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WASATCH CANYONS TOMORROW:
Your chance to decide the fate of the Wasatch

A process to update the 1989 Wasatch Canyons Master Plan is under-
way, will we lose our treasured canyons to more development or in-
crease the protection to our watershed and backcountry access?
See p. 11 for details. Photo of Twin Lakes by Carl Fisher.
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Save Our Canons’ motto is “Dedicated since 1972 to
Protecting the Beauty and Wildness of the Wasatch
Canyons, Mountains and Foothills” and that is what
we do, to the best of our ability, all the time. Hereis a
short report on this last year’s work.

¢ We continue to press Salt Lake County to enforce
the Utah Supreme Court’s decisions with regard
to the expansion of Harpers Quarry in Parleys
Canyon, working closely with the new Director of
Planning for the County.

¢ We participated in some 15 time-and-research in-
tensive Wilderness Stakeholders meetings with
local ski resorts, representatives of Salt Lake City
Mayor’s Office and Public Utilities Department,
Rep. Matheson, Campaign for American Wilder-
ness, Black Diamond, the City of Sandy and other
environmental organizations. Congressman Mathe-
son has agreed to introduce a Wasatch Wilderness
bill in the House of Representative.

¢ Our sensationally effective staff and dedicated
board have commented and solicited public input
on WPG's permit renewal, on the proposed Kern
River Pipeline, on the alarming variance granted
by Salt Lake County permitting a monster home
to be constructed close to the boardwalk at Silver
Lake in Brighton and the Shrontz estate’s proposal
to build homes along the road from Alta into Al-
bion Basin.

¢ This newsletter published a pair of highly praised
articles (Autumn and Autumn-2) by SOC board
member Julia Lester on avalanche control prob-
lems and proposals in Little Cottonwood Canyon.
These articles explore controversial proposals such
as a lift to Flagstaff Peak, GasEx. These will remain
pertinent and can be read on our website.

¢ Our volunteer trail work program continued to
repair and improve the Wasatch hiking experience
and introduced new volunteers to these mountains.

¢ John Worlock continued his much admired weekly
Wasatch Environmental Update radio program ev-
ery Sunday on KRCL at 2 p.m.

2—Save Our Canyons, Autumn, 2009

President’s Message

. What Save Our Canyons
Has Been Doing
‘this Last Year

¢ With Westminster College, SOC helped stage the
Wasatch Front Forum series.

¢ We have mapped property ownership in the Wa-
satch canyons with an eye toward Salt Lake City
purchases and the establishment of conservation
easements.

¢ We helped stop Snowbasin expansion into Taylor
Canyon.

¢ SOC negotiated an agreement with the Internation-
al Mountain Biking Association that gained IMBA's
support for our Wasatch Wilderness proposal.

¢ We continued to engage scores of volunteers in Wa-
satch projects - the envy of other organizations and
essential to our presence at public events such as
the Farmers’ Market and Earth Day.

¢ SOC worked with DharmaTech this last year to de-
veloped a much improved and useful website.

¢ Save Our Canyons provided the impetus both for
the 1989 Salt Lake County Canyons Master Plan
and for the present Envision Utah process that will
update it. SOC Executive Director Carl Fisher is a
very active member of the Steering Committee for
this undertaking. Learn more about it from Carl
Fisher in this newsletter.

¢ We attracted support and donations from individu-
als, businesses and foundations sufficient to keep
SOC afloat in these tough times.

¢ We worked regularly with other local and national

. environmental organizations; county, city and fed-
eral governments; the Forest Service, ski resorts,
Wasatch Powderbird Guides and other local busi-
nesses.

The upshot of all this? There often hasn’t been
enough time to fully enjoy what we're working to
protect and improve.

Come join us in the work and fun. You will meet

interesting people and feel good all over.
— Gale Dick

www.saveourcanyons.org



Bill King in the Wasatch, where he is very much at home.

Learning About Wasatch Conservation
One Sack Lunch at a Time.

By Bill King, SOC Trustee

Values are learned early in life and I was no exception.
My love of the Wasatch started very early as a young
child in Ogden where I grew up. I remember well
the excitement of packing a sack lunch and wander-
ing in the foothills of the Wasatch for hours at a time.
We lived on Arlington Drive and almost the entire area
to the east of us was natural. There was a mysterious
area we called a swamp and a waterfall just up the can-
yon. Oh, how marvelous it was! The swamp became
a neighbor’s yard and the foothills a park and a golf
course.

