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You saw the Salt Lake Tribune headline and 
probably rejoiced along with most people 

who knew anything about this travesty.  Good 
riddance – for now.  Remember that all such 
victories are temporary, but losses are permanent. 
Nevertheless, a hearty thank you to everybody 
who spoke out so clearly and forcefully against 
the very bad idea known as SkiLink.

Fortunately we now have Wasatch Summit, a 
process organized by Mayor Becker to develop 
long-term plans for Wasatch watershed, traffic, and 
land-use under the guidance of existing planning 
tools such as those of the National Environmental 
Policy Act, the Utah Department of Transportation 
and Utah Transport Authority, County and 
Municipal Governments along with citizens of 
Utah.  This is a good thing.

But the whole SkiLink proposal, as well as 
many similar ones that surely loom in the future, 
would never have come up had expanded 
congressionally mandated Wilderness status for 
many eligible areas of the central Wasatch existed. 
Legislation to accomplish this protection was first 
introduced in 2010 by Rep. Jim Matheson.  

The bill was entitled the Wasatch Wilderness 
and Watershed Protection Act and it had gained 
widespread support after a lengthy process 
of discussion among stakeholders including 
municipal and county governments, ski resorts, 
concessionaires and user groups.  The Forest 
Service raised some questions, now resolved, and 
the bill has been reintroduced.  This slow and 
gradual progress toward enactment of Wilderness 
legislation is not unusual.  It took 14 years of work 
to get the Lone Peak Wilderness bill into and 
through Congress.

It is a curious fact that, while a very large 
majority of residents of Salt Lake Valley favor 
policies that limit urbanization of the Wasatch, 
they often are unaware of the powerful tool of 
Wilderness designation as a route to such policies.

This disconnect is surely rooted, at least in 
part, in misunderstanding of what Wilderness 
designation means.

Here is what the 1964 Wilderness Act states:

DEFINITION OF WILDERNESS
(c) A wilderness, in contrast with those areas 
where man and his own works dominate the 
landscape, is hereby recognized as an area 
where the earth and its community of life are 
untrammeled by man, where man himself 
is a visitor who does not remain. An area of 
wilderness is further defined to mean in this 
chapter an area of undeveloped Federal land 
retaining its primeval character and influence, 
without permanent improvements or human 
habitation, which is protected and managed so 
as to preserve its natural conditions and which 

(1) generally appears to have been 
affected primarily by the forces of 
nature, with the imprint of man’s work 
substantially unnoticeable;
(2) has outstanding opportunities for 
solitude or a primitive and unconfined 
type of recreation; 
(3) has at least five thousand acres of 
land or is of sufficient size as to make 
practicable its preservation and use in an 
unimpaired condition; and 
(4) may also contain ecological, 
geological, or other features of scientific, 
educational, scenic, or historical value.

Hunting, fishing, camping, backpacking are 
allowed.  Wheeled vehicle access is not, but 
the International Mountain Biking Association 
endorsed the proposed Wasatch wilderness.  
You can examine a map of the new wilderness 
being proposed and its current status at www.
wasatchwilderness.org.

We very much hope that the Wasatch Summit 
process mentioned above will use the opportunity 
offered by the Wilderness Act to put in place the 
robust protections it provides.

Don’t take down your Stop SkiLink sign and 
support Wasatch Wilderness to prevent future 
attacks on the wildness of the range.   Gale Dick

The two following essays by Save Our Canyons’ 
Trustee John Worlock (at right) were recently 

broadcast on the Wasatch Environmental Update 
program on KRCL 90.9 FM. His programs are aired 

each Sunday at 1:30 pm.

Wilderness Be Praised
We’ve been talking about Wilderness, and we will 
keep on talking about Wilderness.  For forty years, 
Save Our Canyons has devoted itself to the enterprise 
of adding the treasured peaks, canyons and meadows 
of the central Wasatch to the National Wilderness 
Preservation System.

That System was created by the Wilderness Act 
of 1964, in which Wilderness is defined this way:  
“A wilderness, in contrast with those areas where 
man and his own works dominate the landscape, is 
hereby recognized as an area where the earth and its 
community of life are untrammeled by man, where 
man himself is a visitor who does not remain.”  The 
act goes on to specify that Wilderness should be 
protected so as to preserve its natural character, and 
should be chosen to provide solitude and opportunity 
for primitive recreation.  

