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SPECIAL ARMAGEDDON ISSUE

The map below shows proposed ski lifts in the central Wasatch.
If completed these lifts would create a mega-resort on public
land and greatly reduce the increasingly popular
backcountry terrain.
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This issue of the Save Our Canyons quarterly
newsletter is dedicated to the unprecedented
attack on the central Wasatch presented by a very
large array of proposals from ski resorts, private
developers, and county government agencies.

Rick Steiner, a former SOC board member
and ardent friend of the Wasatch called this a
Wasatch Armageddon and the expression is not
an exaggeration.

Years ago in 1970s Alexis Kelner put together
a slide show that SOC showed around town to
ﬁarden clubs, scouting groups and anyone who

ad a monthly meeting that wanted a program.
Among the slides was as series of sketched maps
showing in red currently existing ski resorts,
their known expansion plans at the time and a
nightmare extrapolation of a red blob covering
allgof the central Wasatch. That nightmare is now
confronting us in broad daylight.

Jeff Niermefyer, head of Salt Lake City’s
Department of Public Utilities, recently voiced his
alarm as he contemplated a map of the proposals
on or soon to be on the table:

¢ A tram to connect Solitude and The
Canyons

# Park City Mountain Resort’s proposed lifts
in the Guardsman Pass area connecting to a
glide path to Brighton

® A recent proposed expansion of Solitude
resort into Silver Fork canyon, rejected for
the time being by the U.S. Forest Service but
lurking in the wings.

# A Solitude proposed lift from Honeycomb
canyon to Alta’s Grizzly Gulch

¢ Alta’s proposed lift from Alta to the top of
Grizzly

¢ Snowbird’s hope for a tram connecting
Hidden Peak to the top of American Fork
Twins

# Private landowners’ proposal form a 200-
house development in south Cardiff Fork
along with a lift up that canyon

President’s Message

Wasatch
Armageddon

¢ Alta’s controversial proposed lift up
Flagstaff Peak

4 Proposed amendments to Salt Lake
County’s Foothills and Canyons Overlay
Zone ordinances (FCOZ) that would
eliminate precisely those requirements that
its Board of Adjustment cited in their rejection
of Snowbird’s proposed mountain coaster on
Mt. Superior. (SOC played a significant role
in the formulation of FCOZ.)

Intimidating, aren’t they?

So what can be done? Our aim in this
newsletter is to point out what we see as
immediate and serious threats to the soundness
of our watershed, the integrity of our public lands
and the wildness and habitat that they provide
along with some ideas about how to solve the
transportation problems that are becoming critical
in Big and Little Cottonwood canyons.

We will also share some thoughts about what
all of us can do to meet these threats by making
it very clear to our lawmakers and civil servants
that we are with the overwhelming majority
of Salt Lake Valley residents who want a clean
watershed, strictly controlled development and
a true solution to these transportation problems
that isn’t just a method to pack more and more
visitors into the endangered mountain terrain of
the Wasatch.

The Forest Service, Salt Lake City and Salt Lake
County have authority and tools to address these
issues. They must use them and not undertake
to weaken them. The possible severe damage to
the Wasatch that looms must become a prominent
issue in our choices of public officials at all levels:
city, county, state and national. Let the ballot box
speak for you. Let your elected officials know, in
no uncertain terms where you stand. — Gale Dick

See page 5 for contact information for your
elected representatives and newspapers.
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War on the Wasatch

By Carl Fisher, Executive Director

There isaunified, unprecedented warbeing waged on
the Wasatch. Development interests have picked off
politicians like Mayor Peter Corroon to loosen land use
regulations; they have turned longtime environmental
advocates like Ted Wilson into cheerleaders for ski area
development in our watershed. They have co-opted
an overwhelming majority of our Utah Delegation
suliporting the, “Wilderness and Roadless Area
Release Act” which would halt the designation of any
US Forest Service Roadless areas as Wilderness, and
have successfully enticed the US Forest Service to allow
developments on public land over the preservation of
them. These of course are only a few of the threats but
it does show a snippet of how far-reaching the assault
on the Wasatch is (a more comprehensive list can be
found in the President’s Message on Page 2 and Map
on the cover).

In October, we sat down with Mayor Peter Corroon,
his Planning Director, and Public Works Director after
learning of proposed changes to the Foothills and
CanyonsOverlay Zone (FCOZ) apparently attherequest
of the Mayor. Save Our Canyons was instrumental in
the creation of FCOZ and the changes coming from the
Mayor’s Office eviscerate the purpose of the ordinance
anc?l will lead to increased development of the canyons.
All this so Snowbird can build a rollercoaster on
Superior and in the face of the hundreds of people who
protested its construction and the information gathered
through the Wasatch Canyons Tomorrow Process
which found the public wanted “No more expansion
of the ski resorts outside their current configuration
(94% Support),” “Asking
Salt Lake County to
simply enforce existing
regulations orstrengthen
land use regulations
(96 % Support).”
Over 16,000 people
participated in  this
study, one of the
heaviest participations
in public processes ever
undertaken in this area.

