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S0C'S WASATCH
ENVIRONMENTAL
UPDATE

Tuesday afternoon at 4:30 pm,
KRCL community radio

(90.9 FM)

Wasatch Powderhird Guides
Draft EIS is Qut!

WHAT? The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the renewal
of the Wasatch Powderbird Guides heli-skiing permit in the Wasatch
Mountains is available for public comment. This WPG DEIS is available
online at:

http://www.fs.fed.us/rd/wenf/projects/proposed/

More information is available at:

http://www.saveourcanyons.org under “heli-skiing”

You can request a CD or hard copy of the DEIS by calling Steve Scheid of the
Wasatch-Cache National Forest at (801) 733-2689 or at:
sscheid@fs.fed.us.

WHEN & WHERE? The public comment petiod ends 45 days following

the date of publication of the Notice of Availability of the DEIS in the Federal
Register. Getyour comments in before May 24, 2004.

There will be a public meeting on this DEIS held on April 27, 2004 at the
Whitmore Library, 2197 Fort Union Blvd. From 6:30 p.m. to 8:45 p.m.

YOUR ROLE: It is vitally important that you submit comments to:

Loren Kroenke, District Ranger
Salt Lake Ranger District

6944 South 3000 East

Salt Lake City, UT 84121

Or by email in plain text (.txt), rich text format (.rtf), or Word (.doc) form to:
comments-intermtn-wasatch-cache-saltlake@fs.fed.us

The DEIS lists five Alternatives: A is what WPG wants (i.e. unfettered
access), B would be not to issue any permit renewal (this has been excluded as
a possibility by the recently adopted Forest Management Plan), C would be a
renewal with more or less the same restrictions presently in effect, and
Alternatives D and E would erode these current limited compromise restrictions
in favor of WPG’s requests. WPG is urging its clients to support alternatives A
or E. What more do you need to know?

Get the DEIS. Read it. Send in your comments. Do this now! You will
regret it if you don’t. Read more on page 14 of this newsletter.

’



PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE :

This year of 2004 marks the 40" anniversary of the
Wilderness Act, signed into law by Lyndon John-
son in 1964. This much-misunderstood piece of con-
gressional legislation enables the US Congress to es-
tablish Wilderness Areas on federal lands, a status that
directs the administration of these areas so as to pre-
serve primeval natural conditions and opportunities for
solitude and primitive recreation on certain federal
lands.

A congressionally designated wilderness is to have
no permanent development, human habitation, com-
mercial enterprise, permanent or temporary roads,
motor vehicles or equipment, nor any motorboats or
landing of aircraft (except where such uses have al-
ready been established).

In spite of what some people continue to believe,
hunting and fishing are permitted in wilderness areas.
So are mineral prospecting, water reservoirs and graz-
ing (when previously established). Wilderness does
not “lock up” public lands; it frees them from the in--
cessant pressures of commercial development and dis-
ruptive motorized recreation in favor of non-
destructive use of public lands.

And still there are many fears about Wilderness
designation. I once heard a citizen comment at a pub-
lic hearing, “I don’t want any wilderness up there; 1
like it just the way it is.” It’s hard to know what she
thought wilderness might be.

There were a little over 9 million acres of Wilder-
ness established in 1964. Today there are nearly 106

million acres in the system, a mere 5% of federal lands.

Last year about 9 million acres were set aside as Wil-
derness, none of them alas in Utah. Congresses evi-
dently continue to think that the Wilderness Act of
1964 was and remains a good idea. In Utah there are
just 16 Wilderness Areas, among them the Lone Peak,

Forty Years
of
Wilderness

Progress

Twin Peaks, and Mount Olympus Wilderness areas
adjacent to Salt Lake City.

Wilderness Areas preserve an important part of the
American heritage. They provide recreation opportu-
nities for those who prefer solitude and wildness and |
who cannot afford or do not wish to use ORVs or
snowmobiles. Wilderness Areas preserve watershed
and wildlife habitat. In Utah they contribute to the lo-
cal economy, according to the Outdoor Retailers, by
providing opportunities for muscle-powered recreation.:
They are magnets for tourism.

Most importantly, wilderness, once destroyed is ir-
retrievably lost. It must be fiercely protected over and
over again and the Wilderness Act is the best tool to
accomplish just that. :

Good ideas don’t just fall out of the sky; someone
has to think them and spread them around. In this 40"
anniversary year of the Wilderness Act of 1964 it is
good to remember and praise some of the people who
thought up the first wilderness preservation scheme in
the history of the world — the scheme embodied in that’
1964 act of congress.

We must honor the heroes whose efforts over many
decades led up to the Wilderness Act, people like Aldo
Leopold, Bob Marshall and Howard Zahniser.

Aldo Leopold

Who was Aldo Leopold? He was a visionary sci-
entist, teacher and thinker who lived from 1887 to
1948 and during those years, as he said of himself,
championed “things natural, wild, and free.” Some of
us know of him because he wrote a book called 4 Sand
County Almanac. It has sold more than a million cop-
ies and been translated into many languages. In this
book he presents a land ethic, which asks us to “ex
amine each question in terms of what is ethically and
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esthetically right as well as what is economically expe-
dient. A thing is right when it tends to preserve the
integrity, stability, and beauty of the biotic community.
It is wrong when it tends otherwise.”

Leopold’s land ethic rests on the premise that all
elements of the biotic community are interdependent.
Leopold first came to this realization during a hunting
trip in the Southwest where his party killed a female
wolf. He reached the animal in time to see “a fierce
green fire” dying in her eyes and wrote about this epi-
sode, “I realized then, and have known ever since that
there was something new to me in those eyes — some-
thing known only to her and to the mountain.” He be-
lieved in our obligation to live in harmony with the
living land around us and practiced what he preached.
He purchased a worn out parcel of farmland, and, with
the help of his family and his graduate students over
many years, restored its natural habitat.

He once said, “Man always kills the things he loves,
and so we pioneers have killed our wilderness. Some
say we had to. Be that as it may, | am glad I shall
never have to be young without wild country to be
young in.”