We like these ideas.
In the remainder of this update, we will tell you 

what others have said about Wilderness.
We’ll start with the psalmist, who sang the praises 

of his Lord for making him to lie down in green 
pastures and for leading him beside the still waters.  It 
is hard to think of a better invocation of the spiritual 
comfort of wild places.

Shakespeare’s deposed Duke in As You Like It 
fled to the Forest of Arden, and found it welcoming, 
comforting and instructive.  He said,  “And this, our 
life exempt from public haunt, finds tongues in trees, 
books in running brooks, sermons in stones, and 
good in everything.”  Could he have foreseen the 
Wilderness in the Wasatch that we treasure?

Henry David Thoreau, who is remembered 
for living in a cabin beside his Walden Pond, told 
us simply and sternly that “in wildness is the 
preservation of the world.”

Charles Lindberg, who pushed scientific 
accomplishments beyond their known limits, wrote:   
“In wilderness I sense the miracle of life, and behind 
it our scientific accomplishments fade to trivia.”  

This brings us to Aldo Leopold, who 
comprehended the miracle of life, and its complexity, 
on our planet.  He wrote, “Land, then, is not merely 
soil; it is a fountain of energy flowing through a 
circuit of soils, plants and animals.”

We say that this miraculous fountain is worthy of 
celebration and preservation.  q

Wilderness Bill Reintroduced
Last month Congressman Jim Matheson reintroduced 
his Congressional bill, called the Wasatch Wilderness 

and Watershed Protection Act. This bill would protect 
some 24 thousand acres of National Forest land in the 
TriCanyons of the Central Wasatch, permanently. The 
bill was crafted through several years of negotiations 
by a variety of stakeholders, including Forest Service 
and local officials, mountain bikers, watershed 
managers and canyon resort operators, with Save Our 
Canyons and its environmental allies. Much of the 
included acreage lies within the watershed supplying 
clean water to citizens in the Salt Lake Valley.

Another Utah Congressman, Rob Bishop, will 
be important when this bill is debated in Congress. 
Congressman Bishop has risen to the Chairmanship 
of the House Subcommittee on National Parks, 
Forests and Public Lands. His committee did not 
give this bill the courtesy of a hearing upon its 
introduction into the previous session of Congress. It 
is a truism to say that the Congressman has not been 
a friend of Wilderness legislation.

However, in recent discussions in Washington 
about Wilderness, Chairman Bishop has said (quote) 
“I’m not opposed to creating wilderness per se, but 
I want to make sure that first of all it has the consent 
of local elected officials as well as the members of 
Congress from that area.” He also specified that 
Wilderness bills should not create economic hardship 
or endanger private property.

It seems to us that the Matheson Bill is almost 
perfectly designed to satisfy the Bishop Criteria. It is 
a local bill, created locally, affecting no one’s private 
property and creating no economic losses. That’s 
why we are mounting a campaign, with the hope of 
moving the bill through the current congress.

Learn more about the Wasatch Wilderness and 
Watershed bill and join our campaign for its passage. 
Go to the website wasatchwilderness.org and 
click on the banner: Wasatch Wilderness (HR2808) 
Reintroduced to Congress. Find there a map, read the 
actual language of the bill, and learn why we think 
Wilderness in the Wasatch is so important! q

Wilderness
Panacea
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The Pfeifferhorn, informally named during the 1930s is now formally recognized by the U.S. Board of Geographic Names. 
Photo by Alexis Kelner and Larry Swanson.

The Pfeifferhorn Then, Now, and Forever
By Alexis Kelner, SOC co-founder and Trustee

Soon after I became a member of the Wasatch 
Mountain Club I joined the group on a hike up the 