Frequently we visited my great-grandmother, who
lived in Farmington on what was left of the family fruit
farm. I recall the excitement of getting on tall ladders
and picking peaches and apricots in season. Along the
side of her house she had a little vegetable garden. I
remember deciding, at the age of about 10, that we
needed a veggie garden at our house too. I was espe-
cially intrigued by the rhubarb and tomatoes. So the
next time I went with the family to the Chadwick’s
Nursery in Willard in search of the usual petunias and
geraniums, I set out to investigate vegetable gardens.
I remember approaching Mrs. Chadwick, an elderly
woman with a huge straw hat, to ask her when it was
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safe to plant vegetables. She pointed at the mountains
and said that it was safe when all the snow was gone.
So every year I look at those Wasatch Mountains and
note that all the snow isn’t gone until around the 24th
of July. I proceeded with caution and planted anyway,
thinking that there would be no crop at all if we waited
until the 24th. Every year since then I have watched
the snow in those mountains and thought about her
advice. This began my nearly lifelong connection to
the plant world and to the snow in the Wasatch.

Some twenty years ago, | remember being with my
wife Cathy in Albion Basin and struggling to identify
the wonderful wildflowers from a small picture book,
and thought to myself “there must be an easier way”.
So I began accumulating books on wildflowers and
they now fill our bookshelves, some 500 strong. When
our good friends Dick and Sue Hildreth moved to Tuc-
son, Arizona, he recruited me to keep an eye on the
Utah Native Plant Society, which he had helped to start
many years before. I kept learning about those Wasatch
wildflowers and before long I was an officer of the so-
ciety and taking people on plant walks, always taking
along a sack lunch.

About the same time, Cathy and I became very inter-
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ested in rock gardening and were excited to learn that
some of the best of nature’s rock gardens were along
the high alpine ridges of the Wasatch. We helped form
the Wasatch chapter of the North American Rock Gar-
den Society and invited rock gardeners from around
the world to join us for their annual meeting at Snow-
bird Resort in 1996.

Shortly after this, we learned that Snowbird was de-
sirous of building a 70,000 square-foot lodge on the top
of Hidden Peak at nearly 11,000 feet in the middle of
“our” alpine plants. This idea seemed so outrageous
that we volunteered to help Save Our Canyons fight it.
That quickly brought us into the world of Environmen-
tal Impact Statements and filing comments and appeals
and yes, even a few lawsuits. We lost that battle and
Snowbird got approval but the delay made it impos-
sible to build the lodge until after the 2002 Olympics
and to this day Snowbird is still just thinking about
it. From there, we got involved with numerous other
battles to slow down the march of development in the
Wasatch. Eventually I became a member of the SOC
board of trustees.

I got my degree in Business Administration and
Economics and now work for the family business,
Rainbow Gardens. Part of my responsibilities is to
manage some 200 acres of our land at the mouth of
Ogden Canyon. Hardly a month goes by that someone
doesn’t have a new proposal to do something to our
property, including running a new power line or pipe
line through it or to build something on it. Frequently
I catch people using our property in some outrageous
way, such as dumping garbage, digging up our rocks,
building a pet cemetery or living on our land. When I

tell them that they are on private land they in turn say
that they are sorry that they thought that it was public
land. I then tell them that under Utah law that they
can’t do anything like they are doing without the per-
mission of the property owner, private or public, they
then look dumbfounded. We have, however, found it
very useful in controlling our property and developing
it in a positive way to work with those who build trails
and we now have segments of 6 different trails on our
property. I both live and work on sections of the Bonn-
eville Shoreline Trail many miles apart. It is my dream
that someday to be able to ride a bike or hike the trail
all the way to work.

My latest concern is how the need for energy will af-
fect the Wasatch Mountains. The Wasatch are resplen-

dent in wind energy and have substantial geothermal

potential along the Wasatch fault. However, devel-
oping these energy sources would bring new roads,
transmission lines, visual impacts as well as impacts
to the flora and fauna and the people who live near by.
I'm not sure what the best new source of energy will
be in the long run, but energy conservation by all of us
has got to be the key.

Now there is a proposal in my old neighborhood
in Ogden where I grew up to turn the park near our
old house into a high-end housing project and build a
hotel above the waterfall and they call this progress?
Where are our children and grandchildren going to go
to learn about the frogs, deer, trees, wildflowers and
Mother Nature?

Working together we can save a great deal for fu-
ture generations and further our cause one sack lunch
ata time. 0

George Hatch

(in Memoriam)

George Hatch, pioneer in the broadcast and cable television industries died at age 89 on
September 9, 2009. He was not only a prominent businessman but also, along with his
wife Gene, dedicated to the preservation of some of Utah’s beautiful natural wonders in-
cluding Capitol Reef, Arches, and Antelope Island. We remember and honor those who
have had the foresight to champion the saving of such places for future generations.
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This piece was broadcast on October 4 at 2 p.m. on KRCL
as part of John's ongoing Wasatch environmental Update

