between a
number of nests contained within a certain
territory. I began to keep a journal. I bought a
scope."

From this beginning in 1982, Ellie has

~ watched over the eagles for several hours each

day, three days a week both summer and
winter.

Although Ellie does not associate herself with
any one environmental organization, her work
coincides with all groups dedicated to

preserving the wild places of this state. In this
capacity, Ellie has helped Save Our Canyons in
the endeavor to curtail the harmful effects of
recreational helicopters which disturb the wild
life in our beautiful canyons. Ellie relates, "On
April 1 and again on April 11 of 1995, I watched,
as the ski helicopter, simply by operating in the
air space within the nesting canyon, forced the
nesting eagle from the nest. On April 11, I
waited until dusk. The eagle had not returned.
There was no nesting that year. '

In the 1980's, the eagles nested about 80% of
the time. In the 1990's, they nested successfully
only once. That was in 1993."

Ellie feels that helicopter skiing is the
primary reason for the eagles' dismal nesting
record. Although the Forest Service agreed in
1997 to establish a half-mile ‘buffer zone around
each nest into which the helicopter could not
fly, the eagles are still at risk. Ellie feels that
the buffer zones are inadequate, there is
difficulty in monitoring helicopter flight
patterns, and variances have been granted to
the helicopter within several buffer zones which
render those .zones*ineﬁ‘ective.“ )

 "The good news is that the eagles in the Big
Cottonwood nesting territory are finally nesting
successfully this summer for the first time in

Alexis Kelner

—av.




seven years." She gives credit to the fact that
the helicopter did not begin operations until
January 17, the Forest Service now prohibits
helicopters from flying on Sunday and Monday,
and the winter was so mild that the helicopter
did not operate on many days, especially toward
the end of the season when eagle courting and
nesting occur.

Ellie works with the Forest Service, US Fish
and Wildlife, and HawkWatch in helping to
protect the eagles of the Wasatch Mountains.

Ellie Ienatsch was born in southern
Wisconsin, attended the University of Wisconsin
and became an English and French teacher in a
Wisconsin . high school. She married her
husband, Bill, a mining engineer, and in 1963
Ellie, Bill and their two sons moved to Peru,
South American. She lived in Peru for eight
years, high in the Andes at 16,000 ft. where she
taught grades one through eight in a little one-
room school house. Returning to the United
Sates in 1971, the Ienatschs' settled in Salt Lake
where Ellie taught first grade in an elementary

school in Murray until her retirement two years
ago.
Speaking of the outdoor experiences which
Ellie provided the children she taught, Ellie
says, "with a quiet experience in the natural
world , one cannot help but ponder the
significance of things, the earth, the interaction
of all things on earth, and the preciousness of
that interaction.

Ellie sends you this message: "‘Does it matter
if there are golden eagles in the Big Cottonwood
Canyon nesting territory? Someone said to me,
‘Why the fuss? The eagles will go somewhere
else.’” I suppose that's true (until there's
nowhere else to go). We can certainly turn the
canyons into urban theme parks, entirely
devoted to human development, completely void
of the life that gives glory to a truly wild place.
With the growth in human population along the
Wasatch Front, that is the direction we are
going. We have only now to stop it. When the
opportunity is gone, the decision we have made
will be irrevocable and irreversible." Q0

from Alta to Sugarloaf Pass.
includes:

# a tropical ocean

Come One---Come All--- To This Special Save Our Canyons Event

GEOLOGY HIKE

BILL PARRY, Professor of Geology at the University of Utah
will lead a Save Our Canyons hike entitled:

Geological Architecture
of the Wasatch Mountains
---- on August 19, 2000 ----

This walking field trip will cover about 3 miles with a 2,000 foot elevation gain

The geological focus will be on the geological development of the Wasatch and
® a Siberian connection :
¢ a snowball earth

€ an Andean mountain chain
¢ lateral spreading and glaciation.

- We will car pool at the Park and Ride Lot at the mouth of Little Cottonwood
-Canyon at 9:00 A.M., August 19, 2000.

