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Thirty Minutes
of Livelv Conversation
with Key Players
in Utah's Environmental Arena

KRCL 91 FM
12:30 - 1:00 p.m.

on the second and fourth
Thursdays of each month

Lisa Smith, of Save Our Canyons, befis the recently released
Wasatch-Cache National Forest’s Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and Proposed Forest Plan.

Save Our Canyons volunteers bave been laboring over the proposed
Jorest plan and in this publication offer a summary of crucial issues.
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very fifteen years or so all National

Forests must update their Forest
Plans. Save Our Canyons is working hard
to prepare comments in behalf of our orga-
nization on the Draft Environmental Im-
pact Statements for both the Uinta Na-
tional Forest (south of the Utah/Salt Lake
county divide) and the Wasatch-Cache Na-
tional Forest (generally north of the di-
vide).

It is equally important that each of us,
as individuals, let the Forest Service know
how we want our forests managed. They
are ours, remember, and each citizen has
the right and the obligation to comment on
proposed plans. The Forest Service, in fact,
actively solicits YOUR input.

In this issue of Save Our Canyons you
can read about our emerging position
statements.

The Forest Management Plans set poli-
cies that will be in place for the next fifteen
years and these years will see unprece-
dented population growth of Wasatch
Front communities. As you know better
than most others do, the Wasatch Range is
vital to the wellbeing of those communities.

The existing Forest Plans date to the
mid-1980s and Save Our Canyons was ac-
tively involved in the public processes
leading up to them. The plans have served
well in some ways such as limiting the ex-
pansion of parking in the canyons and
holding ski resort Special Use Permit
boundaries at their mid-80s limits.

Thisls The

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

If the Wasatch-Cache plan had been
followed the Forest Service would have
been able to limit the infamous Snowbasin
land exchange to 220 acres. That’s what
the FS had recommended when the Utah
congressional delegation took over and
gave them 1370 acres — still the biggest
Olympics-related scandal of them all.

The Wasatch plan also had important
flaws. Language in it made the control of
helicopter skiing difficult. It did not pro-
vide a firm basis for the Forest Service to
deny permission for some harmful com-
mercial proposals. Most importantly, the
plan did not recommend that Congress-
enlarge wilderness areas of the Tri-Canyon
area.

The so-called Preferred Alternative of
the proposed plan for the Wasatch-Cache
National Forest also fails to recommend

-any wilderness enlargements in the central

Wasatch. Considering watershed problems
alone, this is incomprehensible.

This is a call to action.

Read the brief outline of some of the hot-
button issues in this newsletter. Both the
Uinta and the Wasatch-Cache national
forests are undertaking the planning proc-
ess simultaneously. Both need your input.

Explore the full plans on the web.

Write your letters to the Forest
Service! Every individual who belongs
to Save Our Canyons should write.

Your conscience will haunt you all your
life if you don’t. ---Gale Dick
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SOC Activities - Sprine

Snowbird Legal Team.

Gale Dick, and Bruce Plenk.
Gavin Noyes, a member of team,
took the photo.

Botany Hike leader
Bill Gray.

L to R: Joro Walker, Jason King,

Botany Hike

Photos by Gavin Noyes
and Alexis Kelner

Larry Swanson and Patti Parmalee
pause for lunch at Lake Mary during
the First Annual Botany Hike.

j, Stmmer, 2001

The Save Our Canyons Forest Plan Team
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EUG - chaltenged Competitors
Return to the Wasatch Front - and Beyond

ECO-CHALLENGE IS BACK! But this time the
organizers are more receptive to Save Our
Canyons’ concerns.