The following Wasatach Environmental Update is in
the form of an open letter to Congressman Rob Bish-
op, representing Utah’s 1% District in the US Congress.
He and his colleagues in the Utah Delegation to Con-
gress have recently testified to their unanimous op-
position to the so-called Red Rock Wilderness Bill, which proposes to designate 9 point 4 million acres
of Southern Utah’s scenic and pristine Red Rock country as Wilderness. Bishop, who is the ranking
member of the subcommittee considering the bill, has also given us his opinion in a letter to the editor
in the Deseret News:

www.saveourcanyons.org

John Worlock

Wilderness for Utah,
Locally Grown

By John Worlock, SOC Trustee

Dear Congressman Bishop:

We have read with some interest the accounts of your opposition to the Red Rock Wil-
derness Bill, now before the House Subcommittee on National Parks, Forests and Pub-
lic Lands. Your forthrightness in opposing this bill is laudable and your reasons for
opposition are cogent, while at the same time somewhat overheated.

Much of your opposition seems to stem from your feeling that the bill is pushed by
out-of-state interests and that it fails to take local officials and priorities into account.
You and your colleagues in the Utah Delegation would prefer a series of much smaller
bills, taking Utah county-by-county, for example, as was done recently with the suc-
cessful legislation establishing new Wilderness in Washington County.

Well, Sir! We have good news for you. Salt Lake County and City authorities and a
wide spectrum of stakeholders have been negotiating for many months in preparation
for a bill that would designate some important new wilderness in the Central Wasatch,
located almost entirely in Salt Lake County.

We propose some 28 thousand acres of new Wilderness, designed to protect the
important watershed as well as the pristine and unspoiled solitude of the Tri-Canyon
Area, which is so important to the burgeoning population in the Valley. This proposal
is, we assure you, locally grown. It's ready for your inspection and even your spon-
sorship. You might help us convince the Utah Delegation to support this legislation
unanimously.

Sincerely, yours truly,

John Worlock,
for The Citizens’ Committee to Save Our Canyons
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2009 End Of Year Thanks

Save Our Canyons would like to thank the follow-
ing individuals, businesses, and foundations that
have provided invaluable service, help, support,
guidance, time, in-kind product donations, and
funding to our organization. This past year has been
difficult for all non-profit organizations, including
Save Our Canyons, but through support from these

Adopt A Highway

YVolunteers

Elena Jones

Carl Jones

John Diener
Henry Whiteside
Dan Williams
Shane Verhoef
Erica Stuhff
Carol Stuhff

Carl Stuhff

Dave Andrenyak
Ron Younger
Julia Lester
Adam Cunningham
Jennifer Kecor

Interns

Asher Koles
Nicholas Catmur
Meaghan McKasy
Alex Schmidt

Trail Days

Dave Andrenyak
Alec Baldwin
Wayne Baldwin
Chris Biltoft
John Dierner
Steve Glaser
Kirsten Halstead
Peter Hirsch
Noah Howell
Jared Hurdman
Teri Jenkins
Richard Jirik
Jim Kucera
Naresh Kumar
Randy Long
Havilah Martak
Travis McKee
Lee Moss

Dave Parry
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Gayle Parry
John Porcher
Dmitry Pruss
Troy Robertson

. Courtney Scogins

Eric Storheim
Ron Younger
Nick Catmur

Businesses Supporters

Earth Goods General Store
Red Lotus School of Movement
The Green Element

Lone Peak Celebration Supporters

Adrian Prazen, Artist
Adrift Adventures

Alpine Art

Alpine Sports

Alta Ski Resort

Beehive Cheese

Bill Parry

Black Diamond

Boulder Mountain Lodge
Brewvies

Brighton Resort

Cactus and Tropicals

Caffé Molise

Carluccis Bakery

Carolyn Guild Photography
Cascade Designs

Cataract Oars

Chaco

Deanna McLaughlin with Health 2 go!
Deer Valley Resort

Desert Edge Pub

Desert Star Theaters
Drake Family Farms

Eggs in the City

Gear 4 Guys

Gibbs Smith Publisher
Huddart Floral

Jewish Community Center
Ken Sanders

individuals, businesses, and foundations, Save
Our Canyons has been able to continue its focus on
protecting the beauty and wildness of the Wasatch
canyons, mountains, and foothills. We cannot thank
you enough for your dedication and support. You
are the reason that Save Our Canyons is able to move
into 2010 and our 38th year!

Kings English

Kirkham’s Outdoor Products
Knead a Massage

La Caille

Lamb’s Grille Café

Liston Concepts

Market Street Grill

Martine

Moki Pottery

Neptune Divers

Patagonia Outlet

Petzl

Polly Hart Jewelry

Red Iguana

Red Lion Hotels

Red Rock Hot Club

Redmond Trading Company, L.C.
Reflections Salon

Rico’s Mexican Delicatessen and
Catering

Rocky Mountain Chocolate Factory
Sages Café

Snowbird Ski and Summer Resort
Stoneground Restaurant
Sundance

The Beer Nut

The Dodo Restaurant

The Front Climbing Club

The Porcupine Pub & Grille
The Tin Angel: Bistro Café

The Yarrow Resort Hotel

Uinta Brewing Co.