Bob Marshall

Bob Marshall was another one of the visionaries
who founded the Wilderness Society in 1935. Its sole
purpose was to “battle uncompromisingly” for wilder-
ness protectioh all over the country. This was a new
idea in 1935 and it took thoughtful and intense people
to push it forward. Bob Marshall was one of them. He
was a fanatic outdoorsman who felt that it was his ob-
ligation to hike 40 miles a day if at all possible. After
a long day of hiking, he would sometimes go out after
supper and pace up and down the road to round up the
mileage of the day to an even 40 miles. He was a For-
est Service employee with a Ph.D. in plant physiology,
an explorer of the Brooks Range of Alaska who wore
legendarily tattered clothes, and was known as a hu-
morist and a very bad cook.

“He had little patience with people he regarded as
stuffed shirts and was not at all shy about taking strong
stands on controversial issues. But he could also back
down when convinced that he was wrong. Marshall
was initially a strong believer in having no restrictions
on the number of visitors to backcountry areas, arguing
that that was required in a democratic society. A
crowded hike convinced him that he was wrong and he
became one of the first Forest Service officials to re-
search carrying capacities of wilderness. (Where are
you Bob Marshall when we need you?)

Marshall believed you couldn’t live in the city con-
tinuously without decaying morally, mentally, and
physically - a conviction that has become increasingly

widespread. He died of leukemia in 1939 on a train en
route from Washington, D.C. to New York City. He
was only 39 years old.

His dreams and his vigorous and blunt defense of
them are embodied in the Wilderness System on U.S.
public lands. He is memorialized in the naming of the
Bob Marshall Wilderness in Montana.

Howard Zahniser

It takes many dedicated people to bring about such
a remarkable public policy as the Wilderness Act.

. Howard Zahniser was very different from the scholarly

Leopold or the flamboyant Marshall.

Zahniser was a workhorse: a persistent lobbyist, a
careful letter writer and a patient cultivator of Wash-
ington D.C. contacts. He, like many another creator of
the agencies and policies of our country, was the son of
a protestant clergyman and grew up in rural America.
After a career in federal agencies during the progres-
sive years of New Deal Washington he became Execu-
tive Secretary of the fledgling Wilderness Society in
1945. In this position he repeatedly fought against
numerous interests intent on carving up wilderness
lands. He was central in the successful fight against
the Echo Park dam inside Dinosaur National Monu-
ment, a significant defeat for the then seemingly un-
stoppable Bureau of Reclamation.

In 1956 he wrote the first draft of the wilderness bill
and pursued this legislation incessantly for the next 8
years, rewriting it 16 times and gradually building con-
sepsus and support. There were many opponents —
ranchers, water developers and timber and mining in-
dustries. Even the National Park Service opposed the
bill and there were opponents within the Wilderness
Society itself. It was a tough job and he despaired
more than once during those eight years.

During this time he wrote,

“We are engaged in an effort that may well be ex-
pected to continue until its right consummation, by our
successors if need be. Working to preserve in perpetu-
ity is a great inspiration. We are not fighting a rear-
guard action, we are facing a frontier. We are-not
slowing down a force that inevitably will destroy all
the wilderness there. We are generating another force,
never to be wholly spent, that, renewed generation af-
ter generation, will be always effective in preserving
wilderness. We are not fighting progress. We are
making it.”

He died in May 1964 and so didn’t live to see the
signing of the Wilderness Act on September 3 of that
year. His Wilderness Act is still creating the progres-
sive frontier he and the many others who brought it
about envisioned. — Gale Dick

WWW.Saveourcanyons.org
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"And Replenish the Earth"

Religion and the Environment
By Gayle Parry, SOC Trustee

The Save Our Canyons Newsletter will be publishing essays from the clergy of many di-
verse religions encompassed within Salt Lake City describing their philosophies concern-
ing the natural world. This introductory article deals with research studies regarding
Judeo-Christian beliefs and the environment. Future articles will include essays from
Christian clergy as well as religious leaders from other world religions. We hope that
these essays will enlighten and bring together the people of the varied denominations in a
collective awareness of the glory of Utah's magnificent wildness.

So God created man in his own image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them. .
And God blessed them, and God said unto them, Be fruitful, and mul j‘iply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it: and

have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air; and over every living thing

that moveth upon the earth.

Genesis, Chapter1 ,Verse 27 and 28

to protect the earth? If not, they are certainly
the catalyst for an argument that started to
ferment in 1967 when a paper by Lynn White, Jr.
was published in the technical jouriial Scierice.” The
Eaper, titled THE HISTORICAL ROOTS OF OUR
COLOGIC CRISIS started sociological research stud-
ies on whether or not this Judeo-Christian doctrine
was responsible for man’s failure in caring for the
environment. White wrote, "We shall continue to have
a worsening ecologic crisis until we reject the Christian
axiom that nature has no reason for existence save to
serve man”.

According to researchers, White's words were an
outgrowth of an impassioned ecological movement
from the rebellious nineteen sixties and seventies
that was associated with a liberal political philoso-
phy. This philosophy was associated with a nega-
tive view toward traditionalism and business. Un-
fortunately,- it polarized environmentalism within
the realm of party politics and in some cases relig-
ion.
Responsible individuals have worried about

ﬁ re these words responsible for mans' failure

. man's disregard for nature for hundreds of years,

but it was after White's famous paper that the focus
of essays and research turned more toward Judeo-
Christian religions as the culprits for overlooking
environmental degradation. The researchers con-
sidered variables such as the dominion belief, which
holds that the world was made for man to subdue
and dominate for his own uses; biblical literalism;
the importance of religious beliefs in the minds of
responders; church attendance; End of World be-
liefs; Second Coming of Jesus beliefs; supernatural-
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ism, and the merging of traditional religions with
politics. o )

" A few studies failed to confirm or deny White's
findings, but'most of them did find that religion was,
ofie of ‘themost’ comnmoi and ' impditant 1AEOTS
mentioned in determining environmental attitudes:
Surprisingly, the study results did not always turn
out the way White supporters expected. Religion
was important all right. It turned out that religion,
in most cases, contributed to individuals being more
concerned with the protection of the environment,
rather than less. o

White was proved partly correct in blaming the
dominion theory in the Old Testament for environ-
mental apathy; however, this effect depended on
some other factors. The strength of religious affilia-
tion was found to have a positive effect on envi-
ronmental concern. Good church attendance was
found to have:positive éffects*on individual envi-
ronmental- behaviors. In addition, the dominion
theory can be interpreted differently by pointing out
a responsibility for practicing stewardship toward
the earth. If human beings alone were created in the
image of God, then man must be a good steward by
taking good care of the earth that was created for his
benefit. This view is strongly stressed in many
churches. It is when religious fundamentalism,
business, and politics enter the mix that the equa-
tion changes. )