Nearly 300 competitors are expected to
rollerblade from the Delta Center to the foothills
of the Wasatch on August 18". Race organizers
had planned to send competitors, spectators and
media crews up City Creek Canyon to the very
top, where the forests are still wild and the trails
very faint. Citizens for City Creek Canyon (C4)
which includes Save Our Canyons, Great Salt
Lake Audubon, Salt Lake City Public Utilities,
Tree Utah, Trout Unlimited, Salt Lake County
Fish and Game Association, and Western Wildlife
Conservancy, spearheaded an effort to get them
out of the upper portion of City Creek and onto
the ridgelines, where there will be less impact on
the watershed and wildlife. One particular
species of concern is the Lazuli Bunting, an

After more than a year of negotiations, it ap-
pears that the Willow Heights drainage in Big
Cottonwood Canyon will be forever preserved
from developers who were attempting to get
approval for 24-32 homes to be built on 154
acres reaching to the pristine Willow Heights
pond in an aspen grove.

The plan also proposed water diversion from

uncommon bird species that chooses City Creek
for its nesting grounds every summer.

The race will go on, and continue into the
Lakes region of the High Uintas. Hopefully, other
environmental organizations, such as the High
Uintas Preservation Council and Utah
Environmental Congress, succeed in keeping
impacts out of lands which may soon be
designated as Wilderness.

With the Wasatch- Cache National Forest
already receiving more visits than any forest in
the entire country, the last thing it needs is
exposure on MTV.

Forest Planning will be a good opportunity to
address concerns related to these types of events.
Let the Forest Service know your feelings about
such events as you write your response to the
proposed Forest PlanQ

G 77
Wiliow Heights- A Canyon Saved !!

Summit County and water sales to owners of
dry lots in Big Cottonwood Canyon. Such a di-
version would make numerous lots develop-
able.

Congratulations to all those involved in-
cluding the land owner United Park City
Mines, Salt Lake City’s department of Public
Utilities, and Utah Open Lands.
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TOM TIDWELL, at right, has replaced Bernie Weingardt as the Su-
pervisor of theWasatch-Cache Forest and will be the decision maker
on crucial upcoming decision such as Solitude and possibly heli-skiing
in 2004. Tidwell has served previously as District Ranger in Spanish
Fork.

The next few years on the Wasatch-Cache will be critical in finding
ways to protect the land while providing recreation on the most heav-
ily used forest in the nation.

LISA ROMNEY is Mayor Rocky Anderson’s new Environmental Advi-
sor. Romney recently graduated with a Master’sDegree from Harvard
and is already tackling numerous difficult issues.

She has also sold her SUV and will rely on her bicycle and public
transportation for her commutes to and from her office.
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Lisa Romney, Mayor Rocky Anderson’s
new Environmental Advisor,

meets representatives of numerous
Utah environmental organizations

The Second Annual Save Our Canyons

GEOLOGY HIKE

We will car pool at the park-and-ride lot at the mouth of Big Cottonwood Canyon at 9:00 AM
Aug 18, 2001, The hike will begin at the parking lot on Brighton Highway (Ut 152/190) at the
mouth of Mill D South Fork (Cardiff). Bring lunch, water, and rain gear as appropriate.

Sign up by calling the SOC office at 363-SAVE or Gayle Parry at 277-4124 or gwparry@aros.net.

Saturday, August 18, 2001

BILL PARRY, Prof.of Geology
at the University of Utah, will lead.

Save Our Canyons - Summer, 2001
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Tom and Mimi Stevenson, on a Salt Lake visit from
Fairfax, Virginia, study the recently released SOC
publication “Did You Enjoy Your Forest Today?”

The tabloid explains succinctly SOC’s positions on
the Draft EIS and Proposed Forest Plan for the
Wasatch-Cache National Forest. It urges everyone
who enjoys the forest to participate in the planning
process by submitting their views on the forest’s
future management. :

“Did You Enjoy Your Forest deay ?” are'being
distributed at trailheads and numerous local
businesses.

SOC needs volunteers to help distribute the
publication at trailheads. Please call Lisa at the
Save Our Canyons office 363-7283 and volunteer
some of your time for this extremely important task.

Proposed
Have Beei Rei CUR Inpiet

B Whatis a Forest Plan?