University Guest House

Utah Symphony and Opera
Voilé Equipment Inc.
Wanderlust Images

Wild Bird Center

Wild Rose Sports

Xmission

Lone Peak Event Volunteers

Adam Cunningham
Megan Knight

Eric Spreng

Asher Koles
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Rachael Mathey Foundations:
Alana Felt

Jim Catano The Conservation Alliance
Norcross Wildlife Foundation

Wasarch Front Forum Utah Community Foundation
The Handley Foundation

Westminster College Maki Foundation

Monica Ferreira Hemingway Foundation

and Kerry Case

If you volunteered with Save Our
Canyons during the 2009 year and
do not see your name listed here, we
apologize! Please email havilah@
saveourcanyons.org and we will be
sure to recognize you in our next
newsletter!

A Very Special Thank You To The Foundations
That Supported Us This Year!

We would like to give special recognition to the foundations which supported Save Our Canyons this
year. During these especially difficult economic times, the funding from these foundations was crucial to

the continued operations of our organization.

The Maki Foundation, The Wasatch Mountain Club (whose grant was provided through the Utah Com-
munity Foundation), The Conservation Alliance, and The Handley Foundation grants provided support
toward our Wasatch Wilderness Campaign, while The Hemingway Foundation gave us the opportunity
through a grant last year to complete an update to our technological infrastructure this year, compli-
mented by The Norcross Wildlife Foundation’s funding that helped us purchase a new computer to
replace an out of date system, and Patagonia covered the expenses related to the Tools for Grassroots
Activists Conference, which our Director of Operations attended this October.

patagonia

Norcross
Wildlife
Foundation

i@\ The Conservation

i Alliance

WWW.Saveourcanyons.org

Outdoor Business Giving Back to the Outdoors
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New Save Our Canyons’ intern Meaghan McKasy.

Two New Interns at SOC

Meaghan McKasy

I was born and raised in the Pacific Northwest,
where the concept of respecting nature seems

to always be in the subtext of everyday life. My
family spent its weekends skiing, enjoying the
beach, and generally spending time outdoors, in-
stilling the values I hold today.

As a graduate of Boston College, majoring in
Communications and minoring in Environmen-
tal Studies, I found myself seeking to further
my education. This led me to the University of
Utah’s Environmental Humanities Graduate Pro-
gram. I was searching for something that would
compliment my studies and was really interested
in Save Our Canyons issues and campaigns. The
commanding presence of the Wasatch is a unique
beauty that deserves to be respected and trea-
sured.

I am really looking forward to this internship
and the knowledge that I will learn from SOC!

Alex Schmidt

Alex Schmidt is a native Utahn who was drawn to the
outdoors from the first time he was exposed to the
beauty of its untamed landscapes.

Along with interning for SOC this fall, Alex is a
student at Salt Lake Community College majoring in
Political Science and working with the Blue Sky pro-
gram to promote renewable energy in our community.

He has spent countless days camping, hiking, rock
climbing and snowboarding not only in the Wasatch
but throughout the state, especially in areas such as
Moab’s slick rock, Hanksville, and Capital Reef Na-
tional Park, which has helped build his appreciation
for our diverse state.

Alex is really excited to be working with Save Our
Canyons and looks forward to meeting many new
like minded people throughout the season of his in-
ternship.

8—Save Our Canyons, Autumn, 2009

Alex Schmidt in the Wasatch.
Mt. Superior in
the backgound.
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Wasatch Powderbird Guides
Permit Renewed

By Bill Lockhart, SOC Trustee

coming, one way or another—a new Forest Ser-

vice Special Use Permit for Wasatch Powderbird
Guides to motorize the Wasatch wilds. Let’s look at
what's the same and what’s different this time, and
what it all means for the future.

With one very large exception, the SUP is the same
as it has been for the last five years in terms of WPG’s
operations: WPG can fly from December 15" to April
15%; it can’t fly in the Tri-Canyon area (Big Cotton-
wood, Little Cottonwood, and Millcreek) on Sundays
and Mondays, except that it can “earn” the right to fly
on three Mondays by electing not to fly on a Saturday,
and it can drop off skiers for a “home run” to the high-
way, thus avoiding a backcountry helicopter landing;
it can operate two helicopters simultaneously in the
Tri-Canyon area five days per season; it may serve 1600
“skier days” (one person, eight runs), half of which can
be in the Tri-Canyon area; and, finally, it can use 300
explosive charges a year for the purpose of “testing”
avalanche conditions.