When Save Our
Canyons brought this
information to the Salt
Lake County Planning
Commission, they threw
it out calling it a biased
study because not every
one in the county was
required to participate.
If we can’t use studies
initiatedandparticipated
in by the County, City,
State, and US Forest
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Service, and we can’t use their opinions and data, what
are we to use? At the end of the day, the Mayor stated he
had to make these changes for the resorts, because they
accuse him of pandering to an environmental minority
in not allowing the development of our canyons. The
Wasatch Tomorrow report shows this is not a minority
but a staggering majority.

We think that the resorts again threatened, as they did
in 2009, to introduce legislation allowing them to leave
the county and join adjacent municipalities in order to
accomplish their overwhelming developmental goals
in our watershed. If indeed this does happen, we hope
these municipalities don’t cave in to zone shopping,
following the example of Salt Lake County when it
stated it wouldn’t stand for Terry Diehl’s latest threats
to leave Cottonwood Heights in order to get a better
zoning deal in Salt Lake County for his controversial
Tavaci.

Throughout this Newsletter you will find opinions
from various individuals regarding the pressures
confronting the Wasatch today. We have had the
opportunity to sound off doing numerous interviews
on the radio, on television and in print. Our hope
is that you form your own opinion, make it heard,
align it with other opinions similar to yours and let
our leaders know that we will not stand idly by and
watch our watershed and our Wasatch be turned into
a private playground. We need to make certain that
these corporate interests know they have the privilege
of sharing this resource and our public lands, not the
right to change the face of these public domains and
forever alter the wildness and beauty of our
Wasatch Range.

This next year, Save Our Canyons will
enter its 40th year of existence and will be
celebrating every battle it has fought over
those four decades. Right now, however,
rather than coming over a period of 40 years,
the impending threats have come all at once.
Save Our Canyons is committed not only to
stopping proposals which harm our public
lands and watershed, but also committed to
finding and supporting solutions that stand
to better the environment of the Wasatch. O

Produced by SOC during the early 1970’s this
poster depicted what was, at that time, a
response to rampant development proposed at
Snowbird. The gorilla - sans dollar sign - was
a feature of the resort’s advertising program.

Today, the massive plans of Utah’s ski in-

dustry may result in even more harm to the
Wasatch’s delicate mountain environments.
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THE WASATCH: An Integral Pillar
of Our Utah Quality of Life & Our Economy

By Peter Metcalf,
Founder and CEO of Black Diamond Equipment, Ltd.

Black Diamond came to Salt Lake City over twenty
years ago. It was the lure of the Wasatch mountains
that brought us here. The Wasatch not only offered
some of the finest concentrated lift skiing in America, it
contained some of the best backcountry skiing, hiking,
climbing, biking and pure alpine aesthetic.  From
our experiences here in Utah and the feedback we
receive from our customers, all these attributes share
the marquee equally (not to mention the clean pure
drinking water 1t offers us, it’s citizens).

Unfortunately, the Wasatch is a small mountain
range and a growing population and visitation puts
considerable pressure on it. The space limitations and
sometimes conflicting uses have created a territoriality
among the various constituencies of recreation users
which imposes on us, as representatives of these
various constituencies, to ensure that a good balance
is maintained. We, at Black Diamond, believe we
have achieved a good balance thus far and any future
alterations to the Wasatch may tip that balance and tip
itin an adverse direction. Although we each have our
own agendas, we should ensure that we are not selfish
in our goals. Just as we share the earth and have a
responsibility to protect the global “commons” of air,
water, etc., we have a similar responsibility to respect
the “commons” of the Wasatch, its wilderness canyons
and watersheds.

The mechanized skiing of the Wasatch gets the
lion’s share of national public attention, as perhaps it
should, since it is among the best in the world. But
we should not forget the special quality of the Wasatch
wilderness and w%at it offers and brings to Utah. No
doubt, Black Diamond’s roots are in the backcountry.
And it was this grounding that planted the seed that
inspired other outdoor recreation businesses to also
come to Utah and forge what is rapidly becoming an
outdoor business ecosystem.

I, as the person wﬁ,o the championed and led the
efforts to bring the Outdoor Retail show to Salt Lake,
the largest tradeshow in the State and one which
brings in tens of millions of dollars to Utah, as well as
recruit other companies to move here, know very well
that the proximity of Salt Lake City to true wilderness
commanded as much importance in their decisions to
locate here as the ski areas did. Simply, this proximity
of city and wilderness makes a statement. The OR
show identifies with that statement as do the outdoor
companies streaming in to make their home here. And,
no doubt, much of the population of Salt Lake and its
surrounds as well as other parts of Utah are here for the
same reason. The recently conducted Envision Utah
Public process clearly coni%]rmed this. It is indisputable
that the wilderness of the Wasatch is a valuable asset
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and it is indisputable that it needs some well-defined
guidelines to preserve its future. The majority of our
citizens are on record as being in favor of this.

Asstated, webelieve we have reached ahomeostasis.
We understand that ski areas, for marketing purposes
and other similar reasons, need to continue with
improvements. The improvement “buzz” is good
for business. We believe, however, that there is much
space left within the current ski area boundaries for
further lifts, restaurants and the like. There is no need
for them to expand into peripheral canyons, some of
which are the jewels of the Wasatch.

Bruce Tremper, who for many years has headed
up the Utah Avalanche Forecast Center, believes that
on any given Saturday or Sunday, there are as many
people skiing the Wasatch backcountry as are at any
single resort. The backcountry, from participation
numbers is like another major ski resort in the Wasatch
and deserves equal attention for its winter attributes
and even more regard with respect to its myriad of
summer offerings.