Woodrum and Wolkomir, in their 1997 paper,
RELIGIOUS EFFECTS ON ENVIRONMENTALISM (Socio-

~Io§ic_al Spectrum, April-June 1997) state, "The New

Christian Right movement forged a political fusion
of fundamentalism, anticommunism, and financial

“conservatism. Contemporary religionists who feel
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some sympathy with the movement are suspicious
of public programs and regulations because they
seem to contradict conservative capitalist principles.
For that reason, they are antagonistic to environ-
mentalism.” This fundamentalism has had a pro-

found and negative affect on the environmental

movement, especially when fundamentalists control
the government. :

ne facet of religious fundamentalism is a belief
in the End of World or the End of Times theory.
This belief makes nature irrelevant, as the world
will shortly come to an end in the apocalypse. One
study gave a good illustration of how this belief can
negatively affect our planet. It was the advice that
former Secretary of the Interior, James Watt, a
member of a Pentecostal denomination, gave to
Congress in the Reagan years. He advised Congress
not to gaze too far ahead on natural-resource policy
because he did not know "how many future genera-
tions we can count on before the Lord returns”.

So how do the disparate religious and non-
religious philosophies measure up environmen-
tally? Results of the studies suggest that religious
fundamentalism does not encourage a nurturing of
the environment. Judaism and Catholicism rate
high as do mainline Protestant reliéions. Secular
Americans show the most concern for the natural
world. _

Before these scholarly findings are accepted,
there is another element that must be addressed
when considering religious influence toward the
environment. Every year churches seem to become
"greenery.. . Why?.:The answer.may: be two:fold: the
public awareness of the harm resulting from a ne-
glected and polluted planet, and the %act that the
young are intensely interested in environmental
problems. Religious leaders are finding that a way
to encourage church attendance among youn
adults is to address issues relating to environmenta
responsibility. More churches than not have envi-
ronmental messages in their church classes. These
environmental messages are a magnet to youth.
This phenomenon is also spreading to conservative
churches. o , ' -

Save Our Canyons never asks its members their
religious affiliation. Occasionally someone will vol-
unteeri the information. Several of our most consci-
entious and hardest working volunteers are-those
who believe in End of the World theology. They
have just as profound stewardship attitudes as their
Catholic, Protestant, and secular contemporaries.
They .feel the same spiritual closeness with nature
that most members of SOC feel and express it pas-
sionately in their desire to save what is left.

Although the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter
Day Saints (LDS) believes in End of World theology,
many LDS church members are actively concerned

about our treatment of the natural world. Natural-
ist Terry Tempest Williams; former mayor Ted Wil-
son; founder of the Glen Canyon Institute Richard
Ingebretsen, and environmentalists George
Handley, Rick Reese, Brooke Williams, and Larry
Young, to name a few, are vocal and persistent in
spreading the message of nurturing and caring for
our natural places.

To read some outstanding LDS environmental
messages, read A New Genesis, A Mormon Reader On
Land and Community edited by Terry Tempest Wil-
liams, William B. Smart, and Gibbs M. Smith. Each
essay is headed by a quoté from the Bible, Doctrine
and Covenants, or quotes from Brigham Young that
attest to a very strong environmental ethic in the
LDS Church. Unfortunately, copies of this book are
very scarce. You might find one through Ama-
zon.com or in your local library. Another article
illustrating the environmental stance of some Latter
Day Saints is Rosemary Winters piece, BEING GREEN
IN THE LAND OF THE SAINTS, that was published in
the December 22, 2003 edition of High Country News.

The National Council of Churches has -created
the Religious Partnership for the Environment that
is a partnership between the Coalition on the Envi-
ronment and Jewish life, the United States Catholic
Conference, the National Council of Churches of
Christ, and the Evangelical Environmental Net-
work. In 1983 they created the Eco-Justice Working
Group. Their Web page states that “Eco-justice” is a
holistic term that includes all ministries designed to
heal and defend «creation. This religious-
environmental partnership:covers every facet of en-
vironmental health from climate change and pollu-
tion to deforestation. They hold classes, send out
lesson plans, have environmental charters, publish a
magazine, and some even dedicate a Sunday wor-
ship service called Creation Sunday to environ-
mental problems with sermons with titles such as:
"What Would Jesus Drive?"

The abyss that seems to exist between religious-
political factions is disappointing. Certainly, con-
serving and pretecting our natural resources should
be of as much benefit to our businesses as it is to
nature lovers and environmentalists. It makes no
difference whether our time on this earth is ten
more years or ten thousand. We should all work
together to conserve its resources and protect its
beauty as judiciously and wisely as we can. All of
us are guilty of selfishness in the use of the land that
was created by some creator of unimaginable bril-
liance--a creator who made all creatures and plants
dependent upon one another.

By working together for the good of the earth
upon which we live, we ensure our own health,
wealth, and prosperity.
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Status Report on SOC’s Lawsuits

By Tom Stephens, SOC Trustee

"HARPER'S" LITIGATION. The "Harper's" lawsuit
is actually a lawsuit against Salt Lake County. This liti-
gation arose as a consequence of Salt Lake County's fail-
ure to adhere to its own ordinances, with the resuit that it
approved a massive expansion of the quarry located on
the north side of Parleys Canyon, which is operated by
Harper Excavation, Inc. This quarry very prominently
scars the eastern gateway to the Salt Lake valley.

Save Our Canyons fought this expansion through the
entire Salt Lake County approval process. Totally ig-
noring various statutes, ordinances and opposing argu-
ments, Salt Lake County persisted in approving the
quarry expansion. The County's vacuous rationale for
approving the quarry expansion is that the only way to
assure reclamation of the original site, once the quarry is
exhausted, is to approve a five-fold expansion of it! In

fact, the only reclamation required by the State of Utah

and Salt Lake County (in twenty or thirty years from
now) is to bulldoze tefraces throughout the 45-degree
face of the exhausted pit and throw some seeds along
these un-irrigated and hot south-facing slopes.