In a glass-half-full view of the world, you might say
that continuation of these operational terms of the SUP
is good news. Atleast things didn’t get any worse. Un-
fortunately, you can’t extract much good from what'’s
different about the new SUP. First, getting back to that
one very large exception, this time the permit is for ten
years—twice as long as it has been in the recent past.
The reason the Forest Service doubled the term of the
permit is simply that, for the first time, it could. Along
with all the bad stuff you know about that the Bush ad-
ministration did that we’ll be suffering with for a long
time, add to it the widespread development in federal
agencies of new, shortsighted, laissez-faire regulations
designed to make life easy for commercial interests
and ignore the environment and the non-wealthy. The
10-year length of WPG'’s permit is authorized by one of
these new regulations.

The new 10-year duration of the permit is the only
difference between the old and new permit in terms

f ; o here we are again. We all really knew it was

of what WPG can do. The other major difference be-
tween the permits has more to do with what the Forest
Service can do—and it’s not good. Brace yourself, be-
cause we have to dive into the law a bit to understand
this. But, as you might guess, we're coming back basi-
cally to where we left off—a new, unfortunate, Bush-
era Forest Service Regulation.

Under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), a set of laws from the Nixon era, when a fed-
eral agency is deciding whether to take some action
that potentially could have an adverse effect on the
environment, it must at least consider the environmen-
tal consequences of that action. There are three ways
that the requirements of NEPA might be satisfied. Two
of these require study of the impacts and the prepara-
tion of a formal document describing any impacts. If,
through its study, the agency determines that “no sig-
nificant impact” will occur, it may limit its analysis to
the preparation of a comparatively brief Environmental
Assessment (EA). If significant impacts will or might
occur, the agency must analyze these thoroughly and
present this analysis in a rather exhaustive document
called an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

The third way of satisfying NEPA lets an agency
avoid doing any environmental analysis at all. Un-
der NEPA, agencies can identify “a category of actions
which do not individually or cumulatively have a sig-
nificant effect on the human environment and which
have been found to have no such effect.” Simplifying
the explanation slightly, if a proposed action fits un-
der one of these Categorical Exclusions (CEs), all the
agency has to do is issue a decision document describ-
ing the action and explaining how it qualifies under
the relevant CE.

For past WPG permits, the Forest Service fulfilled
its NEPA obligations by performing analysis of the
impacts of WPG’s operations on Forest users, wildlife,
and resources. Prior to 1999, the agency performed the
less detailed type of analysis—an EA. Then, largely or
wholly because of the dramatic growth in non-motor-
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ized backcountry use, the agency decided that the “de-
tailed analysis . . . [of a full EIS] was necessary.” This
was an important improvement in the Forest Service’s
procedures for a variety of reasons. First, detailed
analysis of an EIS involves a degree of administrative
effort more proportional to the degree of impact the
agency’s decision would have. Second, development
of an EIS requires the agency to involve the public in
a way that keeps the decision making process under
public scrutiny. Third, there was always the chance it
could actually open the agency’s eyes to the severity of
the impacts WPG has on others and the unjustifiable
favoritism that this small club of heavily mechanized
Forest users has enjoyed in an area with the heaviest
non-motorized winter Forest use in the country. (WPG
often does not use its allotment of 800 skier days in the
Tri-Canyon area in an entire season. How many days
does it take for 800 non-motorized backcountry users
to have their experience of the wilds spoiled by noise?
One? Maybe five? Certainly not ten.)

You know where this is headed. Since the last EIS
in 2004, the Forest Service (and other federal agencies
involved in decisions subject to NEPA) aggressively
developed new CEs as part of a broad campaign of its
boss, George Bush, to weaken environmental regula-
tion and enforcement. These CEs include the regula-
tion the Forest Services now says authorizes it to issue
a permit to WPG without considering the consequenc-
es and without significant involvement of the public.
This is the most distressing aspect of this decision—
that it means that this and future decisions on a heliski-
ing permit will be reached with no fresh look at the
consequences and will be made by secluded adminis-
trators experiencing only the dimmest possible light of
public scrutiny.

The new CE clearly heads in the wrong direction,
generally, but there are a number of reasons to believe
that it doesn’t even apply to a new WPG permit, de-
spite the assertion of local administrators that it does.
Let’s look at the two most obvious reasons this CE
doesn’t work for the agency the way it hopes, begin-
ning with the language of the CE itself. This regulation
applies to:

¢ Issuance of a new special use authorization for a
new term to replace an existing or expired spe-
cial use authorization when the only changes
are administrative, there are not changes to the
authorized facilities or increases in the scope or
intensity of authorized activities, and the ap-
plicant or holder is in full compliance with the
terms and conditions of the special use authori-
zation.