TO SIGN UP call the Save Our Canyons office at 539-5333
or contact Gayle Parry at 277-4124. ‘




Hansen, colleagues use America's public lands as a trading commodity

In Snowbasin Land Trade,
Utahns Got The Short Shrift

By Janine Blaeloch*

The people of Utah are surely weary of the
constant stream of scandal and dark revelations
that have come out of the Snowbasin land deal.
Despite the questions still revolving around
that exchange, some will likely breathe a sigh
of relief just to have it over with.

As someone who makes her living monitoring
land trades -- and who sees bad deals go
through every day -- I might be jaded about
Snowbasin, too. Instead, I find myself both
outraged at the end result and hopeful that we
can learn from this. ,

Among many, two lessons of Snowbasin are
that 1) we can no longer allow a handful of
politicians to serve as land brokers for private
interests and; 2) decisions regarding the trade of
public lands must be made with the full
involvement and knowledge of the landowners,
the American people.

My organization, the Western Land Exchange
Project; is a small nonprofit that monitors,
analyzes and sometimes challenges land
exchanges between the federal government
and private interests. In dealing with these
projects, most with the Bureau of Land
Management and  Forest Service, we've
stumbled upon a morass of problems, ranging

from bad overall policy to outright
malfeasance.

We've encountered bureaucratic
entrenchment, out-of-control corporate power

and political back-slapping. Land exchanges --
even when enacted by the agencies, rather than
pushed through Congress -- can involve mind-
boggling complexity, secrecy and back-room
politics.

Appraisals are a particularly thorny issue:
Government investigations have found that
federal lands are uniformly undervalued while
private lands are overvalued in land exchanges.
But the most challenging issue is the fact that
-the vast majority of Americans have no idea
that public lands can be and are treated as a
commodity for trade. Utahns who read the news

are probably more aware of the reality of land
trades than most citizens. Their -congressional
delegation has worked out one high-profile
land deal after another, with federal lands
being exchanged to both the state and to private
parties like Earl Holding, the now-infamous
owner of Snowbasin. Deals in St. George, the
West Desert and even the 1998 Utah Schools
Exchange are being called into question in the
press and among citizens. But where is the hue
and cry? .

The answer is that aside from a few stubborn
activists and skeptics, the voices of the public
have been stifled. More than in most Western
states, land exchanges in Utah tend to get
yanked out of the public arena and enacted in
the halls of Congress.

While not unique, the Snowbasin deal is a
prime example. It began as a land exchange
within the Forest Service's administrative
process, which includes full environmental
impact analysis as well as the opportunity for
public comment and involvement under the
National Environmental Policy Act. With the
legal process allowed under NEPA, the
Snowbasin project could have been scuttled,
changed to lessen its impact or even legally
challenged. But in the Snowbasin Land
Exchange Act, the rules were essentially
suspended, except for whatever provisions Mr.
Holding and the Utah delegation decided on and
could slide by a Congress that was itching to go
home.

The result is that the public was able to
understand the deal and its shortcomings only
after it was already inevitable. You might have
called your congressman until the cows came
home and written outraged letters to your local
paper; you might have questioned the
appraised values or the amount of land needed
for Olympic ski events -- but virtually nothing
will stop the momentum of a legislated land
deal.
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Only the administrative process might have
given us a way out of the Snowbasin land
exchange, or at the very least, a better deal:
Say, to exchange the 200 acres that were really
needed (for the Olympics) or, even better, to say
to Earl Holding, "Sorry, no trade."

It would be nice to just move on, knowing the
Snowbasin deal is over and done, but in Utah,
it's never over. Now, Congressman Jim Hansen
is contemplating yet another legislated land
trade (the West Desert exchange) involving
federal lands and state school trust lands.

It will be all too reminiscent of the Snowbasin
exchange. Few people will see the maps before
it's a done deal. A select group will be invited to
testify in Congress when the bill comes forth. A

small number in Congress will question the
deal -- particularly the appraised values -- and
will be voted down.