The Forest Plan guides all natural resource management activities and sets management:

standards for a National Forest. Federal law requires the plan to be updated every 15 years. The
ones in place for the Uinta National Forest (generally south of the Utah/Salt Lake county.divide) -
and the Wasatch-Cache (generally north of the divide) date from the mid-1980s. R

Anyone who uses the forests for recreation or business, anyone who is concerned about clean air
and water, or quality of life issues cares. Make your voice heard. You can be sure that :
developers, ski resort managers, ORV users, snowmobilers, loggers and miners will make their
voices heard. '

B How Can | Participate in the Discussion?

The Forest Service solicits YOUR input. They want to involve forest users in the planning
process. The Proposed Forest Plans and studies of their environmental consequences are available
as links at: www.saveourcanyons.org

Commercial interests will certainly submit theirs. For the Wasatch-Cache NF send your comments
on or before Nov. 1. For the Uinta NF send your comments on or before L

Sept. 17. _ .
WASATCH-CACHE PLANNING TEAM UINTA NATIONAL FOREST
8336 Federal Building Supervisor’s Office
125 South State Street 88 West 100 North :

Salt Lake City, UT 84138 Provo, UT 84601
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How To Write A Letter To Public Officials

When one writes to a public official with the
intent to influence the decision-making process
several points must be addressed in order to
create an effective correspondence. In addition
to being as brief as possible, make it easy for
him/her to know your position and the reasons
behind it. Make it easy to read; type it.

1. State the Reason for your letter.
(Wasatch-Cache or Uinta National Forest
Plan in this case).

2. Be as detailed as you can be.
For example: “The Draft Plan Stinks” is not a
helpful comment. “Watershed protection can
be strengthened by . . ..” suggests specific
actions and is helpful.

3. Be concise and factual.

4. Describe personal experiences that
emphasize your comments.

5. Give your name and address in a legible
form.

Other Things You Can Do
to Help Save Our Canyons:

1. Host a letter writing party for your
friends. Have a good time and do good works.

2. Volunteer your time. Save Our Canyons
needs help to distribute our publications by

i
“ATINE 543 SAVE (363-7283).

3. Become a member of Save Our Canyons
by sending us the form on the back of this
newsletter.

4. Enjoy the Wasatch tomorrow --- after you
have submitted your comments on the
forest plans today.

Critical Issues With The Proposed
Wasatch-Gacke Forest Plan

Tri-Ganyons’ Watershed Issues.

Q The Human Population Along the Wasatcn Front is Exploding.

1.6 million now. A predicted 2.7 million by 2020. The Tri-Canyons area is limited in size, but the number of people
wanting to use it is increasing rapidly. This points to major trouble in the near future.

Q Concern for Watershed Protection Should Dominate All Other Issues.

The Tri-Canyons area is a watershed that provides culinary water for some 400,000 Salt Lake Valley residents with peak

demand mounting to the equivalent of 800,000 people.

Q Extension of Existing Wilderness Areas in the Tri-Canyons is Essential
for the Protection of Salt Lake Valley's Watershed.

This is the surest and only secure way to preserve the watershed and resolve user conflicts. Wilderness designation is
not a "lock-up”. Several Wilderness proposals are described on pages 10 and 11.

Q There Are Limits to the Human Carrying Capacity of the Tri-Canyon Area.

For the past twenty years Forest Service officials have stressed the need for canyon carrying capacity studies. And yet,
in its proposals the Forest Service refuses to consider quantitative measures of carrying capacity. Save Our Canyons

points out that quantitative studies are not only essential to planning,

today.

*Mill Creek, Big and Little Cottonwood canyons.

but have never been more urgent than they are
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ecosystems, yet they propose no new Tri-Canyon Wilderness that would prohibit all motorized

The Wasatch Front canyons
are the most intensely used
public forest lands

in America’s

National Forest System

as well as being

the essential

Salt Lake Valley watershed.

Photo by A. Kelner

Critical Tri-Canyons Recreational Issues

W Further Commercial and Recreational Developments that Would Attract More
People Into These Canyons Should Be Prohibited.