Even if you're only moderately fluent in legalese,
the real dope slap here is that the CE can only operate
“when the only changes are administrative” and the
new permit does not increase the use in some respect.
Fights over what constitutes an administrative change
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are common in cases involving agency permitting be-
cause there is no bright line between a substantive and
administrative term, and, inherently, all permit chang-
es have a strictly administrative facet. But, really, this
one is easy: increasing how long WPG can operate un-
der the permit is an increase in an aspect of the use
of the Forest; it is a change in what WPG can do, and
one extremely favorable to WPG. Thus, the CE does
not apply . . . or the new ten year term does not apply.
Apparently the Forest Service found the temptation to
have it all irresistible.

The second reason that the Forest Service is on col-
lapsible ground in issuing the new WPG permit un-
der the CE comes from a general requirement for all
CEs. Any CE is only available for actions that “do not
individually or cumulatively have a significant effect
on the human environment.” In its decision document
announcing the new 2010 permit, the Forest Service re-
fers to its previous EISs in 1999 and 2004 as supporting
a conclusion that WPG causes no significant environ-
mental impacts. The problem for the agency is that
these documents were very explicit in saying the op-
posite. Thus, no CE can apply.

Let’s take a moment to observe one thing about the
CE, assuming it applies, that is good—at least in that
glass-half-full sense. Yes, it makes issuing new WPG
permits all too easy for the Forest Service. But, be-
cause it’s only applicable if the operational terms are
unchanged, it also creates a powerful motivation not
to increase what WPG can do in the backcountry. For
sure, that’s not much consolation, but it’s not value-
less.

Nobody can say how this particular episode of the
WPG controversy will finally play out. But, in the
broader view, it is important to remember how prog-
ress has happened in the past. The reason that the For-
est Service ever did any serious environmental study,
and the reason that there are any significant limitations
at all on WPG'’s operations is because members of the
non-motorized public informed the Forest Service that
they frequent the backcountry and that their experi-
ence of the wilds is being diminished by WPG. In the
long run, the best thing we each can do, and encourage
others to do, is to keep telling Forest Service adminis-
trators what's going on out there. And don’t wait for
invitations from the agency to participate in any offi-
cial comment period, because there might not be a lot
of those from now on. 0
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Upper Big Cottonwood Canyon. Its fate is in your hands!

Wasatch Canyons Master Plan Update
- Salt Lake County’s Future -

By Carl Fisher, SOC Executive Director

Back in the mid-80’s, a small (but mighty)
organization driven solely by volunteers poked
and prodded Salt Lake County to look to the future
of the Wasatch Mountains and produce a plan to help
shepherd its management. Our request was heard, a
committee was formed which engaged a little known
planner by the name of Ralph Becker - now the Mayor
of one of the West's greatest cities! The committee
convened over the course of three years, collected data
on usage of the canyons, reviewed the data to double
check the numbers, and presented this data to the
public through surveys and informational charettes.
The result of this planning exercise was the 1989
Wasatch Canyons Master Plan, a document essential to
the work that Save Our Canyons has undertaken over
the past twenty years. Recommendations to protect
drainages (specifically White Pine and Silver Fork) not
yet gobbled up by ski resorts, to not host the Olympics
in the Salt Lake City watershed, to not expand ski
areas or their amenities outside of their existing (circa
1985) permit boundaries, but also laid the foundation
for Salt Lake County’s Foothills and Canyons Overlay
Zone (FCOZ). This ordinance, which has become the
subject of many of SOC’s battles, was put in place to
protect all slopes greater than 30%; establish stream
setbacks to protect stream functionality, water quality
and sensitive riparian habitats; preserve the beauty and
aesthetics of the canyon environment; and provide for
safe vehicular and pedestrian transportation along the
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highways. FCOZ, while its intentions have been good
has proven to be poor in practice, one needs only to
look at Travesty, I mean Tavaci, at the mouth of Big
Cottonwood Canyon or the development that has
taken place around Silver Lake near Brighton (Tavaci is
now part of Cottonwood Heights, but the approval and
variance was given by Salt Lake County). Our general
feeling is that this is not because of the ordinance itself,
rather after years of legal challenges the loopholes in
this ordinance have been exposed and have yet to be
revisited and closed.

Right now, a new process to update the ‘89 Canyons
Master Plan is underway. The State of Utah, Salt Lake
County, Salt Lake City, and the US Forest Service have
hired Envision Utah to facilitate a public dialogue
about the future of our canyons called Wasatch Canyons
Tomorrow. Transportation specialists, Ski Utah, wildlife
biologists, concerned citizens and user groups,
protectors of our watershed, planners from all walks
of life, just to name a few, make up the stakeholder
groups which are hard at work devising a new round of
surveys so that the public can once again, identify what
they most treasure about this stunning area. So far, one
public open house/online survey received input from
over 2,000 concerned citizens, just a drop of water in
the sea of visits this area sees each year. Topics ranging
from transportation alternatives (which includes
the long time dream of the ski industry - a gondola
interconnect system) to recreation management to
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resort management will all be subject to public input.
It is absolutely imperative that every single member
of Save Our Canyons participate in this process. After
all the outcome will lead to the future of recreation,
development and transportation. Tough decisions will
certainly need to be made.