SOC believes it is fundamentally impossible to re-
claim a quarry site such as this one. Having exhausted
all the administrative remédies—available, in 2001 SOC
filed suit in Third District Court.  SOC's lawyers, Jeff
Appel and Jennifer Crane of the law firm Ray, Quinney
& Nebeker, put together cogent and compelling argu-
ments before Third District Court Judge Sandra Peuler,
who ultimately ruled in favor of SOC. SOC's victory was
short-lived, however, as the County chose to appeal the
decision to the Utah State Court of Appeals. Upon
agreement of SOC and Salt Lake County, the County's
appeal has since been removed from the appellate court
and is now before the Utah State Supreme Court, which
has yet to schedule a hearing. The State Supreme Court
probably will not schedule oral arguments before Sep-
tember 2004. At present, as you drive up or down Par-
leys Canyon and view this quarry, it is obvious the quarry
operator is actively quarrying road base and fill to the
maximum extent allowed by the current county permit.
If the State Supreme Court rules in favor of Salt Lake
County, this quarry site will become a magnitude larger
and even more intrusive.

BIG COTTONWOOD CANYON ESTATES LITI-
GATION In this lawsuit, the defendants are Salt Lake
County and Wasatch Pacific, a real estate developer. The
plaintiffs are Save Our Canyons and a number of indi-
viduals who live near the proposed development and
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therefore have standing in this case. Big Cottonwood
Canyon Estates is the proposed-development at the mouth
of Big Cottonwood Canyon, located on its north side,
immediately adjacent to the Holladay Gun Club and im-
mediately above the Salt Lake City water treatment plant.

SOC opposed the proposed access road, which would
wind up the steep south-facing slopes at the mouth of the
canyon. As with the Harper quarry expansion, SOC vig-
orously opposed the road design and its placement
throughout the entire Salt Lake County approval process.
SOC and many others found the road location to be to-
tally unacceptable due to its wholesale violation of the
County's Foothills and Canyons Overlay Zone Ordinance
(FCOZ). This road would traverse slopes of steepness far
in excess of that allowed by the FCOZ zoning ordinance.
The defining purpose of the FCOZ ordinance is
to prevent development, including access roads, from
despoiling steep and fragile slopes found in the foothills,
canyons and mountains of the Wasatch. In spite of much
opposition to this access road from SOC and many other
individuals and organizations, including all the Salt Lake
County Community Councils, the County approved the
road design and location. Since the County's road ap-
proval essentially eviscerates FCOZ, SOC felt that lmga-
tion was warranted.

This past summer SOC, through its lawyers at Tesch
& Graham, Joe Tesch and Bill Hyde, filed suit in Third
District Court. Both SOC and the defendants have filed
motions for summary judgment. Oral argument on this
matter has been scheduled at the Court's request to Tues-
day, June 1, 2004 at 9:00 a.m. This will be before Third
District Court, Tyrone Medley in the Scott Matheson
Courthouse downtown.

Why are these issues so important to SOC? They are
important because the County’s approval of the Harpers
Quarry expansion in Parleys Canyon.and the;subdivision
access road at the mouth of Big Cottonwood Canyon set a
terrible precedent for the future enforcement of Salt Lake
County zoning ordinances. The over-arching reason for
the creation of the FCOZ ordinance in 1998 was to pro-
tect the Wasatch canyons, foothills and mountains from
inappropriate development. The backbone of this ordi-
nance is the prohibition of development on slopes in ex-
cess of 30%. With 20% of the land in the Wasatch
Mountains privately owned, county zoning ordinances
and their faithful enforcement are the only line of defense
against inappropriate development. Every property
owner with an itch to build on steep slopes will wave
these County actions and will loudly argue that they
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are precedent setting, which indeed they are, and will
demand that they too must be afforded the same sweet-
heart deals.

The guiding dogma for County Mayor Workman, her
political appointees and the majority of the County Coun-
cil seems to be that private property rights and business
development trump all other considerations. They view
zoning ordinances as fluid, inconsequential and meant to
be bent and marginalized for the sake of real estate de-

velopment and business expansion. If SOC cannot influ-
ence the outcome of the county planning commission or
Board of Adjustment zoning ordinance decisions through
the County's administrative process, then SOC's only op-
tions are to admit defeat, and walk away, or to engage in
litigation. In these two cases, SOC chose to litigate.
Litigation is a painful, time-consuming and expensive
process, but it is often the only way to gain some-
one's attention.

FAA Update

By David Witherspoon, SOC Trustee

-gathl d8dT et 03 NG casgta i s e e
It's been a hard winter for the Federal Aviation

Administration's "Jets over the Wasatch" plan.

. One part of this plan (the "East Downwind")
would route arriving jets over the foothills of the
Wasatch Front from Bountiful to Sandy. A separate
part, the "Southeast Corner Post,” would route
nearly a hundred commercial jets low over the Wa-
satch Wildernesses every day, shattering the silence
with regular rumbles overhead. Save Our Canyons
has fought this southeast arrival path for two years
now.

The plan (the "Northern Utah Airspace Initia-
tive,” NUAI) was already facing rough weather last
fall. Thanks in part to hard work by éOC volunteers
and staff, the Southeast Corner Post was opposed
by ski resorts; by Community, County, and City
Councils aloeng the Wasatch Front; by the Salt Lake
City Airport; and by Congressmen Jim Matheson
and Rob Bishop. Nonetheless, contractors were
busily measuring the lack of noise in the Wasatch
Wildernesses and the FAA planned to issue a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement this spring.

But as snowflakes began to fall, opposition con-
tinued to pile up. In December, Delta Airlines an-
nounced that it saw no need for the proposed
changes, which SLC Airport Director Tim Campbell
has said "would create the greatest possible negative
impact to the community.” Then in February,

WWwWWw.saveourcanyons.org

Northwest Airlines agreed: there is no need for the

FAA's plan. In a letter to the FAA, Congressman
Matheson wrote "I hope the FAA will choose to fol-
low the will of the local community and end the
[NUAIJ."

Like a heavily snow-laden branch, the FAA be-
gan to crack. A last-ditch publicity attempt made
much of the fact that air traffic increased in 2002 --
but failed to mention that traffic then decreased in
2003. The Salt Lake Tribune reported on an "east-
west feud" without pointing out that the "west side”
(between Redwood Road and 4800 West) lies under
the final approach path, where air traffic cannot
change because that is the only way airplanes can
land and take off. But the route that arrivals take
over the Wasatch - over Wildernesses or over high-
ways - makes all the difference to everyone who
enjoys the Wasatch, and no difference to the flow of
air traffic.