If Jim Hansen gets his way, the pubhc will be
silenced. Once again, the people and the press
will be playing a catch-up game, struggling to
understand what happened and how we got
shut out of the process -- and waiting for the
scandal and dark revelations of the next Utah
land deal.Q

*Janine Blaeloch is founder and director of the
Western Land Exchange Project, a Seattle-based
nonprofit group advocating for reform in federal land
exchange policy. The group monitors land trades
throughout the 11 Western states. She is a frequent
visitor to Utah.

Change in Forest Service’s Appraisal Regulations

Some Good News from the

Western Land Exchange Project

By Janine Blaeloch

There has been a major change in Forest
Service policy regarding the release of
appraisal documents for land exchanges.

In a June 12, 2000 directive from the USFS
Director of Lands, the new policy requires
that non-federal parties sign off on the
potential release of appraisal information.
This requirement is now part of the
Agreement to Initiate, the first document to
be signed by the two parties when an
exchange proposal begins. Note that the
policy (excerpted below) states that
information that has in the past been
withheld from us through exemptions under
the Freedom of Information Act may now be
released to the public at the discretion of the
Forest Service.

We will still have to deal with "agency
discretion" to get appraisal data. But this
policy very significantly eliminates the Forest
Service's justification for withholding
documents based on protecting non-federal
parties' privacy--the biggest stumbling block
in getting appraisals. The agency will still be
able to withhold documents it considers "pre-

decisional," so we will have to work to get
appraisal data early in the NEPA process.
Nevertheless, this is a significant change and
is a good step toward full disclosure of critical
land exchange information.

The Forest Service has been
contemplating this policy change since the
fall of 1999. The agency solicited comments
from the Western Land Exchange Project,
Oregon activist and timber appraiser Roy
Keene, the Trust for Public Lands, and Plum
Creek Timber Company. TPL and PCTC
apparently declined to comment. Public
outcry over this issue played a huge role in
pressuring the agency to open up the land
exchange process. Congratulations to all of
you who have worked for improvement in
this area!

This will not affect the Western Land
Exchange's current lawsuit against the Forest
Service pertaining to appraisal release.
While the policy change is a big
improvement, for the long-term we need the
Courts to confirm our right to get access to
this information. Q




SKI INDUSTRY’S GREENWASH DOESN'T WASH!

In Visiting Canyons this Summer
Wear Hard-hat and Earplugs

By Gavin Noyes, SOC’s Issues Coordinator

The National Ski Area Association has just
announced their “Environmental Charter”
which they tout as having participants from “the
nations major environmental groups.”

There is a sharp distinction between groups
that attended the meetings as participants in
hopes of creating a meaningful Charter, and
those who signed on as partners in the charter.
This document was seemingly written by
industry interests and was then subjected to
what amounted to little more than grammar and
punctuation sessions that conservation groups
were invited to attend. The resulting charter is a
disappointment. The NSAA made little attempt
to incorporate advice from the environmental
groups who most frequently raise issues with
ski resorts and the USFS in how they choose to
manage these public forest lands.

The NSAA has shown that they can bring a
talented Environmental Charter Team together,
but they failed to incorporate any non-industry
input into the document. The results look more
like a very smelly Environmental Chowder.

The public must be wary of an
“Environmental Charter” that has the
endorsement of the majority of the ski resorts in
the country that are conducting most of the
environmental damage on these private and
public lands. Ski resort managers know that
they are receiving a large amount of criticism
from the public over environmental actions and
the NSAA Environmental Charter is a direct
response to these criticisms.

The charter is also responding to a survey
which determined that most skiers in this
country consider themselves to be
environmentalists.

The problem with the charter is that it avoids
addressing the very issues that the resorts have
been criticized- over. The true test of whether
the Environmental Charter has any meaning at
all, is whether there are any ski resorts that
decided not to sign-on because they are

10

unwilling to abide by the environmental
constraints contained in the charter. It is
doubtful any exist.

In Utah, Brighton and - Deer Valley are two
of the larger resorts that chose not to sign the
charter. Does this mean they are less
environmentally friendly than Snowbird,
Snowbasin and The Canyons who have all
signed the charter? The NSAA has managed to
confuse the public, but SOC is currently
working to provide some clarity on this. More
soon.