Pfeifferhorn. Along the trail I asked one of the elder 
members if he knew how the peak got its name. The 
Pfeifferhorn, I was told, was named after Chick Pfeiffer, 
a highly respected former President of the club. Some 
years later I discovered that the peak 
was also called Little Matterhorn 
though throughout my 50+ years of 
Wasatch hiking and ski touring I had 
only rarely heard the peak referred to 
after the Swiss mountain.
    Charles Frank (Chick) Pfeiffer was 
born in Ohio in 1904/1905 to parents 
of Roumanian/Hungarian origin.  The 
1920 U.S. Census lists him as living 
with his mother, brother Ben, and two 
roomers near downtown Salt Lake 
City. He made his living as proprietor 
of the Utah Shoe Repairing Company, 
specializing in outdoor footwear and 
giving “particular attention to ski 
equipment.”
    Chick joined the Mountain Club in 
1931 and a year later joined its governing 
board as transportation director. He 
became President of the club sometime 
between 1935 and 1938. 
   During the latter half of the 1930s 
the Mountain Club’s spacious lodge at 
Brighton had served as “the ski center” 
of the Wasatch. 
    Working along side of the Forest 
Service and the Civilian Conservation 
Corps Pfeiffer promoted and helped 

develop “trail skiing” in the Brighton Basin.
     He was instrumental in organizing women’s 
downhill racing that culminated in the 1939 State 
Championships. 
    Chick was highly respected by local sports reporters. 
He also led and co-led many club ski tours, including 

a spring ascent of the Mt. Timpanogos 
snowfield/glacier.    
    “Chick” was also a board member 
of the Salt Lake chapter of the Utah 
archery association.
    Chick Pfeiffer died at the age of 35 
on March 27, 1939 at his repair shop; 
he was dressed in his ski outfit. 
    Gen Green of the Utah Committee of 
Geographic Names recently reported 
that “After a lengthy submission 
and review process” the Domestic 
Names Committee of the U.S. Board 
of Geographic Names has officially 
changed “the name of Little Matterhorn 
Peak to The Pfeifferhorn in honor of 
Chick Pfeiffer.” The name change, she 
notes, “is now official and will appear 
on all new USGS maps, and online 
map programs.”
    Thanks, Gen for all the work you and 
the Utah Committee of Geographic 
Names has put into this well deserved 
change.

“Chick” Pfeiffer. Photo courtesy of 
the Wasatch Mountain Club.
					   

Big Cottonwood Canyon –– Don’t tell Utah’s anti-
Washington politicians, but one of the state’s most 

popular campgrounds, the Wasatch canyons’ fertile 
forests and Salt Lake City’s water lifelines all exist 
today, thanks to ... the federal government.

Yes, back in the early 1900s, the city’s leaders and 
Utah’s U.S. senators looked at the decimated canyons 
east of the Salt Lake Valley and turned to Uncle Sam 
for help — a move that paid off in groves.

Perhaps the most visible reminder of that outreach: 
the Spruces.

The first campground established in the Wasatch 
remains one of its most frequented, with nearly 100 
overnight sites filling up practically every summer 
weekend. Chances are, though, that few of the 
thousands who camp, ski and picnic there each year 
know its history or the role it played in helping turn 
the Wasatch — once devastated by clear-cutting, 
mining and overgrazing — into the lush forests that 
today provide recreation and water to a mushrooming 
urban area.

From 1905 until about 1921, the Big Cottonwood 

SPRUCES: 
The Campground that–with Feds’ Help–

Saved the Wasatch Canyons
During the mid-1900s, the city, state and federal government pooled forces 

to reforest the decimated canyons.

By Tom Wharton –– The Salt Lake Tribune*

The Spruces public shelter was built during the mid-1930s by the Civilian Conservation Corps. Photos by Alexis Kelner



www.saveourcanyons.org                                                          6    Save Our Canyons,  September, 2013 Save Our Canyons,  September, 2013   7www.saveourcanyons.org

Canyon spot where the Spruces campground is located 
served as a tree nursery, where millions of saplings 
sprouted in an effort to reforest the Wasatch. Then, 
using tents supplied by the Utah National Guard, it 
became a popular community camp, one of the first 
U.S. Forest Service recreation facilities. In the 1930s, 
the Civilian Conservation Corps added a shelter 
that is still in use, built a ski jump and constructed a 
toboggan run and amphitheater. Some even remember 
an ice-skating rink. Carol Majeske, recreation staff 
officer for the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest, 
and Wayne Padgett, an ecologist with the Bureau of 
Land Management, have done extensive research. 
They are putting together new interpretive signs to tell 
the story about how city and state leaders joined with 
a new federal agency called the U.S. Forest Service in 
the early 1900s to restore the watersheds and reforest 
the canyons.