As spring comes into bloom, celebrate this good
news: the FAA has delayed work on the plan until
at least September. Hopefully by then it will have
composted down to something more useful. SOC
will be tending it for you.

For more information and updates, visit the Cur-
rent Issues section at:

WWW.Saveourcanyons.org
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Future SOC Activities and Events

ADOPT A HIGHWAY. Spring's here and it's time
again for the 2nd annual SOC Adopt A Highway in
Big Cottonwood Canyon. The scenery and com-
pany at these events are unmatched.

During this past winter we hope you've enjoyed
seeing the SOC name on the Adopt A Highway sign
at the base of Big Cottonwood Canyon road.

Come join us for our first event in June (snow
melt permitting), second one in July and a third one
in September. More details will be provided soon.

Get out those work gloves, sturdy boots, a pack
to carry at least a quart of water and snacks (some
water and snacks will be provided by SOC), a'long-
sleeved shirt and pants and sunscreen. Sunglasses
and a hat might come in handy too.

Helmets will be provided by SOC. UDOT will be
providing safety vests and bags for cleanup.

Please contact Julia Hendrian at 944-3520 or
jhendrian@yahoo.com with questions about the
Adopt A Highway events.

SPRING PARTY - MAY 22. Members, volunteers,
lovers of the Wasatch...Come celebrate all the hard
work and accomplishments of Save Our Canyons on
Saturday, May 22nd from 5:00 to 9:00 PM with a
backyard potluck at 1845 South 800 East. Bring a
favorite dish to share, we will be giving out volun-
teer awards and celebrating victories and almost
victories. See you there!

BILL GRAY’S BOTANY HIKE — August 7. The’ Bot-
any Hike has been a very popular annual event and
you won’t want to miss this one. This year Bill Gray
will take the group along the White Pine Canyon
trail off Little Cottonwood Canyon. As you proba-

- Big Cottonwood Canyon at 9:00 AM on August 21.

bly know, White Pine is just outside the (current!)
Lone Peak Wilderness Area, and therefore we can
take a bigger group. Trail is very broad, relatlvely
shaded and moist. We'll certainly see some of our
small local orchids such as the White Bog Orchid
and Lady's Tresses, along with old favorites like
Monkshood. There will be many more if you can
make the effort to hike higher than we can get with
the whole group.

Meet at the park-and-ride lot near the blg sign at
the mouth of Little Cottonwood Canyon at 9:00 a.m.
Bring lunch, water, rain gear and wind protection
as well as sunscreen.

Please sign up for this hike by calling Dave at
363-SAVE (363-7283) or sending-an email to-
dave@saveourcanyons.org. ‘

BILL PARRY’S GEOLOGY HIKE - AUGUST. 21. Bill
Parry will once again lead SOC members and guests
on his annual Geology Hike. Come out with us and
learn about the amazmg hlstory of our Wasatch
Range. |

The hike will go to Dog Lake in Blg Cottonwood
Canyon. Length of the hike is 2 miles one-way, 4
miles round trip. Elevation gain is 1520 feet.- Hikers
will meet at the park-and-ride lot at the mouth of

The trail is heavily used by mountain bikers so be
prepared for tolerance. Bring lunch, water, sturdy
hiking - shoes, rain gear for possible inclement
weather. The geological focus is Utah's big faults, .
glacial deposits, springs, and much more . !

Free Film Showing
Main Library Auditorium, Tuesday, June 22nd, 7:00-8:30pm

The film WILD BY LAW: The Rise of Environmental-
ism and the Creation of the Wilderness Act (filmed by
Florentine Films and produced by filmmakers Law-
rence Hott and Diane Garey) was released in 1991.
Wild By Law was nominated for an Academy Award
for Best Documentary Feature. Included in the re-
nowned PBS series, “The American Experience”,
this film chronicles the evolution of American atti-
tudes towards wilderness from the early 20th cen-
tury to the passage of the Wilderness Act in 1964.

8 Save Our Canyons - Spring, 2004

Wild By Law tells the wilderness story through its
three main heroes: Aldo Leopold, Bob Marshall,
and Howard Zahniser. Interviewees include Leo-
pold’s children, David Brower and the always-
entertaining Floyd Dominy, salty former Bureau of
Reclamation chief. By reminding us of the reasons
we originally protected Wilderness, Wild By Law
provides us with the perspective to appreciate what
we have today and to search our hearts for what we
want our nation to look like tomorrow.

www.saveourcanyons.org
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Alicia Toney, SOC’s New Intern

ALICIA TONEY grew up in
Logan, Utah where she gained
an. interest in and under-
standing of environmental is-
sues. In high school she was a
member of L.E.AF, Logan’s
environmental club. After
graduating from high school
she worked in Big Sky and
Missoula, Montana where her
observation of developments
in pristine mountains fur-
thered her desire to learn more
about environmental policies
and issues.

- In 2000 she returned to
Utah to attend the University

of Utah and soon found herself
immersed in the University’s
Environmental Studies Pro-
gram.

Alicia is a senior with a
major in Environmental Stud-
ies and a minor in Parks, Rec-
reation and Tourism. She is an
avid outdoor person who loves
to hike the mountains with her
dog. After graduating she
hopes to find a position where
she can apply her interest and

knowledge in an environmen- -

tally friendly organization.

KAREN SCLAFANI

Karen Sclafani, who worked in
the Save Our Canyons office for
the first half of 2001 passed
away February 7, 2004 in
Bozeman, Montana after
having given birth to a baby
girl, Aryana Karen Maffley on
February 5, 2004.

We mourn this vibrantly
alive friend and coworker. She
loved the out of doors and the
delightful and strenuous things
one can do there. She traveled
the world and she loved the
Wasatch. When she came to
Save Our Canyons, introducing
herself, she wrote, “Two years
ago, I moved to Salt Lake City
where the Wasatch Mountains
have been my saving grace
from the urban horrors of the
valley.”