The NSAA did learn through this process that
environmental groups are ready and willing to
sit down and write a meaningful charter and
have a lot of ideas for doing so. A real
environmental charter however should
challenge resorts to manage in an
environmentally conscious way. The current
charter amounts to no more than a “We Be
Green” sticker that the industry can proudly
wear on their chests. There are resorts that are
guiding the industry in the way of
environmental actions, but this charter does
nothing to recognize their good work.

It is ironic that the NSAA has chosen the
name “Sustainable Slopes” for the award given
to possibly all resorts that endorse the charter.
Sustainability is the very problem
environmentalists have been pointing to during
the last decade and this word should not be
abused as a catch phrase by the industry.

The organization Ski Utah, which works on
behalf of Utah resorts, has unveiled their plan
for the sustainability of Utah resorts regardless
of the national implications. Ski Utah’s
Executive Director, Kip Pitou, was quoted in the
Deseret News 6/22/99, “We are in a no-growth
business, so the only way to go forward is to
take skiers from other markets. . . I think
Colorado is nervous, so is California.” '

This explanation came while Pitou was
describing how Utah resorts were going to




capture a record 4 million skier days during the
1999-2000 season. This is almost 1 million more
skiers, or 27% higher numbers than Utah has
ever seen. Utah resorts fell very short of this
goal; skier visitations were down from the
* previous season by 5% at 2.97 million skier days.
The SL Tribune recently reported that the
three resorts in Park City, Utah, have
cumulatively spent more than $220 million
dollars on capital improvements during the past
5 years, all in hopes that some of the Olympic
gold will rub off in 2002. They are not alone,
Snowbasin is reportedly investing more than
$100 million in converting what may soon be
known as-“Sun Valley, Utah” from a quiet hill
overlooking a grassy valley into an upscale
destination resort.
Snowbird, Alta, Solitude, and Brighton ski
resorts, are all in the process of implementing

their Master Development Plans which include
mountain-top restaurants, new lifts, expanded
terrain, condominiums, hotels, snowmakmg and
even the erection of entire ski v1llages

This trend is not unique to Utah, it is a
national problem supported by the ski
industry’s government partner, the US Forest
Service. The only difference the NSAA’s
Environmental Charter will likely have in the
scheme of things is that the construction
workers will be wearing “sustainable slopes”
badges as they convert-our public lands into
real estate “amenities.”

If you plan to visit the Central Wasatch
Mountains of Utah this summer, Save Our
Canyons recommends that you come prepared
with a hardhat and earplugs. O

SUSAN ASH
Joins Save Our Canyons
‘Governing Board

Susan Ash, Wild Utah Forest
Campaign (WUFC)

. Coordinator, holds a
Bachelor of Science Degree

. in Communications from Old
Dominion University and a
Master of Science Degree in
Forest Ecology from the

.. University of Missouri-
Columbia. As an
undergraduate, she was
founder and President of Old
Dominion University's first
student grassroots
environmental activist
organization.

She worked as a seasonal

interpretive Park Ranger for
the National Park Service at

Park, Utah, from 1990 to
1993.

Susan has been involved
in the grassroots
environmental field for over
ten years and has held the
'position of WUFC
Coordinator since July, 1998,
focusing on protecting the
ecological integrity of Utah's
National Forest roadless
areas. She has been an
active SOC volunteer since
1998 and enjoys hiking, rock
climbing, and skiing along
the Wasatch Front in her
spare time.

Gale Dick
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New LARGE SCALE Development

is LOOMING in Big Cottonwood Canyon

By Gavm Noyes

Five hundred thousand Salt Lake Valley resi-
dents depend on the drinking water that flows
down " Big and Little Cottonwood creeks. The
interest of tens of thousands of people lie in the
undeveloped nature of these canyons. This is
not only. for the clean water we drink; but for
the beauty of the nature and the multiple
experiences we all enjoy.

Salt Lake City, which controls most of the
water supply, has adopted an ordinance that
greatly restricts water availability in the Cotton-
wood Canyons to certain spring sources and
does not provide for any new commercial water
uses.