Save Our Canyons has been participating as a
member of the steering and technical committees and
the scenarios that have been devised by our peers are
both daunting and hopeful. Our hope is that the public
reinforce what it has been saying for the past 20 years.
Our canyons are too precious to be gobbled up by ski
resorts, development of sensitive lands - particularly
those that are near streams and lakes - need to be
preserved, some solution to our transit woes needs to

be devised but needs to be available to the daily user not
just an amenity for the ski areas, watershed protection
is of the utmost importance, and the beauty and access
to this place needs to be protected and maintained in
a way that future generations of people will still be
able to explore the natural wonders of our backyard.
With population in the valley predicted to double in 30
years, we are sure to see changes in the places we go to
recreate, in the places we seek solitude, in the quality
of our water, and our overall quality of life. Please take
an hour of your time to get involved in the Wasatch
Canyons Tomorrow process.

On Nov. 4th & 5th, public open houses were held throughout the
Salt Lake Valley. If you were unable to attend you can visit http://
www.wasatchcanyons.slco.org/ and take the survey online. Q

Happy Event

SOC’s invaluable Havilah Mills became Havilah Martak on
August, 1st 2009 at Storm Mountain Amphitheater in Big Cottonwood
Canyon when she and James Martak tied the knot. They were married

after dating for 8 1/2 years and spent their week-long honeymoon in
San Francisco.
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S,

Site of Tavaci, Terry Diehl’s proposed development
near the mouth of Big Cottonwood Canyon. (See page 14)

The GOOD, the BAD, the UGLY, and the USEFUL

GOOD. During the next two winters the National
Park Service will
restrict the num-
ber of allowed
snowmobiles in
the park to 318
per day, down
from the former
high of 720 per
day. The limits
have been hotly
contested with the Park Service pitted against the
State of Wyoming. If the goal is to allow public enjoy-
ment of national parks while preserving wildlife and
the wildness of the places, this can best be realized by
limiting the number of motorized vehicles in the park
and the routes they can use.

GOOD. New Utah Gary Herbert has signed a con-
servation easement with Utah Open Lands protecting
the ecologically and archeologically significant Galena
Tract of land in Draper, near the Jordan River Galena
Property to become open space forever. We are de-
lighted to learn of this final solution of a long-stand-
in%struggle, and congratulate the Governor, the folks
at Utah Open Lands and the Utah Rivers Council, as
well as the Tribal Leaders and all of Utah’s Native
Americans. We say that every day that the sun rises
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and sets on that land is another occasion for celebra-
tion.

BAD. Among his many notable public roles, Utah
State Representative Mike Noel is a prominent global
warming skeptic — if not an outright denier. In Au-
gust his Interim Public Utilities and Technology Com-
mittee of the Utah House held hearings. Witness Tom
Tripp, a metallurgist from US Magnesium, was intro-
duced as a Nobel Prize winner (he belongs to a large
organization that won the prize) and was the only
speaker who had any scientific background what-
soever. No climatologist was invited. Many people
seem to have no idea about how science works or
how scientific consensus is reached.

GOOD, but. Speaking of Nobel prizes, U.S. econo-
mist Elinor Ostrom shared this year’s Nobel Prize in
economics. She is the first woman to win this prize
and we congratulate her. Professor Ostrum received
the prize for work that showed how common resourc-
es — forests, fisheries, oil fields, or grazing lands — can
be managed successfully by the people who use them
rather than by governments or private companies.

We have not read her writings on this subject, but

doubt that her study included many examples from
the state of Utah.
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BAD. Interconnect, like werewolves, seems to be a
threat forever. Who needs a mega-resort that includes
Park City, Deer Valley, Brighton, Solitude, Alta and
Snowbird all connected by lifts or trams or tunnels or
trains? It would make all of them less attractive than
any one of them now. To see the latest hype go to
http:/ /utahconnect.blogspot.com/1970/02/intercon-
nect-trains-and-automobiles.html

BAD. We have known it for a long time but the fact
that Utah beauty is for sale to the highest bidder just
gotten more egregious. The 20,000 sq. ft. home of
John Huntsmam. Sr. along with its 64 acres of moun-
tain land in Deer Valley has been listed for sale at $55
million. It's got
12 bedrooms, 16
bathrooms, swim-
ming pool, fitness
room, and water-
fall, among other
amenities. They
own it all and the
town let them
build it but you
have to scratch
your head, don’t
you. This is precisely what National Parks and Wil-
derness Areas keep from becoming the universal fate
of our beauty spots.