In recognition of the uniqueness and importance
of the wilderness of the Wasatch, we believe that
there are certain areas that need to be preserved as
congressionally established Wilderness. As stated,
these are the jewels of the Wasatch. They include the
White Pine and Red Pine drainages as well as the Silver
Fork, Mineral Fork and Cardiff areas. These appear
to be the most controversial areas with regard to
development in this collaborative process to determine
the future of our mountain range, primarily because of
their proximity to existing ski areas. Aside from their
crucial importance as watershed, the lesser impact of
backcountry usages help preserve their unique alpine
aesthetic. Accordingly, their use should be reserved
for those activities that create the least and non-
mechanically accessed impact. While we understand
that there are ski lifts visible throughout the upper Little
Cottonwood canyon area, none crest the ridgeline. To
allow a lift to do so would create a whole new visual
impact which we submit would be a detraction in the
Wasatch and one that would diminish the mountain
aesthetic experience for users and visitors to the range.
As a result, we cannot support it.

The area on the North side of Big Cottonwood
Canyon adjacent to Solitude is also an area we believe
worthy of preservation. It is an area that is easily
accessible and heavily used for recreation. We have
had feedback from Utah lift skiers that they appreciate
the Big and Little Cottonwood canyon skiing more
than tl%e Park City side skiing, largely because of the
alpine vistas and lack of surrounding development in
the Cottonwoods. Development on the north side of
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Big Cottonwood would destroy the alpine vista and
destroy a readily accessible and very popular area
for backcountry skiing and hiking. We would never
consider removing a popular ski lift to create more
backcountry skiing and an area such as this, given
its high usage, should be understood with the same
perspective and given the same deference.

While the areas I cite here as our primary concern
only comprise a small portion of the Wasatch, they
encompass the most accessible and best hiking,
backcountry skiing and scenic wilderness areas
in the mountain range, not to mention excellent
watershed. Thus, to sacrifice them because of their
small acreage would be a mistake. The Wasatch is a
rugged range and generally has limited access. As a
result, we believe White Pine, Cardiff, Silver Fork et.
al. have unique importance. There may be relatively
abundant wilderness already designated but the areas
we highlight here deserve protection because of their
access as well as their unique qualities.

There is an adage with regard to wilderness that
once it is gone, it is gone for good. We believe that to
be true and would hope that this truism is taken into
account in determining where wilderness should be

in the Wasatch. No doubt lift-serviced ski areas help
define Utah. Some would submit, however, that we
have enough lift skiing already. = We have thirteen
resorts and others planned in the Oquirrh Range.
We also have some of the finest wilderness and we
cannot forget or disregard that fact. It would be too
easy for it to disappear. We need to think not only of
ourselves but also of future generations. ~One need
only look at Europe, which has very little wilderness
and, instead, has development and lift-serviced skiing
interconnecting throughout the Alps. Ski lifts and
related development are virtually everywhere youlook.
Europeans visit here and marvel at our national parks
and wilderness as a result. We need to understand that
we have something special here. We can learn from the
European experience. We can preserve what we have
for our offspring, their offspring and ourselves and so
on. We need to share it unselfishly and recognize that
our individual interests may not be consistent with
the general good. We believe that we have reached
a balance, which seems equitable and we should not
tamper with it. We owe it to the viability of Utah now
and in the future. d

How to Contact Your Elected Representatives

ELECTED OFFICIALS

Lt. Governor Greg Bell
http:/ /www,utah.gov /ltgovernor/ contact/index.html

Mayor Peter Corroon
http:/ / www.slco.org/ tools/ mail / mail.cfm?PID=22&OID=11100

Mayor Ralph Becker
mayor@slcgov.com

Congressman Jim Matheson
https:/ /forms.house.gov/matheson/ contact.shtml

Senator Orrin Hatch
http:/ /hatch.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/email-orrin

LETTERS AND EDITORIALS

Salt Lake Tribune
http:/ /www.sltrib.com /pages/help#letters

Deseret News
http:/ / www / deseretnews.com/site / feedback /

If you need help, more information, or additional contact info
please call the Save Our Canyons Office (801) 363-SAVE (7283)
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Watershed, Wilderness,
and the Wasatch

By Gayle Parry, SOC Trustee

A watershed is an area where all the water flows to a certain point. The land from which the water drains is called a
watershed. Large watersheds are made from smaller ones.

Wilderness and water are hotbutton words evoking
strong and sometimes bitter emotions in the
people of Utah. These words help define our politics,
the way we make our livings, our recreation, the places
we live, and our physical, and for some, our spiritual
health. In the towering Wasatch Mountains above Salt
Lake City, wilderness and water have come together
in an altogether different sense than the wilderness
debates in other parts of the state. While it is true that
wilderness designation would give better protection
to the environment of our canyons, its major, and
most important contribution would be to provide the
next step in water managers’ efforts to keep our water
ure.

The Salt Lake City Department of Public Utilities
has consistently met the changing water challenges
that have come uﬁ through the years using the two-
pronged approach of protecting the watershed and
treating the water. It is to their credit that the people
living at the foot of the Wasatch Mountains, more than
half of whom use water from the Wasatch canyons, has
such high quality water, water that exceeds national
standards. To keep it that way, water managers must
always think ahead, especially when considering what
is already cominghtheir way. Increased tourism and
population growth, continuing development, stricter
water standards, and climate change are formidable
hurdles to be dealt with.