There are approximately 500 dry building
lots (without water rights) in Big and Little Cot-
tonwood canyons that have a higher potential
development value than ever before, but no
means for development because they have no
water rights. Imagine the impact that the deve-
lopment of every dry lot in Big and Little Cot-
tonwood would have on the canyons, on the
watershed, and on you.

| Of Iimmediate Concern: -

United Park City Mines (UPCM) is currently '

trying to develop 154 acres of dry land (without
water rights) across from Solitude Ski Resort in
an area known as Wlllow Heights. UPCM is a
major Summit County developer that has
‘submitted plans to develop between 24 and 32
single family dwellings (this can mean anything
from a cabin to a castle) on this land which sits
on both sides of the highway and extends up the
north side of the canyon all the way to Willow
Pond.

They are trying to sell or develop this land
which will potentially impact the beauty of the
canyon and could affect the ability of Salt Lake
City to control this watershed if their plans are
successful. ‘

UPCM'’s recogmtlon of the current SLC
ordinances would bar them from getting water
for the project, but they have informed Salt
Lake County that they intend to pump water
over the ridge from Summit County. Salt Lake
City’s policy directly prohibits the pumping of
water into these canyons from another basin.
Pumping water over the ridge would bring
additional developments from the sale of
surplus water to other dry lot owners in Big
Cottonwood Canyon. The net effect of UPCM’s
actions could be as many as 100 new homes in
Big Cottonwood Canyon.

Additionally, through the breach of SLC’s

.policy, this could lead to other major projects in

the canyon, if not to the eventual loss of
effective watershed protection by SLC.

The threat of UPCM’s actions are conside-
rable. Your canyons and your water may need
your voice in the near future. Be prepared to
take action and in the meantime let other
people know what is going on in Big Cotton-
wood Canyon.

Save Our Canyons will keep you informed
through e-mail alerts, the SOC newsletter, SOC
radio show, and we will also keep the media
informed. United Park City Mines and any
potential buyer of their land should know that
Save Our Canyons with the help of Salt Lake
residents will strongly support Salt Lake City’s
efforts to protect our precious watershed. O

If yoﬁ would like to give a contribution to SOC
and have some highly appreciated stock or mutual funds,
consider gifting alternative funds rather than cash.

----There are distinct advantages----

For more information call Gavin Noyes at 539-5333
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Solitude Morphs into a Real Estate Developer

In February of this year the Forest Service
released a document titled "Scoping Notice,
Revisions to Solitude Mountain Resort's Master
Development Plan Update". This document is
essentially Solitude's wish list of the many
infrastructure and expansion projects it wishes
to undertake. This list includes projects ranging
from reasonable, such as making Solitude a
safer place to ski and snowboard, to exceedingly
objectionable, such as constructing a
recreational vehicle park and a 25,000 square
foot lodge that will ‘also be used for -its
convention and conference business. There are
in fact 46 separate projects. This scoping notice
gives the public an opportunity to provide
comments to the Forest Service as respects
Solitude's proposed projects and is the
beginning point to the environmental impact
review process that businesses and individuals
who use public land must submit to prior to
receiving permission to engage in construction
projects and other activities.

A common theme that ties a number of the
proposed projects together is Solitude's and its
development partner's desire to enhance off-
season businesses and the marketability of
Solitude's Village at Solitude, a faux Swiss
village condominium development which sits
conspicuously off to your right as you near the
top of Big Cottonwood Canyon. The Village at
Solitude has'its origins back in the 1980s when
Salt Lake County gave its approval to Solitude's
condominium and commercial real estate
construction scheme, and at the same time
dismissing Save Our Canyons' arguments in
opposition to the project's scale and size.
Construction began a few years ago when

Solitude entered into a business relationship
with a large Canadian based real estate and ski
resort developer, which provided the critical
mass to get the project started. :

The result of Solitude managements
industriousness is an aesthetically disastrous
condominium and commercial development that
sits incongruously in a- sensitive canyon
environment. This development represents
another very large incremental step in the
urbanization of Big'Cottonwood Canyon;:and is
an example of the clumsy and crude pro-canyon
development attitude of the County's political
leaders. '