[S 16LJ,‘.{UA no MA f;ui’ 16 ;‘i(‘;'\{ﬁi‘ - __Remembrances i

Karen Sclafani

“Preventing the spread of
urbanization into canyons
outside our city is a necessary
and noble effort and I'm
looking forward to helping. As
Walt Whitman wrote in Leaves
of Grass: ‘Now I see the secret
of the making of the best

persons. It is to grow in the
open air, and to eat and sleep
with the earth.”” )

CHANDLER ST JOHN
(1922 - 2004)

Chandler St John was Wasatch
National Forest Service
Supervisor in the early days of
Save Our Canyons’ existence.
He was a straight shooter who
was willing to spend time with
us as we were learning the
ropes. Friendly and frank, he
was one of a long line of Forest
Service men and women with
whom we have worked
through the years. He is
remembered with respect and
gratitude.

We lament his passing and
honor his memory.

WWwWw.saveourcanyons.org

Save Our Canyons - Spring, 2004

9




Delectable farewas provided by the Oasis Cafe.

Save Our Canyons display and items donated for auction.

SOC’s Extraordinarily Successful
Lone Peak Celebration

On Thursday, February 26th the first annual Lone
Peak Celebration was held at the Oasis' Café. The
event was a benefit for Save Our Canyons and was
attended by nearly 100 wilderness lovers.
Participants were treated to the music of Eric
Mckenna, to wines poured by local Native Wines
vintner Bob Sorenson, and to special presentations
by former Salt Lake Mayor Ted Wilson and noted
historian and SOC board member Alexis Kelner.

The menu was provided by the Oasis Café and
was an eclectic assortment-of natural-foods-frem:tke>
world over. The event also included a silent auction
with items donated by local businesses and crafts-
people. It was a wonderful evening that high-
lighted some of the heroes who helped bring Utah's
first congressionally designated wilderness area and
one of the crown jewels of the Wasatch into being.

Thanks go to those individuals and businesses that donated goods, services
and raffle items. The Lone Peak Celebration would not have happened

were it not for these kind folks:

The Uinta Brewing Company

The Boulder Mountain Lodge

Patagonia Outlet,

Sage’s Café Café Diablo, IME,

Guy Tal of Scenic Wild Photo- Shane Duncan, Q Street Gallery,
graphy Ken Sanders’ Rare Books Wanderlust Images

The Adirondack Man REI Blue Mountain Bags

Gavin Noyes of Utahyaqi Pottery,
The Soap Lady,
Desert Edge Pub

Voilé Equipment
Dancing Crane Studios
Salt City Candle Company,

Matt Turley Photography

Special Thanks to Eric Dewall and Steve Tuttle of Glenmare Street Press for the beautiful
hand made Lone Peak Celebration poster and invitations.

10  Save Our Canyons - Spring, 2004
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Save Our Canyons Wilderness Volunteers are
riding high from the very successful 2003 season.
SOC members contributed 227 hours last summer
toward trail maintenance and campsite rehabilita-
tion. This was the highest number of hours donated
by any organization. We were specifically men-
tioned in the Salt Lake Ranger District report for this
acgomplishment, and.also, for the publicity gener-
ated by the newsletter articles that highlighted the
watershed impacts in our mountains.

Our success is due to the volunteers who came
out time after time to help. It was a rare trail day
when you didn't see Dave Andrenyak, Bryan Allen,
Alexis Kelner, Julia Hendrian, Ron Younger, Eric
Stekel, Katherine Knight, Jonathan Muricami, Fred
Smith, Kurt Becker, Jessica Jackson, and Martin
McGregor, hard at work. Our thanks to these loyal
mountain guardians and to Rick Hoffman, Laura
Gee, Alexandra Parvaz, Brittany Merrill, Will Chat-
win, Katherine Osborn, Randy Smith, Diane Brown,
Liz McCoy, Chad Hoffman, a nice guy named
Nolan and the wonderful Wasatch Mountain Club
volunteers who also braved the rain, sun, wind, and
the wild animals of the Wasatch (mostly squirrels)
to protect our watershed and keep our mountains
beautiful.

Backcountry Rangers, Sean Wetterberg, Greg
Hilbig, and Joelle Dixon, will lead us once again
in the 2004 season. We will meet as we did last
year on the second Saturday of June, July, August,
and September with the Wasatch Mountain Club
volunteers and their able and experienced trail
leader, Chris Biltoft, at the Big Cottonwood Can-
yon parking lot at 8:00 A.M. We start early be-
cause of the summer heat so set your alarm clocks.

WWW.Saveourcanyons.org

SOC’s
- Wilderness
VYolunteers

Look Forward
to
Third Season

By Gayle Pary
(SOC ‘s Volunteer Coordinator)

Requirements: Wear long pants, boots or sturdy
shoes, and gloves.

Bring: 2 quarts of water, snacks, lunch, day
pack, sunscreen, sunglasses, rain gear, tee shirt,
and a warm shirt.

You can just show up on the above dates; how-
ever, if convenient, we would appreciate your con-
tacting Gayle Parry at gwparry@comcast.net -or
calling her at 277-4124 so we can plan our days and
give you the credit you deserve for working with
us.

Save Our Canyons and the Wasatch Mountain
Club concentrate our efforts on the tri-canyon trails
of Millcreek, and Big and Little Cottonwood Can-
yons for the most part. However, the Salt Lake
Ranger District also has jurisdiction over the Stans-
bury Range and the Deseret Peak Wilderness Area.
The Stansbury trails are in terrible condition. The
Forest Service has asked SOC for volunteers to work
on these trails on one day this summer in addition
to the four days that will be spent in the tri-canyon
area. We would prefer that you volunteer for the
tri-canyon trails first; but if, in addition, you can
find the time to go to the Stansburys on August 7,
please let Gayle Parry know. If we can get enough
volunteers, we will schedule this Stansbury trail
day. Details will be e-mailed as we work them out.

Working on the trails and campsites with other
volunteers is a pleasant experience in every way.
The scenery is beautiful, the exercise is good, and
the people are terrific. Most people who come out
with us once usually return to help another day.
Don't miss this opportunity to pay back the Wasatch
for what these mountains have given you.

Save Our Canyons - Spring, 2004 11




The Good, the Bad, the Ugly —

the Interesting and Entertaining

GOOD. Salt Lake City’s First Unitarian Church in-
vited four environmental groups to speak about
volunteering and getting involved. Save Our Can-
yons welcomes opportunities for joining with public
service oriented groups to seek common causes
with them..

GOOD. Recently, Save Our Canyons board and staff
met with managers of Alta and of Snowbird to dis-
cuss these resorts’ current and future development
plans. The resorts initiated both meetings. Such

meetings are important both to the work of Save -

Our Canyons and, we hope, for the resort operators.
See page 13 for a brief account of the Snowbird
meeting.