Population and tourists: Today, the sheer number
of people using our canyons threatens our fragile
watersheds. Itis predicted that by 2050 the population
of the Salt Lake Valley will have doubled with the
problem of even more overcrowded canyons. As it
1s, the Wasatch-Cache/Uinta National Forest is the
highest used forest in the nation with out-of-state
visitors increasing every year.

LeRoy Hooten, former Director of Salt Lake City
Public Utilities, in his paper, Salt Lake City Watershed
Management Programs: 1847-1997, said that, “The
results of the Wasatch Front Demand /Supply Model
Report published jointly by the Utah Division of Water
Resources and Bureau of Reclamation in 1993 showed
projections that current water demand will nearly
double by 2025 (This was written in 1997) requiring
an additional 196,307 acre-feet of water supply. The
Central Utah Project will only deliver a portion of
this water. Therefore, much of this new water will
have to come from reuse of low quality water from
irrigation and treated sewage effluent combined with
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conservation. The Wasatch Canyon supplies will be the
most desirable source compared to the alternatives.”

Development: Development adds to the
population threat to our watersheds. Ski companies
understandably want to make upgrades and continue
to expand. That is their business. It is the business of
county governments to make sure that these resorts
do not overstep to the point of degrading our water.
Unfortunately, some planning commissions don’t take
this into account and make changes to ordinances that
favor ski resorts over good land management.

The expansion ofg ski resorts not only attracts
more people with their attendant problems, but the
buildings and parking lots cover acres of soil that
could absorb, filter, and release water slowly into the
streams. Instead, parking lots and buildings release
water into the streams more quickly and contribute
petroleum products such as gas and oil. Watersheds are
also threatened by real estate developments associated
with ski resorts.

Water Standards and Treatment: Technology
and more stringent drinking water standards have
changed so that water may be treated differently than
in the past. During the late 1800s and well into the 20th
Century, Salt Lake City experienced a serious tyfhoid
epidemic that took many lives. Between 1913 and 1920
new water management initiatives were put into place
that included Ch§orination of the water, however, the
tﬁphoid epidemic was not completely eradicated until
the early 1940s. The introduction of chlorination to
purify water resulted in mortality rates falling by 40%
throughout the United States.

Chlorination and measuring coliform bacteria
eventually became the standard tool in Salt Lake City
watershed management of water purity. Coliform
bacteria counts indicate the degree to which a stream
is contaminated. It also helps to determine whether
watershed management is working. Coliform bacteria
are found inhabiting the intestines of humans and
animals. Giardia and Cryptosporidium are found in
our raw water supply, but have not been found in our
treated drinking water supply.

The newest world water c}ll’lallenge is the discovery
of micro pollutants in drinking water that chemists
have not been able to see until recently. They are
infinitesimally small traces of plastic, birth control pills,
hormones, anti-depressants and other medicines that
we take. All of this is also a challenge for our water
managers.
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Climate Change: On September 25th, The Salt Lake
Tribune published a special section by Brandon Loomis
devotecF to the problem of spruce and pine beetles
attacking trees. South Central Utah and the Uinta
Mountains are suffering from an infestation of these
beetles as well as other places. The article said that,
“The Forest Service has found that higher temperatures
aid and speed beetle production. The Utah Climate
Center at Utah State University finds that since 1970 the
mercury has risen swiftly when it counts most--more
than 3 degrees on average during bug-killing winter
lows at a monitoring station at Capitol Reef National
Park. Beetles, have taken 2 million acres of Utah forest
since about the year 2000. Getting closer to home the
article states that, “At Brighton, for instance, the mean
annual temperature on its spruce-lined slopes is expected to
rise by century’s end above the 1961-90 current norm by a
whopping 5 1/2 degrees Celsius.”

Losing these treesis aserious threat to our watershed
in the Wasatch because their roots store groundwater
and slow runoff. This reduces flooding. In addition,
the forest floor acts like a huge sponge that inhibits
soils and contaminants from entering streams.

One disconcerting model of the effect of future
climate warming that scientists predict could happen
in our mountains would be a winter scenario where
the lower slopes of our mountains would have rain

while the upper slopes would continue to have snow
diminishing winter storage of water as snow. In this
case, the water would partially run off all year instead
of in the spring with troubling implications for water
management.