Solitude's proposed projects include an ice
skating rink, an overly large day lodge, an
alpine slide, the re-alignment of the parking
areas to. accommodate the condo development,
massive night lighting, all to be constructed on
Forest Service land, all of which have virtually
nothing to do with making Solitude a safer or
more enjoyable place to ski and snowboard, all
of which represent using public land for the
promotion of a real estate development located
on adjacent private land, and all of which will
further degrade the Big Cottonwood
env1ronment

To get a good understandlng as to the extent
Solitude is morphing from a local downhill ski
area into a real estate development operation,
visit our website at www.saveourcanyons.org so
you may read about the proposed projects and
Save Our Canyon's response. We. also
recommend you visit ‘Solitude's condomlmum
project and visit its sales office so you. may
personally see what is happemng to. your
canyon.U

Thank You, Joan Proctor, for your contribution
to Save Our Canyons
in memory of Trudy Healy.

Trudy was a prominent mountaineer, traveler, '
and author of .
From The Black Forest to Tibet.

We also thank Trudy for her long-time support of SOC.




The Land and Water Fund of the Rockies
Supports Save Our Canyons

By Joro Walker, Esq.

In 1998, Joro Walker opened the Utah Office of
the Land and Water Fund of the Rockies (LAW
Fund) with the aim of providing legal assistance
to activists and organizations working to pre-
serve and restore natural ecosystems and to
prevent degradation of Utah's air, water and
land. The LAW Fund, a regional environmental
law and policy center serving the eight states in
the Rocky Mountain and Desert Southwest re-
gion, is headquartered in Boulder, Colorado,
with two satellite offices in Utah and Idaho. The
LAW Fund works proactively for innovative en-
vironmental policy reform, and provides legal
and strategy support to environmental and
community groups and coalitions throughout
the region.

The LAW Fund's Utah office has partnered
with Save Our Canyons since it opened; indeed
it was partially due to the generous support of
SOC members that Joro was able to change her
status from pro bono attorney to LAW Fund
staff member and Director of the Utah office.
The case that helped her make this transition
was the Snowbasin Ski Resort case (see previ-
ous SOC newsletters), in which a Utah federal
court judge ruled that the US Forest Service had
failed to consider the full extent of the
avalanche hazard and the cumulative effects on
wildlife of the proposed expansion of the ski
area. This ruling resulted in an order halting the
proposed Snowbasin development and requiring
the Forest Service to complete full environmen-
tal analysis of the ski area expansion

Another case close to the hearts of SOC
members is the East Canyon case. This case is
part of Joro's work in support of groups work-
ing to preserve and restore Utah's waters and
aquatic and riparian ecosystems in the Wasatch
Front and statewide. In this work, Joro repre-
sents Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance, Utah
Rivers Council, and Trout Unlimited in their
work to protect and restore the Diamond Fork,
Bear, White, Paria, and Escalante Rivers, and
other critical perennial streams of the newly
created Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument. Joro's work relating to East Canyon
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Creek and Reservoir challenges the summary
approval by the Utah Division of Water Quality
and the US Army Corps of Engineers of a
pipeline project that promises have significant
adverse impacts on these already seriously im-
paired waters. In part, the pipeline project
would supply water for snowmaking to the
Canyons Resort, drawing large amounts of wa-
ter from the watershed during periods of critical
low flow and adding even more pollutants to the
compromised stream and reservoir.

In addition to these'issues, Joro assists clients
concerned about toxics and environmental jus-
tice (opposing high-level nuclear waste storage
and release of toxic emissions) and livestock
grazing (ensuring that livestock do not impair
ecosystems on public lands). Sheis building up
a significant caseload and the LAW Fund plans
to expand her office as soon as possible. If you
would like additional information about Joro's
work, please contact her at: '

2056 East 3300 So., Suite 1,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84109,
Tel: 801-487-9911,
email: joro61@inconnect.com
If you would like' additional information
about the LAW Fund, or if you would like to be-
come a member, please contact- Pamela Hath-
away, LAW Fund Development Director, at:
~ 303-444-1188 (ext. 212) N

' email: plhathaway@lawfund.org
It is only thanks to the diligent work and
support of SOC and others that the LAW Fund
can continue to provide this vital service to the
Utah conservation community. O '




Don’'t Touch The Soil!