GOOD. REI granted Save Our Canyons $2500 in

support of SOC’s work with the Salt Lake Ranger,

District’s work on Wasatch trails restoration.

GOOD FOR GOOSE-GOOD FOR GANDER. Even-
odd day sharing is the rule for bikers/no bikers and
dog leashes/no leashes. What about even-odd
sharing for heli-skiing /no heli-skiing?

BAD. Neighbors in Mount Olympus Cove put in
many hours, time, and money to improve the
trailhead to the county approved Z Trail. Within a
month a scofflaw homeowner who lives close to the
trail paid laborers to destroy it. Where are the dep-
uty sheriffs when we need them?

BAD. The numbers:
3,278,291 Utah skier days during 2000-2001 ski
season
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2,974,574 Utah skier days during 2001-2002 ski

season (Olympic games season)

3,141,212 Utah skier days during 2002 2003 ski
season.

The post Olympic ski season brought 4% fewer
skier days to Utah than the immediate pre-Olympic
season, thus deflating the enduring myth of an
“Olympic bump” for the ski industry.

UGLY. A private rock quarrying operation is ram-

. paging in beautiful Rock Canyon just east of Provo:
Save Our Canyons has been supporting the Utah

County group working to prevent this tragedy.

INTERESTING.
satch-Cache Forest Supervisor is in hot water again.
Now in California, he is facing criticism and inves-
tigation on charges that he has used public funds to
take out paid advertisements touiting controversial

Forest Service projects. He facéd similar criticism’

during his tour of duty in'Utah:~ "'»»w vio 00 1z vadi

ENTERTAINING. In the March 19, 2004 issue of
the Salt Lake Tribune Rolly and Wells reported that
Terry Diehl, Wasatch Pacific developer and major
campaign contributor to Mayor Nancy Workman
and others, was arrested November 20, 2003 on sus-
picion of DUI while driving a car equipped with
emergency flashing lights authorized by Salt Lake
County Sheriff Aaron Kennard. A female acquain-
tance, driving a separate car owned by Diehl, was
also accused of DUI She was clocked going 95 mph
on I-15 with Diehl’s car following. Diehl and the
woman have pleaded not guilty.

Visit the
Save Our Canyons

Website

| Www.saveourcanyons.org

prere e

Bernie Weingardt, former Wa-

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



Worthy Of Note

STEWARDSHIP PERSPECTIVES. Brigham Young
University presented Our Stewardship: Perspectives on
Nature February 27 and 28, 2004. With large .
participating audiences and six different thematic
session with a wide variety of LDS presenters, the
symposium explored the relationship between the
teachings of the LDS church and the modern
environmental movement. It was an important
event presenting a variety of perspectives on
opportunities and problems in this relationship. It
is planned that the proceedings of this symposium,
including the keynote address by Dr. Paul Cox, will
be pubhshed

ALTA’S ENVIRON MENTAL REPORT 2003 - 2004.
Alta Ski Area has issued its first ever Environmental
Report. You can peruse it by going to their web site
at www.alta.com and find out about “occurrences of
environmental significance of the last 100 years and
Alta’s ongoing efforts to protect and revitalize its
unique ecosystem, while providing recreational
experiences for several hundred thousand annual.
winter and summer, visitors.” We all have a stake in
the environmental programs of Wasatch ski resorts.

They sit on our watershed: and for the most part, on. .

our public lands. Look over the report. Tell the
Alta folks what you think.

BOND ISSUE. Utahns for Clean Water, Clean Air
and Quality Growth in association with The Nature
Conservancy and many other Utah organizations
(including SOC) has begun a campaign to gather
76,180 signatures to support the placement of an
open-space funding $150 million bond issue on the
November 2004 ballot. It would increase the Utah
sales tax by .00005 percent over the next seven to
eight years for open space. Sign the petition so that
voters can make the decision in November.

SNOWBIRD MEETS WITH SOC. Bob Bonar and
Jim Baker of Snowbird, on their initiative, met with

- SOC staff and board members to bring SOC up to

date on current projects and developments planned
at the resort. The proposed Hidden Peak structure
has been the subject of speculation and questions
ever since it received Forest Service approval five
years ago in 1999. SOC learned that this project is
still in the discussion phase and has not yet led to
any preliminary designs or architectural sketches.

ATV rentals on Hidden Peak were also discussed. ;o

Where do the $ Go?

In a recent fund raising appeal Save Our Canyons mentioned that it
currently takes about $275 per day for us to operate. Where does the
money go? Here is a pie chart that tells the story.

——Legal expenses (20%)

—— Office Supplies (7%)

Rent (5%)

Printing/Publications (4%)
Utilities (2%)
Postage (1%) .

Salaries (61%)

www.saveourcanyons.org
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HELI-SKIING PERMIT LOOMS

By David Witherspoon, Trustee

he US Forest Service has released their Draft En-

vironmental Impact Statement (DEIS) on the
proposed permit for heli-skiing in the Wasatch.

Wasatch Powderbird Guides has proposed a
permit that would eliminate ‘all the restrictions on
heli-skiing that have reduced conflict for the last
few years. Their proposal would allow more heli-
skiing than the Wasatch has ever experienced.
Weekends and weekdays alike, the Cottonwood
Canyons would throb with the sound of not just
one, but two helicopters.

A pubhc meeting will be held on April 27, 2004 at
the Whitmore lerary, located at 2197 Fort Union
Blvd., from 6:30 p.m. to 8:45 p.m.

Even if the current permit were renewed, it
would be watered-down by the elimination of sev-
eral mitigation measures — measures that have been
ignored instead of enforced.

The only alternative in the DEIS that would con-
trol heli-skiing more than the current permit does is
the "No Permit" alternative - but the Forest Service
has made it clear that they won't consider it. They
didn't even include it in the Scoping document. In-
stead, the required "No Action" alternative was de-
fined as renewal of the current permit. Your com-
ments on the Scoping document — twice as many
comments as were received for the previous permit
scoping - made that difference!

Last time around, your comments made the dif-
ference between the uncontrolled, ever-present heli-
skiing operation that existed then and the currently
permitted operation. Since the last Record of Deci-
sion tourers can enjoy a peaceful mountain envi-
ronment without the sounds of an airborne assault.
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The bottom line: This DEIS is about deciding how
much more heli-skiing the Wasatch will get. This time,
your comments will determine whether the Wa-
satch retains some peace and quiet - or returns to
the Wasatch war-zone days.