No new parking of any kind within the canyons, no new ski lifts that expand existing resort areas, no

increased restaurant capacity, no new conference centers, alpine slides, skating rinks, golf courses,
tennis courts or retail stores!

W User Conflicts Should Not Overshadow Resource Protection.

Hikers, bikers, ski tourers, snowshoers, resort skiers, paragliders, backcountry snowboarders,
fishermen, dog lovers, picnickers, campers, snowmobilers, ATV enthusiasts, sightseers, solitude
seekers, climbers, birders, and wildflower viewers vie with one another. Concern for the forest
resources themselves is often lost in the scramble.

W Mineral Fork Should Be Closed to All Motorized Recreation.

® Snowmobile Use Must Be Monitored on Public Lands and Existing neyulatlons Must Be Enforced.
B Helicopter Skilng Must Be Terminated in the Tri-Canyon Area of the Wasatch by 2004.

Criticai Tri-Canyons Wildlife Issues

W Wildlife Needs Protection and the Restoration of Wildlife Ecosystems.

Historically the Tri-Canyons have been home to deer, elk, moose, fox, coyote, cougar, bobcat, beaver,
badger, and wolverine. Wildlife numbers decline as human use increases. Motorized recreation is the
most intrusive form of human use. The Forest Service promises to restore and protect healthy wildlife

recreation. In addition they propose continued ATV abuse of Mineral Fork.

M RAirshed Protection is Important for Wildlife.

The golden eagle and the goshawk are federally protected birds whose existence in the Tri-Canyons is
threatened. The Forest Service is mandated by law to protect these birds, but they are proposing
continued helicopter skiing, the most serious threat to the air space which these birds need.
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GOOD, BAD, and UGLY in the Forest Service Proposal

GO0D: The Preferred Alternative Text: A shift in Forest management from using it up to using it
wisely (from commodity output to restoring healthy ecosystems).

BAD: The Preferred Alternative Map: Virtually all areas outside of existing Wilderness or ski resorts
are designated for human recreation. What happened to bealthy ecosystems?

GOOD: The Forest Service honors the conservation of large roadless areas.
UELY: The Forest Service recommends no new Wilderness for the Tri-Canyon area. None At All!

G00D: Recognition that “recreation use levels in some areas of the Forest are so high that resource
degradation is occurring”. (DEIS p. 245)

BAD: Mineral Fork will be open for motorized recreation. “Helicopter skiing will continue to operate
as a component of the recreation picture in the Central Wasatch.” (plan p. 4-100) These provisions are in
direct conflict with the stated aims of the Preferred Alternative.

UGLY: Ski resorts will “serve as hubs of year-round outdoor recreation”. (Plan p. 4-99)

G00D: Emphasis on long-term, high quality culinary water; emphasis on wildflower protection;
emphasis on protection of riparian areas (300 ft. on each side of stream channels).

BAD: The issue of “Human Carrying Capacity determinations” has been eliminated from Forest Plan
consideration!

Geod (but hard to believe): Ski resort parking areas will be held at the levels of the year 2,000.
Good (but harder to believe): Ski resort “development will be designed with a high level of attention

to scenic integrity”. (Plan p. 4-99) This revelation must bave occurred since the 50,000 sq. ft., 3-story
bigh Hidden Pk. structure was approved at Snowbird.

600D: “Ski area boundary expansions are not allowed nor are new ski areas.” (DEIS p. 2-39)

Ugly and Dangerous: “New resort developments will generally be confined to the permit boundaries.”
(Plan p. 4-99)

Save Our Canyons - Summer, 2001 9




Wilderness Designation
Offers the Strongest
Protection

The Wilderness Act of 1964
affords the best protection available
Jor public lands.
It establishes management practices
that are fair and firm.
There are fewer loopholes
and opportunities for rogue administrators
or powerful legislators to-exploit.
The Wilderness Act should be used
to protect the Salt Lake Valley watershed.

The full text of the 1964 Wilderness Act
is available on the
Save Our Canyons website.