USEFUL. Richard Shaw publisher of the Sun Advo-
cate, “Carbon County’s Spookiest Local Newspaper

Since 1981” has written a staff column in the paper’s
October 13, 2009 edition. It's an ambitious and sar-

castic piece entitled “Let’s Create Wasatch Mountain
National Park.” The basic idea is to ridicule the idea
of protecting federal lands in the Wasatch by outlin-

ing a mock proposal for National Park status to pro-
tect federal, private and state lands in the area. The
column, based on very shaky geographic knowledge
and wildly misinformed notions on federal land law,
is a comprehensive encyclopedia of misunderstand-
ings, fallacies and sententious propaganda. As such,
it’s a really useful document. Look it up on the web
and get a kick out of it.

UGLY. Terry Diehl is at it again. After constructing
the road to nowhere the infamous (at least to SOC)
developer of Tavaci, is eying the proposed Canyon
Resort Residential zone that Cottonwood Heights is
currently in the process of considering. On October
13th Mr. Diehl went before the Cottonwood Heights
City Council and presented his concept design for the
Tavaci development under the currently drafted Can-
yon Resort Residential ordinances recommendations.
Diehl’s proposal suggests 8 luxury condo buildings
with heights of up to 75 ft. and up to 20 units per
building; a significant increase in density. You will
note in the picture of the property that the lots aren’t
exactly selling like hot cakes.

UGLY. There is a proposal to build a 10-lot subdivi-
sion on Patsey Marley Hill at the gateway to Albion
Basin. The Alta Planning Commission recommended
the council deny the application, citing its failure to
meet requirements for water and sewer service, emer-
gency-vehicle access, winter parking and setbacks
from natural waterways. The affected area along

the bottom of the road from Alta to Albion Basin is a
wildflower garden of great beauty. The Town of Alta
government has yet to act on the proposal. Q

Want to know more about
Save Our Canyons?

Save Our Canyons is happy to announce the completion of a presentation that can be
given to schools, community groups, clubs — any place where people congregate.

If you would like to hear about Save Our Canyons’ Wilderness Proposals,
History, Current Issues and Events,
we would love to come and visit with your organization, group or class.

Everyone has a stake in the health of the Wasatch Mountains.

contact: saveourcanyons.org or telephone 801- 363-7283 to book the presentation.
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Recently the long-awaited Ken Burns documen-
tary, The National Parks —America’s Best Idea, ap-
peared on PBS stations. Everyone should watch
it. It is not a travelogue. The series is a block-
buster 12-hour epic so you have plenty of time to
relish the fascinating, often little-known, stories
of the people who played crucial roles in bring-
ing the parks into being.

You will learn that every national park’s
creation involved fervent opposition —usually
from commercial interests, political problems
often centering on states’ rights, sometimes
expulsion of inhabitants, sometimes great
political leaders like Teddy and Franklin
D. Roosevelt, and sometimes generous
philanthropic actions by wealthy and far-seeing
and men and women. The cast of characters is
huge and as varied as that of a Dickens novel.

There are heroes, oddballs and scoundrels galore.

You will hear from passionately involved
members of the National Park Service, past and
present. You will wish that you knew them
and find their dedication mind-boggling. Some
of their stories are uplifting, some very funny.
Some, like John Muir’s effort to save Hetch
Hetchy valley in Yosemite from being flooded by
a reservoir, are sad.

You will realize that, after all the bitter op-
position becomes only a memory, the very oppo-
nents themselves come to treasure the parks they
fought against. The creation of Grand Teton Na-
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Film Review

Ken Burns
and
Our National Parks

By Gale Dick, SOC president

tional Park brought out sagebrush rebels of Wyo-

ming in force. Now the Tetons appear proudly
on Wyoming license plates.

But the really striking fact that is emphasized
over and over again is that, in every case, a Na-
tional Park came into being because of the dedi-
cation of an individual or a small group of stren-
uously involved people who had the patience
and energy to pursue their goal for as long as it
took to attain it. This, and the never-ending op-
position of commercial interests, forms the main
theme of the creation of our National Parks.

It is hard to imagine anyone who would not
be moved and also humbled by watching this
series. There is a challenge to all of us in its story.
What roles must we play to preserve our mag-
nificent heritage?

Watch it.

It will inspire you and touch your heart.
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** Attention To All Soc Members™*

Save Our Canyons has recently upgraded our membership database
so that we can better reach all of you that are so critical to the suc-
cess of our work to protect the Wasatch Mountains. We ask that you
please log on to our website at www.saveourcanyons.org/updateinfo
and provide us with your most current contact information.

Correspondence with our membership is absolutely the most impor-
tant thing we can do to protect the areas that we treasure. We respect
your privacy and assure you that this online form is a safe and secure
means of updating your contact information with our organization.
Thank you in advance for taking a few moments to help us get to
know you better so that we may all continue to protect the beauty

and wildness of the Wasatch canyons, mountains, and foothills.! ----
Thanks! Carl Fisher
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