Why is wilderness so important? Wilderness
wetlands are low risk to water purity because of
their isolation. They already contain water of a high
quality uncontaminated by residential, commercial
and recreation users. This kind of water doesn’t cost
so much to treat, takes less energy to treat, and is better
for public health. Wilderness regulations do not allow
development or motorized vehicles. It is imperative
thatRepresentative Jim Matheson’s Wasatch Wilderness
Bill is passed if we want the best water available for
our citizens.l

REFERENCES:

1. Fishman, Charles. The Big Thirst. fP Free Press, a
division of Simon and Schuster, Inc. 2011.

2. Salt Lake Department of Public Utilities. “Drink
Up! Your Water’s Safe” (2004).

3. Salt Lake Tribune, September 25, 2011, “Threats
Beset Utah’s Spruce.” Brandon Loomis.

4. Salt Lake City Watershed Management Programs:
1847-1997. LeRoy Hooten, Jr.

BIG COTTONWOOD CANYON

Approximately one fifth of Salt Lake City’s culinary water supply
comes from this watershed’s surface runoff.
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SKi Areas Will Not Stop
Until They Have it All

By William McCarvill,
The Wasatch Mountain Club’s Conservation Director

ki areas in the Wasatch have taken much of the

high altitude, beginner and intermediate safe
terrain for winter recreation. Their expansion plans
will take over more of what is left leaving those
who do not want to buy a lift ticket or recreate
in crowds fewer options. These options include
steeper, more challenging terrain with longer,
harder approaches. This makes it difficult for
beginner and intermediate skiers and snowshoers
to learn and enjoy their outings. They will also
enter into terrain that is more dangerous and that
requires a higher level of skill and conditioning
to enjoy safely. The ski areas will offer this prime
terrain to their customers while locals are unfairly
pushed into more restricted terrain. Add this to the
consumption of backcountry snow by helicopter
operations and locals will be relegated to the
margins. The last option is to drive significant
distances even if they live at the bottom of the
canyons.

It is no accident that the ski areas are where
they are. They occupy high bowls and ridges that
harvest snow earl}iland deep. They encompass less
steep terrain that has much to ofter beginner and
intermediate skiers and snowboarders. The less
steep terrain is safer in light of avalanches. Access
is easy, just step out of the car. Access to the side
canyons of Little and Big Cottonwood Canyons
however, typically starts lower than the parking
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lots of the resorts resulting in long approaches into
deep steep sided canyons. Ski areas were carved
out of the best locations, now they seem to want
an even greater share of what remains.

In the west, ski areas are usually located far
from urban centers excepting those that have
sprung up because of the ski resort. Ski areas
occupy less than 0.1% of National Forest lands.
Those seeking backcountry experience have many
options to avoid paying for recreation on public
lands. In contrast, there are seven ski areas within
30 miles of Salt Lake City, and four are in the
central Wasatch primarily on Forest Service lands.
Ski areas take up almost 8% of the Forest Service
land in the Central Wasatch. This is 80 times the
density of ski areas in all National Forests. The ski
areas take up enough of the Wasatch today; if they
want to expand they should go to more remote
parts of Utah or other states. They control much
of our best ski country; it is simply unfair for them
to take more.

Since the Wasatch Mountains are so close to
our cities, there has been a history and tradition
of residents enjoying the National Forest both
summer and winter without buying a lift ticket.
We are being driven from our mountains by simple
greed catering to rich out-of-towners. We do not
fleed Elheir money so badly that we kill what we
ove.
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Rick Reese

Rick grew up in Salt Lake where he was introduced to the
Wasatch Range as small child. In his early teens he started
climbing, and subsequently pioneered many of the classic
rock climbs in the range and skied much of the Wasatch
backcountry. He served on the 1989 Salt Lake County
Wasatch Canyons Master Plan committee, and chaired the
Bonneville Shoreline Trail Committee for nearly 20 years.
He was a climbing ranger in Grand Teton National Park
in the 60’s, and during his years in Montana, organized the
founding of the Greater Yellowstone Coalition and served
as director of the Yellowstone Institute in Yellowstone
National Park. He retired from the University of Utah in
2003 and lives in Bozeman, Montana

Guest Editorial

Effective Advocacy
By Rick Reese

Yet again, another contentious issue is unfolding
over the future of the Wasatch canyons--this time
focusing on a proposed ski lift from the Canyons Resort
on the Park City side of the divide, to the Solitude
Resort in Big Cottonwood Canyon. For years, certain
interests have proposed an “interconnect” between
the Summit County resorts-- Park City, Deer Valley,
and The Canyons—with Brighton, Solitude, Alta and
Snowbird. But this time there is a difference: The
Canyons is pursuing their project with unusual vigor
in a “go-it-alone” effort to get their lift, with little
apparent consideration for how it may affect a broad
range of other interests, public and private, on both
sides of the divide. Therein lies the major immediate
problem with the Canyons proposal, but it may be a
problem that offers new opportunity to advocate for
an alternative.

Effective advocacy requires that we be for something,
rather than simEly against something. The Canyons
project has a higher chance of success in the absence of
a better alternative.

We need to ask if there is a common root at the
base of many of the problems plaguing the canyons-
-congestion, traffic jams diminishing air and water
quality, shrinking opportunities for high quality
recreational experience, fill in the blanks. I happen to
believe the root problem is cars and an unsustainable
level of ever-increasing vehicular volume in Big and
Little Cottonwood canyons, a situation that in the
absence of major changes, will choke the Cottonwood
resorts, making the trip to and from the canyons, and
parking there, increasingly difficult. If, as a community,
we can provide transit alternatives and dramatically
reduce auto travel, we'll also address a large range of
related problems.

But this crippling volume of vehicles, and its spin-
offs, cannot be addressed one lift at a time, one resort at
a time, one highway at a time, and probably not even
one county at a time. What's needed, and now, is a
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comprehensive, area-wide planning effort to work out
a system of transportation to, from, and between, the
seven-resort complex in the upper Cottonwoods and
neighboring Summit County. This is what we need to
be for.