Q Forest Service’s Non - Proposal

In its Preferred Alternative the U.S. Forest Service
recommends no additional Wilderness in the Tri-
Canyons. This is a grave flaw in this Alternative
since permanent protection through Wilderness is
the only guarantee that these lands will not be
exploited for commercial or other degrading uses.

0 Salt Lake City's Proposal

Salt Lake City’s Department of Public Utilities
has recommended Wilderness designation for the
sole purpose of protecting Salt Lake’s drinking
water. The Wasatch Mountains supply water for
more than 400,000 Salt Lake residents.

It is more economical to protect the natural
purification processes that have evolved in the
Wasatch over thousands of years, than to under-
take chemical treatment which will become more
expensive as water degradation increases.

10 Save Our Canyons - Summer, 2001

FOREST SERVICE PROPOSAL
(includes no new Wilderness)

Given the importance of watershed protection
above all other uses, it is surprising that the For-
est Service does not recognize any additional ar-
eas for protection against foreseeable threats
from the exploding population and other inter-
ests in the next fifteen years.

Salt Lake City’s proposal does not include Gran-
deur Peak, the Little Water Peak area of Mt.
Olympus, or extend Wilderness protection into

Silver Creek Canyon of the Uinta National Forest.

The city’s proposal is good, but is limited be-
cause of its focus on clean water for Sait Lake
residents. SOC’s proposal looks at qualities in
addition to water, which need to be protected
before they are lost.




e Alta  Brighton
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES PROPOSAL
(light shading indicates proposed new Wilderness)

QO $ave Our Canyons’ Proposal

Save Our Canyons’ wilderness recommendation
would protect several areas that were cut out of
the 1978 and 1984 Wilderness bills. These in- -
clude White Pine Canyon--threatened by ski area
expansion from Snowbird Ski Resort, Mineral
Fork--which was recently opened to ATV abuse,
and Gobbler’s Knob--which was cut out of the
1984 bill for helicopter skiing.

The largest new area is the Grandeur Peak
area, which is already managed essentially like a
Wilderness, a practice that could change with the
whim of a new Forest Service administration.

The southern boundary of the Grandeur Peak
area follows the Pipeline Trail, which would re-
main open to mountain biking.

The addition east of Mount Olympus would
protect it from potential proposals to pipe water
over public land from Summit County to facili-

SAVE OUR CANYONS PROPOSAL
(light shading indicates proposed new Wilderness)

tate real estate development in Big Cottonwood
Canyon.

Areas such as Willow Heights, Bear Trap Fork
and the beautiful Lake Desolation have wilder-
ness qualities that need to be protected over the
long-term.

Two trails would be closed to mountain bik-
ing.

Big Water Trail from Mill Creek to Dog Lake
and Great Western (Crestline) Trail would remain
open to biking.

In the Twin Peaks extension, the Days Fork
drainage would become Wilderness. Lower Car-
diff Fork, mostly private land, would not be des-
ignated Wilderness. Access to private property
via snowmobile would not be affected. Snowmo-
bile recreation on Tri-Canyon public lands is al-
ready illegal.

Save Our Canyons - Summer, 2001 11




Don’t Forget the Uinta Forest Plan!

Comments Due September 17, 2001

Find the Forest Plan Online at www.fs.fed.us/r4/uinta/

he Uinta National Forest identified two pre-

ferred alternatives, which are similar except
in their wilderness recommendations. Alternative
B recommends 3% of the forest to become addi-
tional wilderness. Alternative D recommends zero
acres for wilderness. Currently 66% of the UNF is
identified by the Forest Service as roadless and
meets the criteria for wilderness. Only 6% of the
Uinta has already been designated as Wilderness,
at least 30% is highly deserving and in need of
protection.

The Preferred Alternatives emphasize motor-
ized recreational opportunities over non-
motorized with 75% of the entire Uinta National
Forest to provide this type of recreation. This in-
cludes the entire road system which in nearly all
cases would designate a 320 foot wide swath
where motorized recreationists would be fully al-
lowed to degrade the land. This identified stan-
dard would make monitoring of motorized vehi-
cles nearly impossible, given the difficulty of
catching perpetrators who are not breaking the
law until they are 150 away from the road that
enforcement officers use.