By Stephen Gale Dick

Editor’s note: It is good to be reminded of the unbelievable privilege we enjoy simply
by virtue of living in Utah. Here is a short piece written a few years ago by someone
who grew up in Utah but who now lives in New York City. It's about the Colorado

Plateau but it could just as easily be about the Wasatch Canyons or anywhere with

accessible wild lands.

My high school friends and I

- used to drive down to Arches

National Park in Southern
Utah every winter. The

- park, one of many such

havens in the Colorado
Plateau, consists of over fifty
square miles of red
sandstone jutting out
between broad river valley
to the south and the windy

~ high desert to the north.

~ Our Christmas trip
always culminated with an
afternoon out in the petrified
and dunes, a vast slope of
rack that drains into the
Colorado River through a
series of hidden pools. In
winter, each pool covered
with a thin sheet of ice, and
in each sheet is suspended a
little Zen garden of juniper
berries, tiny leaves, and
whatever else the wind
scatters over its surface. On
the last day of the year, as
the snowy, broad-shouldered
La Salle range across the
river glowed with a pale

- orange light in the late sun,

my friends and I would seek
out the perfect pool and the
perfect icy still life. Three or
four of us would pick up the

entire sheet, letting it slide
around on our fingers like a
"Ouija" board and making
wild prophecies for the
coming year. Then we'd
smash it down in celebration
and dance like Zorba on the
hallowed stone of the
plateau.

Kids in other cities were
breaking guitars or hanging
out in malls. And we were
angsty noodles just like
them; unhinged and on the
loose. But for a back yard
we had this endless carved
and broken landscape, this
painted desert, and it filled
our wild years with
sacrament and joy.

It's been years since our
last winter trip, and that
group of friends has
dispersed to the coasts and to
more complicated urban
lives. The yearly ritual has
been reduced to a phone call
and a promise that next
year, when we're not so
busy, we'll return to the
desert. Southeastern Utah,
too, is showing the strains of
modern life. The great
Colorado is being siphoned
into the lawns and fountains

of Phoenix and Las Vegas.
And where once there was
not a single light visible
from our high December
campground, the hazy glow
of a nearby town now dims
the nighttime sky. ,
All of this came to mind
the other day as I sat for
nearly an hour in a Soho art
gallery displaying an
installation by Walter
DeMaria. The second-floor
room contains nothing but a
layer of dark soil. about

three feet deep, that the

viewer can see and smell but
not touch. A friendly
attendant told me his job is
to rake and weed the dirt
about once a week, keeping
it free of sprouts and
mushrooms that would color
the otherwise bare earth. I
asked if I could come back
just before the next raking
and touch it, maybe walk
around on it. He said this
was a very common request,
but no, I couldn't. In
fulfilling my urge to touch
the soil, I would miss the
artist's point. O

)

\. Visit the Save Our Canyons Website

http://www.saveourcanyons.org

It's one of the best websites on the Net. 15




SAVE OUR CANYONS NEEDS YOU TO BECOME A MEMBER

The Citizens' Committee to SAVE OUR CANYONS was founded in 1972 as a non-profit
organization dedicated to protecting the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch canyons, mountains and -

foothills.
><

SAVE OUR CANYONS is a 501(c)(3) organization; your donation is tax deductible.

Yes, I want to join SAVE OUR CANYONS

[[] Annual Membership $35
[ ] Student Membership $15
] Voluntary Contribution $

NAME

ADDRESS.

CITY & STATE ZIP

‘TELEPHONE

EMAIL ADDRESS

Enclosed is my check made out to SAVE OUR CANYONS

MAIL TO:

SAVE OUR CANYONS
P.O. Box 58671 ’
Salt Lake City, UT
Zip: 84158-0671

Office: 165 South Main - Lower Level

Salt Lake City, UT 84111 Phone: 539-5333

CITIZEN'S COMMITTEE TO
SAVE OUR CANYONS

P.0. BOX 58671

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 841580671
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info@saveourcanyons.org
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