We need to join with the broadest possible range
of others to promote, support and participate in such

a planning process, and to ask Taliskar and others
who are currently considering more lifts, trams and
gondolas, to hold off until all of us, together, can work
out new solutions to the problems facing this entire
seven-resort complex. An(f to do it in a manner that
serves both the public interest and the interests of a
healthy, durable economy.

So, this is about far more than the dust-up over just
the Taliskar project itself; but that project assumes great
significance for what could follow in its wake. If it
were approved and built before an area-wide planning
effort, it could provide an enormous incentive for others
to quick(lif follow suit. It's difficult to imagine that Park
City and Deer Valley would be content with their
skiers having to travel to The Canyons to link up with
Big and Little Cottonwood. Likewise, a lift from The
Canyons to Solitude would deliver skiers to Solitude,
but the more desirable destination for many of them
will be Alta-Snowbird (and a means of getting back to
Big Cottonwood). A series of connecting lifts would
be irresistible.

Once that cascade begins, it could become “every
resort for itself” with major players losing the incentive
to cooperate ona comprehensive transportation system.
And, most importantly, none of it would significantly
reduce the number of vehicles—the like% root of
the most vexing issues now facing the Cottonwood
canyons.

As the citizens of the Wasatch, and our elected
city, county, state and federal officials wrestle with
the question of what is an “acceptable” level of
“development” in these canyons, let's acknowledge
and carefully measure the real trade-offs that are before
us. If we opt to give up even more clean air, more pure
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water, more untrammeled open space—whether by
conscious intent, through “incremental non-decisions,”
failure to act, or simply default--let’s at least do it with
an open, public recognition of what will be gained and
what will be lost; and realize that once lost, we’ll never
get it back.

The alternative is to formulate creative, perhaps
even “out-of-the box” thinking, guided by a full
understanding of the trade-offs we’ﬁ make. Consider,
for example, a high capacity bus and permitted
vehicles-only transportation system through Big
Cottonwood Canyon and continuing via a tunnel to
Little Cottonwood, thereby providing bus access to
Alta and Snowbird in the same system. Couple this
with the all-important step of dramatically reducin
the number of private vehicles in Big Cottonwood,
and opening the possibility of ultimately considerin
a winter closing of the Little Cottonwood road wit
access to Alta and Snowbird via the Big Cottonwood
tunnel. Imagine upper Little Cottonwood without cars
and parking lots, and without having to plow that road
or deal with frequent closures for avalanche control.
And imagine the cost savings of that. Now match this
with an electric train-only tunnel from Big Cottonwood
to the resorts on the Park City side of the divide and
all seven resorts are connected; and at the same time
the car problem is resolved. I don’t pretend that this
example is the solution we seek, but it's indicative of

the scale of thinking we need to undertake.

Bold? Complex? Expensive? Yes, all of the above.
But consider for a moment how such a plan could
resolve most of the vexing problems that now plague
the Cottonwoods: chronic auto congestion with it’s
attendant air pollution and carbon footprint, massive
parking problems, highway safety, and the quality of
the visitor experience. Such a plan could also provide
an environment-friendly “Interconnect” between
all seven resorts on both sides of the divide, thereby
precluding the threat of a maze of proposed surface lifts,

ondolas and trams that would otherwise be needed
or a interconnect system. Add to this the possibility of
forging a consensus among a wide range of interests:
all seven ski resorts, the governments of Salt Lake and
Summit counties, the Utah Transit Authority, Utah
Department of Transportation, U..S. Forest Service,
proponents and opponents of an “Interconnect,” and
many others.

Today the people of Salt Lake and Summit counties
still have an opportunity to plan for and protect the
integrity of the Central Wasatch and the particularly
sensitive Cottonwood canyons. But that opportunity is
fleeting.

As icv;ve ask ourselves if we can afford to implement
the measures required to do this, let’s also ask: “How
much more can we afford to lose? And “Can we afford
not to do it?”0

New Mischief
by Utah’s Congressional Delegation

Utah’s four Republican representatives in Congress have announced a new

bill titled “Wasatch Range Recreation Access Enhancement Act, short title:
“SkiLink.” The act, if passed, would “provide for the sale of approximately 30
acres of Federal land in Uinta- Wasatch-Cache National Forest in Salt Lake
County, Utah, to permit the establishment of a minimally invasive transportation
alternative for skiers, called ““SkiLink”’, to connect two ski resorts in the Wasatch
Mountains, and for other purposes.”

At a recent SOC Board of Trustee’s meeting Talisker spokesman Ted Wilson
suggested that such a cable lift system was being “discussed,” but failed to
mention that a land sale of forest/watershed lands was being planned.

Read the proposed bill at Robbishop.house.gov/uploadedfiles/SkiLink.pdf and be

prepared to flood your representatives and senators with your concerns.

Talisker spokesman
Ted Wilson

See page 5.

SOC will keep you informed as the bill winds its way through congress.
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Our Canyons Don’t Need Connecting

By Tom Wharton (Reprinted by permission of The Salt Lake Tribune)

Now his life is full of wonder but his heart still knows some fear
Of a simple thing he cannot comprehend
Why they try to tear the mountains down to bring in a couple more
More people, more scars upon the land — JonN DENVER

Glancing up toward the south-facing
mountain slope of Big Cottonwood Canyon
on a glorious fall afternoon, this verse of “Rocky
Mountain High” echoed inside my head.