Only 20% of the Uinta National Forest in the
Preferred Alternatives would emphasize non-
motorized recreational experiences. This is par-
ticularly appalling given that all non-motorized
designations are either on the urban front where
motorized pollutors are not tolerated, or are in
areas too steep to access by vehicle. The environ-
mental and social impacts from this management
decision may be irreversible if these actions are
carried out.

The Preferred Alternatives would allow heli-
skiing in all areas classified as semi-primitive
non-motorized as well as in motorized areas. The
only areas closed to heli-skiing are the three
small wilderness areas.

Construction of roads would be prohibited in

roadless areas, but motorized use and logging
would not be prohibited.
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SOC Encourages You to Recommend the
Following to the Uinta National Forest

B Preserve the Watersheds. Watershed ar-
eas which provide culinary water for Wasatch
Front communities need to be protected above all
other uses. The best way to do this is to leave
these environments in their natural state, desig-
nate them as Wilderness for long-term protection,
and minimize human impacts from developments
and motorized recreation. Under the Preferred
Alternatives watershed areas are open to motor-
ized vehicles, logging, and grazing.

B Protect All Roadless Areas. Disallow log-
ging and motorized recreation within roadless ar-
eas for the sake of wildlife.

B No Ski Area Expansion. No expansion of
existing ski resorts, permitting of new ski resorts,
or exchange of lands with ski resorts in the Forest
Plan. Snowbird ski resort owns land in Mary El-
len Gulch and Miller Hill, directly south of Min-
eral Basin which is surrounded by Uinta National
Forest Lands. The Preferred Alternative does not
have guidelines for dealing with Ski Area Man-
ager’s hunger for more land.

@ More Wilderness. Save Our Canyons Wil-
derness Proposal should be adopted pertaining to
Uinta National Forest Lands along the Wasatch
Front.

There may be other areas which should also be
recommended for Wilderness outside of the Wa-
satch Front.

B Protect Wildlife and Plants. Conduct in-
ventories of all plants and animals listed on state
sensitive lists. Do not allow activities that will
potentially impact these resources until surveys
have been conducted.

B Ban Helicopter Skiing. The impacts to
wildlife and thousands of other inhabitants and
visitors has caused innumerable problems a few
miles to the north. Prohibit this problem from
growing in severity on the Uinta by curtailing ac-
tivity.

; ' i




B Include Historic Terracing in Roadless
Area Evaluations. The Uinta National Forest
has chosen to exclude thousands of acres from
roadless areas through “donut-holing” substan-
tially unnoticeable terracing which was conducted
in the ‘30’s through the ‘60’s for erosion control
purposes. Photos of each of these eliminated sites
have been collected by the Wild Utah Forest
Campaign and show that they are nearly all re-
stored and that some of the least restored sites
are actually within the Lone Peak Wilderness
Area. The greatest effect of “donut-holing” is that
it essentially disqualifies roadless areas from
Wilderness consideration. The Wilderness Act
states that lands should be considered for desig-
nation where, “the imprint of man's work (is) sub-

stantially unnoticeable” and “may also contain
ecological, geological, or other features of scien-
tific, educational, scenic, or historical value.”
Most of the areas which were terraced are “sub-
stantially unnoticeable” and are historical in na-
ture.

The Draft Forest Plan is available on the Uinta
National Forest website at:
www.fs.fed.us/r4/uinta/forest_plan_toc.htm

Send your comments - by Sept. 17 - to:

PETE KARP, Forest Supervisor
Uinta National Forest
88 W. 100 No.
Provo, UT 84601

Author Mark Hengesbaugh will present readings from his new book "Creatures of Habitat: The Chang-
ing Nature of Wildlife and Wild Places In Utah and the Intermountain West"

Saturday, August 25th at 3:00 PM

Kings English Book Store
1511 South 1500 East, Salt Lake City

From flying squirrels on high wooded plateaus to hanging gardens in redrock can-
yons, the Intermountain West is home to some of the world's rarest and most fas-
cinating animals and plants. The book has a chapter dedicated to the impacts of
ski resort development and many other issues pertinent to the Wasatch Front.