Grab a pen and paper or get to a keyboard Take
fifteen minutes using the information below: to. ‘write
a letter! Send your comments to: .

LOREN KROENKE, District Ranger
6944 South 3000 East
Salt Lake City, Utah 84121
fax: 801-733-2684
Comment deadline is may 24th, 2004.

Do not forget! Do not be late! During the last
EIS there were about 1,500 comments favoring some
restriction on-or outright elimination of-helicopter
skiing. During the Scoping period for this EIS, there
were more comments than during Scoping of the
last EIS. Keep it up - let the Forest Service know
that the public is watching!

Whether you choose to write a paragraph or a
pamphlet, get started now!

¢ Personal Insights and Experiences. The Forest
Service pays little attention to letters that just "vote"
for one alternative or another; they look for insights
and questions about issues that haven't been cor-
rectly or completely addressed. The points below,
and on the Save Our Canyons website, will help you
write an insightful comment.

But your letter can be more - if it contains facts
about your experience. Have you chosen to
ski/board/snowshoe on Sundays and Mondays or
in Wilderness areas in order to avoid helicopter

wWww.saveourcanyons.org




noise? Has the heli-skiing operation eliminated
some of your recreational opportunities or reduced
their quality? How many days do you spend in the
backcountry in winter? Whether it's two or twenty,
let the Forest Service know! Have you had to deal
with the helicopter skiing impacts in the backcoun-
try? What happened, and how did it affect you?

* No More Heli-Free Sundays or Mondays. Wa-
satch Powderbird Guides' Proposed Action (alter-
native A) would eliminate all predictably heli-free
days. Tell the Forest Service how valuable the heli-free
days are to you!

» Twice the Helicopters, Twice the Noise. The cur-
rent permit allows WPG to fly two helicopters in the
Tri-Canyon Area (TCA) on five days in a season,
with advance notice. The Proposed action would
allow WPG to fly two helicopters there on twenty
days a season (as an annual average), without ad-
vance notice. That would allow-twice the helicopter
impacts in the TCA on most of the days WPG flies
there. Let the Forest Service know how this doubling of
.impacts would affect you!

* Sky's The Limit Caps. The proposed caps are
unclear and poorly explained. Read comments on
the Save Our Canyons web page. Ask the Forest
Service to clarify the impacts of the limits and to keep
meaningful terrain closures!

¢ One-sided Range of Alternatives. The DEIS is
almed at reducmg restrictions on heli- sklmg, al-

TOWihg! imipacts' o' incredse” The "No Permit” alter-
native was leff out of thé Sc6ping document, and
was put in the DEIS at the request of people who
noticed that alternative was missing. The "Current
Permit" Alternative would reinstate the current
permit — but only after eliminating several of the
mitigation measures that were part of the original
2000 permit, but have been quietly ignored since
then. The remaining three alternatives would in-
crease heli-skiing impacts dramatically.

Ask the Forest Service to consider a balanced range of
Alternatives! Suggest an Alternative of your own, or,
since the Forest Service hasn't considered more controlled
permits, simply support the "No Permit” Alternative.

* Wilderness Heli-Tours. While the Forest Service
‘has a policy of not encouraging access to Wilderness
areas, the Proposed Action requests more helicopter
access to the Wildernesses. Ask the Forest Service to be
consistent: helicopter-assisted access to Wilderness areas
should end!

* Vanishing Mitigations. The 2000 heli-skiing
permit contained several mitigation measures that
were meant to reduce the impacts of continued heli-
skiing. The Record of Decision required research
into the effects of helicopters on Golden Eagle be-
havior; the research was abandoned. WPG was re-
quired to monitor the location of its operations and
interactions with other recreationists; the requirement
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was quietly ignored. Half-mile no-fly buffers were
established around some Golden Eagle nesting sites,
but variances were promptly granted for helicopter flights
and landings. No monitoring of compliance was
done, and the proposal calls for more variances and
fewer buffers. Tell the Forest Service that mitigations
are meant to be enforced, not ignored!

¢ Backcountry Use Survey. The last survey of
backcountry use was done in 1994, when it was es-
timated that 17,000 people visited the Tri-Canyon
backcountry between Dec. 15 and March 31. But no
further research on backcountry use has been done,.
The Forest Service cannot understand the impacts
without knowing the facts. Ask the Forest Service to
do the research required to make a good decision!

* Wildlife Impacts. Even though the Forest Serv-
ice and WPG were required to research the impacts
of heli-skiing on Golden Eagles, the research was
never done. That didn't stop the Forest Service from
looking for reasons to allow variances in the nest
protection buffers, however. And now, with no ad-
ditional research effort, the Forest Service and WPG
propose to add new variances, eliminate some buff-
ers, and sharply increase helicopter usage in those
areas. Ask the Forest Service to live up to the obligations
written into the 2000 Record of Decision and do the re-
quired research into Golden Eagle nesting success.

* It's the Noise! The DEIS ignores the impact of
noise on recreationists, and treats heli-skiing as
though it were just a group of tourers. The factfls
that the noise of a helicopter sharply degrades the
experience of backcountry hiking, skiing, boarding
and snowshoeing. The DEIS even claims that an
unrestricted permit will reduce noise impacts. Un-
surprisingly, the DEIS neglects to tell us how the
proposed doubling of helicopter use will result in
lowered noise impacts. More is not less! Ask the
Forest Service to consider how many people in how large
an area are affected by the noise footprint of the helicopter
skiing operation.

* At their Discretion. All the Alternatives empha-
size WPG's discretion. The DEIS tries to give WPG
credit for reducing conflict, in order to make the
case that the Sunday/Monday TCA closure is not
needed. In fact, it is that closure, combined with the
choices of tourers trying to avoid helicopters that
have reduced conflict. Did you avoid helicopters?
WPG is taking credit for your actions and using it to
eliminate the closure. With mitigation measures
eliminated, monitoring out of the way, and caps set
so high as to be unreachable - heli-skiing will be
more unrestrained than ever.

Let the Forest Service know that the Wasatch has al-
ready experienced that impact, when there were fewer
people in the backcountry — and it didn't work then
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