This is an area where Canyons and Solitude
ski areas are proposing to connect Park City
and Big Cottonwood Canyon with a tram or lift
throu %1 a largely untouched slope, a lift that
would cross the road to damage part of this
magnificent view.

Thinking about this first in what sometimes
seems like an inevitable connecting of the
Cottonwood canyons with Park City’s resorts
through a system of lifts, I felt a bit of sadness, a
touch of anger and a great deal of confusion.

There may be a few private homes on that
south-facing slope, but much of that mountain
is untouched. Parts of it are public land. My
backcountry skier friends teﬁ me there are some
wonderful bowls there that must be earned. I've
hiked the area in the summer.

Why do we need another lift with all its
towers and infrastructure and

Park City when they want to ski at Solitude

and likely won’t brave the more crowded Big
Cottonwood Road and parking lots if they want
to ski Canyons. Are there really hundreds of
tourists a day making the drive from Canyons to
Solitude as proponents claim? I doubt it.

No, this is all about getting a few more bucks
from rich out-of-state skiers who might be able
to afford the $100-plus day lift ticket so they can
explore another resort without having to drive.

Canyons already boasts that it’s the largest ski
area in Utah. If 4,000 acres aren’t enough terrain
to explore in a day or even a weekend, then how
much terrain is? These promoters already want
another lift in Little Cottonwood Canyon to
connect Alta and Snowbird with Brighton and
Solitude.

Since this is public land, not to mention
valuable watershed for Salt Lake City, citizens
should have a say in this debate. And they
should say no.

As the Salt Lake Valley fills with people, open

space of the type that would

the inevitable tree cutting

to put, as John Denver so
eloquently wrote, more scars
upon the land just to bring in a
couple more dollars?

Proponents are trying to
use the argument that this
lift will cut down on traffic
in Big Cottonwood Canyon
by hundreds of cars. That is
simply nonsense. I don’t know
who did the traffic study that
claims this lift could reduce
the number of cars coming up
the canyon by as much as 10
percent because it doesn’t pass
the smell test.

Let’s tell the truth.

This is a marketing ploy,
gure and simple, to allow
olitude and Canyons to boast
of having 6,000 acres of skiing
served by 28 lifts in two drainages.

It is of little benefit to Salt Lake County skiers,
who certainly won’t make the longer drive to

be damaged by this lift will
become even more valuable
and scarce.

We’ve already brought
too much of the city into our
canyons. Let’s preserve what
we have left of natural beauty.
Let’s leave a few acres of open
space where those who want
to earn powder bowls in the
winter on their own or those
who want to hike a place free
of industrial Earbage in the
summer can have a place to
go. If we need to cut down
traffic, then let’s come up with
incentives for mass transit that
will benefit Utah skiers, not
out-of-staters.

The Wasatch Canyons don't
need Interconnect. If there
needs to be more development
and ski resort expansion, let it occur on the
private land on the Park City side. Don’t ruin
the last remaining vestiges of wildness in the
Cottonwood canyons.

WWWw.saveourcanyons.org
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Rep. Rob Bishop Rep. Jason Chaffetz

-
s
Sen. Mike Lee Sen. Orrin Hatch

The Good, The Bad, and the Ugly

GOOD. On October 21 the 10" U. S. Court of Appeals
upheld a law prohibiting roads on nearly 50 million
acres of forests, including in Utah and nearly every
state with a national forest. Lawyers for Wyoming
and the Colorado Mining Association had contended
it violated the law. Jane Danowitz director of the
Pew Environment Group’s U.S. public lands program
welcomed this decision by saying, “Without the
roadless rule, protection of these national forests
would be left to a patchwork management system
that in the past resulted in millions of acres lost to
logging, drilling and other industrial development.”
SUWA’s Heidi McIntosh said, “It's a pretty definitive
statement.” This is good news for tﬁe management
of the 190 million acres of federal national forest lands
including embattled acres in Utah.

BAD. One way to get around this court ruling would
be to remove these acres from the national forests.
Congress is now considering “The Wilderness and
Roadless Area Release Act” aka “The Great Outdoor
Giveaway”. This bill would summarily cut off
rotection for roadless lands on our local national
orests and all across the country. Not so much as a
nod to acknowledge the hours upon hours of work
between Salt Lake City and Salt Lake County leaders,
water officials, local businesses and conservationists.
Disappointingly, this bill is cosponsored by Utah Reps.
Rob Bishop and Jason Chaffetz and Sens. Orrin Hatch
and Mike Lee. On the chopping block: 3.9 million acres
of roadless lands on Utah’s national forests, and over
a million acres in wilderness study areas administered
by the Bureau of Land Management. In total, the bill
would release from protection four times the amount of
land that is currently protected as wilderness for future
generations. This is an extremely bad BAD indeed.

GOOD. Countering the “Great Outdoor Giveaway”
bill is the Outdoor Industry Coalition, the largest
group participating in the biggest of Salt Lake City’s
conventions, the twice annual Outdoor Retailer trade
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shows. Mark “Roody” Rasmussen, a campaign
organizer and president of Petzl America, a Clearfield-
based climbing-gear company said, “Our industrﬁ
brings some $4 %)illion and 65,000 jobs to the Uta
economy.” Twenty-seven Utah outdoor recreation
and tourism companies have sent a letter to Utah’s
congressional delegation asking for greater support
for protecting public lands and the jobs they provide.
This is another example of the fact that it is unlikely
that extremists in congress will succeed in “returning”
federal lands to private ownership.