Come learn more on August 25th.

Bring your friends who can sign-up as a new member of Save Our Canyons and
receive a free autographed book!

Visit the Save Our Canyons Website
today!

www.saveourcanyons.org
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County Challenged
Over Quarry
in Parieys Canyon

Save Our Canyons has filed a lawsuit against
Salt Lake County challenging its decision to
permit expansion of the Harper's Quarry
claiming that its granting of permission
violates the County's Foothills and Canyons
Overlay Zone ordinance. Jeff Appel of the law
firm Appel and Warlaumont is undertaking
this suit, which could have significance for
other proposed Wasatch front quarrying
operations and the implementation of FCOZ.Q

Late this September, my wife and I
should get a $600 check from the IRS.
President Bush insists we can spend
it more responsibly than the govern-
ment can. For once, I have to agree:
his budget convinces me I could do a
better job. But this refund is less than
one-fifteenth of the amount we paid in
taxes last year. So for every dime of
our taxes that we’re now allowed to
manage, politicians who routinely
ignore us will mismanage $1.50.

We get ignored because we don’t
give them money. There’s not much
left after we pay our bills. Meanwhile,
corporate political action committees
spent almost $180 million on last
year’s elections. For that price, cor-
porations bought considerable free-
dom — even subsidies — to destroy
and pollute our air, water and land.

the fine print at the bottom of your
electricity bill, or on your receipt next
time you buy a Coke or a car: “A
portion of the proceeds of this sale
will be used to distort the political
process in your city, state, nation, and
planet.” (Well, it ought to say that.)

Where did they get that cash? Read -

Your money is being used against
you. .

But suddenly we have this unex-
pected money. My wife and I will use
it to repair a gaping hole in our re-
tirement plan: we’ll invest it in our
planet, so maybe the planet will still
be worth living on in 30 years. We’ll
start by paying off some debts. We
owe back dues to the Wasatch Moun-
tains, where we hike and ski more
than anywhere else. I owe a personal
debt to Wasatch Powderbird Guides
for recklessly landing their helicop-
ter within 40 feet of me on a high ridge
over a year ago. $175 to Save Our
Canyons brings those accounts up to
date.

We'll invest the rest as follows:
Because we’d like to see Glen Canyon
before we die, $75 to the Glen Canyon
Institute; to conserve Utah’s wildest
lands, $100 to the Southern Utah Wil-
derness Alliance. Then there are our
“mutual funds”: $250 worth to The
Nature Conservancy, The Wilderness
Society and the Sierra Club. Lastly,
out of our own pockets: $50 to Sen.
James Jeffords of Vermont.

Tax Refund Investments

Our solitary investment may not
matter more than our votes did. But
we’re not alone. The maiority of U.S.
voters — over 50 million of us — lost
the last election. So I've bet my tax
refund that some of us do care enough
to back our votes with this money. If
just one in 10 of us invests this refund
in our planet (or if each of us invests
only a tenth of it), that will send a $1.5
billion message — much more than
all political parties spent on last
year’s election. Even if 99 percent of
us are pure hot air, that leaves half a
million of us with $150 million back-
ing our beliefs. Now imagine the
sound of a corporate PAC being
crushed like a garden snail. Then
imagine your representatives read-
ing letter after letter like this one.

So, what are you going to do with
that money?

DAVID WITHERSPOON
Salt Lake City
a
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I've hiked to Kessler
Peak in Big Cotton-
wood Canyon today to write a book review. The
book is The Lady in the Ore Bucket. The author
is Charles L. Keller, hereafter referred to as
Charlie.

Kessler Peak, where I'm sitting, is in the
middle of the Tri-Canyons area of the Wasatch
Range. From atop this Big Cottonwood moun-
tain I can see beyond Dromedary Pk. into Lit-
tle Cottonwood Canyon. In the other direction
I can look over Gobblers Knob into Millcreek
Canyon. I came here because this is Charlie’s
mountain and because his book is a history of
the three canyons that surround this peak.

I have to tell you why I refer to this moun-
tain as Charlie’s. Back in the ‘70’s, the hiking
trails to Kessler Pkeak were in bits and pieces.
Most of the hikers who wanted to get here
ended up risking their lives climbing the scree
pile on the east side. Charlie decided to carve
some real trails up this mountain. He began to
connect old mining roads, logging slides, ani-
mal and Indian paths that only he knew about.
Today there are five trails to Kessler Pk.

What does all this have to do with Char-
lie’s book? Unless you know an area inti-
mately you can’t do the trail building that
Charlie did. Unless you know an area inti-
mately, you can’t write a good book about it
either. Charlie knew the Tri-Canyons like the
back of his hand even before he began years of
meticulous research. The resulting history is
amazing.

Let’s start with the book’s jacket. I think
the jacket tells you a lot about this book. The

Book Review : The Lady in the Ore Bucket, by Charles L. Keller
(The University of Utah Press, 2001, 425°pages, cloth)

The Lady in the Ore Buéket

words written there say, “ A History of Settle-
ment and Industry in the Tri Canyon Area of
the Wasatch Mountains.” I think someone
other than Charlie thought up those dry bone
words, yet in a way that does describe the his-
tory that Charlie has written, a chronicle of the
timbering, the mining, and the grazing that
took the Valley settlers up into these three
canyons. And those sedate words also reflect
the thorough research that went into this pub-
lication. Charlie asserts nothing without foot-
noting the source of every statement.

But to get to the true flavor of this book, to
get a taste of the colorful action on page after -

page, look at the title and the picture under it. .

Here you see, not the lady in the ore bucket
(that’s another tantalizing story) but several
proper Victorian ladies and their children
dressed in their Sunday-best heading up the
mountain in an open rail car pulled by two
mules.

The title and the picture hint at the won-
derful tales that are in store for you. From the
Preface to the end, this is a book you can’t put
down. Charlie’s prose flows like a mountain
stream. Historic names and dates become liv-
ing stories. What was the horror that caused
Porter Rockwell to become faint-hearted? How
did Mattie Ritticker, one of the “soiled doves”
of early Alta, avoid arrest after shooting a
miner through the cheek with a revolver?

A history that lets you go beyond the
words and lose yourself in the lives and events
of that time and place is the best kind of his-
tory. — Ellie Ienatsch '

Save Our Canyons wishes to thank the following organizations
and businesses for their continuing support of our conservation activities:

Patagonia
Xmission
Harder Foundation
Vortex Backpacks
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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.

o<

YES! I WANT TO JOIN SAVE OUR CANYONS

($15-student, $35-individual, $50 couple)

Name

Address

City Zip

Phone

email

Mail to: SAVE OUR CANYONS

Enclosed is my check for:

(] $15 []$35 [] $50 [] Other

Or pay by credit card

[(JVISA [ ]Master Card

Card #

Exp Date Amount $
Signature

Phone: 363-SAVE == 363-7283

P.O. Box 112017 WWW.SAVEOUrCanyons.org =

Salt Lake City, UT 84147 info@saveourcanyons.org a
CITIZENS' COMMITTEE TO
SAVE OUR CANYONS NONPROFIT ORG.
P.O. Box 112017 U.S. POSTAGE
Salt Lake City, UT 84147 PAID

SALT LAKE CITY, UT
PERMIT NO. 7271

Mark These
Important Dates
on Your Calendar

O Sat. Aug. 18. Geology Hike
O Aug. 25. Book Reading

Q Sept. 17. Uinta Forest Plan
: comment deadline

@ Nov. 1. Wasatch Nat. Forest
comment deadline
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