GOOD. Pat Bagley, in a Salt Lake Tribune column that
appeared in the Sunday, October 30 edition, has written
an informative and amusing article pointing out the
difficulty of “returning” federal lands to their rightful
owners.  After a review of various archeological
efforts to trace American pre-history Bagley remarks,
“So where does this leave us re: the Original Owners?
Without more rare finds like Kennewick Man, it is
like trying to see the bottom of a very deep well. The
story is probably complicated, with more comings and
goings over 15,000 years than you can shake a stick at.”
Enough, enough! We've got to give up the myth of
some imagined federal land grab that wrested federal
lands from the “rightful ownership” of the state of
Utah. This myth belongs in News of the Weird.

GOOD. A citizen’s C¥roup in Cottonwood Heights
called CHVoters polled City Council candidates before
the recent municipal election there about where they
stood regarding developer Terry Diehl’sidea of building
condominiums, hotels and restaurants on his parcel
near the mouth of Big Cottonwood Canyon. This is
the one, called Tavaci, with the huge and controversial
access road on the left as you enter the canyon. The
candidates, echoing a growing wave of public opinion
in Cottonwood Heights for the most part disapproved
of higher density commercial development on the
land. The good part of this poll is the fact that the issue
is being considered as a hot button political issue in
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Property owner at Tavaci development Roger Keht, at left, is told by developer’s corporate attorney Bruce Baird, at
right, that the property owner will not be permitted to bring his attorney and/or two candidates for City Council to

his property.

the township. More public involvement by concerned
citizens is good.

UGLY. What about that First Amendment right to
freedom of speech? Terry Diehl recently blocked
critics from holding a discussion on zoning issues
within the Tavaci parcel but on private property there.
Property owner Roger Kehr had planned to hold an
informational meeting at his Tavaci property to allow
other Cottonwood Heights residents to hear from
two City Council candidates. At the security gate Mr.

WWW.Saveourcanyons.org

Kehr was told by Diehl’s attorney Bruce Baird, that he
would be allowed access to his lot, but could not take his
ﬁuests there. Not even his attorney! “There’s a difference

etween a controlled environment and a mob,” Diehl’s
attorney, said. “We're just not going to have ‘Occupy
Tavaci.”” How the presence of Mr. Kehr’s attorney and
a couple of candidates for Cottonwood Heights’ City
Council can be considered a movement to occupy is
baffling. The boiling controversy is still alive, though,
even with this attempt to cut off public debate. [

Terry Diebl’s Tavaci development, located
on a shelf above the mouth
of Big Cottonwood Canyon.

The big zoning controversy now includes
a First Amendment right to assemble
and free speech issue.
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Nelson Powers, winner of Niche Snowboard Company’s
Save Our Canyons board.

Ullr Ball 2011 — a Huge Success!

A crowd of over 150 gathered together in the
loft of Squatters Pub in downtown Salt Lake
City on Tuesday, November 15" to pray for
snow at Save Our Canyons’ Ullr Ball! The
party, which honored Ullr, the mythical Norse
God of snow and winter, featured live music

with incredible prizes from some amazing
donors! The event gave winter enthusiasts of
all ages and backgrounds the chance to mingle,
all while celebrating and supporting the work
of Save Our Canyons. The event was a huge
success; thanks to all who contributed and
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by Matteo and Holy Water Buffalo and a raffle attended!

We Owe Special Thanks To The Following:

SPONSORS

Voile-USA, Squatters, SLUG Magazine, and Niche Snowboards
We want to extend our most heartfelt gratitude to our 2011 Ullr Ball Sponsors. We would not have been
able to host this event without their support!

DONORS

Voile, Squatters, Niche Snowboards, Petzl, Ramp Sports, Discrete Headwear, Powderwhore, Ulir
Ski Medals, Wasatch Touring, and Lifthouse

Thank you so much to our 2011 Ullr Ball Donors! Your donations to the event made it a huge success!
We appreciate your support of our work and our mission to protect the Wasatch!

BANDS

Matteo and Holy Water Buffalo
These two local bands were generous enough to donate their time and talent to the event and they were
amazing! We can’t thank them enough for providing music and entertainment for the evening!

VOLUNTEERS

Patrick Patno, Dan Sweeney, Jenni Brennison, Nik Berry, Sarah Monroy, Shelley Marshall, Andrew
Scarcella, Rachael Fisher, and Sean Agnello
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Social Event of the Year

Save Our Canyons’ executive director Carl Fisher and former staff member Rachael

Mathey celebrated their wedding among many board, staff, volunteers, and members on
September 10th in Torrey, Utah. The day was resplendent with overcast skies, redrock cliffs,
and booming buffalo. Mayor Ralph Becker officiated, and the two recited the vows they
wrote recalling fondly the time spent working jointly for the organization that brought them
together. The pair enjoy backpacking, splitboarding, climbing, and plan to go scuba diving
in Costa Rica for their honeymoon in February. Cheers to these two, and to their happiness
and future adventures!
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