“When the pioneers came into the valley, they 
needed resources,” explained Majeske as she sat inside 
the historic CCC shelter. “They went to the canyons for 
trees, mining and grazing. At the time, people didn’t 
realize trees were needed to retain the soil. This was 
the story of all the national forests. ... Trees were cut 
down everywhere, and there were lumber mills up in 
these canyons.”

In 1891, Congress passed a law allowing the 
president to create forest reserves to protect watersheds. 
Majeske found a 1902 diary by Albert Potter, who 
would become the assistant chief of the U.S. Forest 
Service. He traveled throughout northern Utah’s 
canyons to examine the damage done by mining, 
timber harvesting and grazing. This is what he wrote 
after seeing Alta for the first time:

“The stumps show it to have been well forested 
originally but every tree (and seedling) has been cut. 
It certainly is a picture of a forest destruction and I do 
not wonder that the town was once destroyed by a 
snowslide coming down the denuded mountain side. 
... It would be hard to find a seedling big enough to 
make a club to kill a snake.”

According to Majeske’s research, President Theodore 
Roosevelt established the Salt Lake Forest Reserve in 
1904. The next year, legendary conservationist Gifford 
Pinchot, the first chief of the U.S. Forest Service, toured 
Big Cottonwood Canyon with Utah’s U.S. Sen. Reed 
Smoot and some tree-planting experts.

“Your city can have a superb water supply from the 
Big Cottonwood, but the watershed must be covered 
with trees, and the greatest care must be used to protect 

the stream from pollution from the ranches, camps and 
mines in the canyon,” Pinchot was quoted as saying in a 
September 1905 Salt Lake Herald story that announced 
the Spruces as the site for the new nursery. “I am ready 
and anxious to do all I can to assist Salt Lake in this 
matter because I realize there is no higher use to which 
water can be put than in supplying cities.”

Majeske said that, in 1905, Salt Lake City and the 
U.S. Forest Service agreed to work together to preserve 
the watershed, a deal that exists to this day. The city 
improves and taps the water while the Forest Service 
tends to the land.

The tree nursery opened in 1905 on five acres. It 
helped produce millions of seedlings, including Utah 
red pine, Engelmann spruce, Douglas fir, Western 
yellow pine, ponderosa pine, lodgepole pine and 
larch, the only conifer that loses its needles. These were 
planted throughout the Wasatch canyons.

“The majority of the trees were native,” Padgett said. 
“There are certain areas that were planted that are still 
evident today. ... They tell how this canyon was used 
and abused, so to speak, and how it has recovered. You 
can walk out here and know what is going on and the 
miraculous recovery for this area.”

As the nursery wound down its operations, the 
Forest Service joined with state leaders to use the site 
to build a community camp.

“Under the cooperative efforts of the Forest Service, 
the state and the county, ideal camping facilities are 
to be offered at one of the most beautiful spots in 
Cottonwood Canyon,” said a 1920 Salt Lake Telegram 
article. “On the site of the abandoned nursery of the 
Wasatch Forest, tents and cots, furnished by the state 
from the equipment of the Utah National Guard, will 
be installed. These are offered for the use of the public 
without charge, bringing the cost of a canyon vacation 
within the reach of the average purse.”

Utahns have been flocking to the Spruces ever 
since.

Touted as the Salt Lake Ranger District’s “most 
modern campground,” the Spruces sports ball fields, 
volleyball courts, flush toilets, a web of popular trails 
and more.

But visitors can still set foot in the CCC shelter, with 
its classic stone fireplace, and step back in time.q   

		  wharton@sltrib.com

*This July 20, 2013 article is reprinted with the 
permission of the Salt Lake Tribune

Randy’s Rant
By Carl Fisher, Executive Director, SOC

At the August 6 Salt Lake County Council 
meeting  I became the unexpected recipient of 
a targeted message from Councilman Randy 

Horiuchi. The public hearing centered around a 
rezone proposed by one of Randy’s pals, Terry Diehl, 
would-be developer of the controversial Tavaci project 
at the mouth of Big Cottonwood Canyon. Just prior 
to Horiuchi’s attack, Council Chair Michael Jensen 
commended the crowd, including Save Our Canyons, 
for conducting themselves in a civil, democratic 
manner – with “decorum.” With Randy Horiuchi at 
the microphone, the democratic decorum train was 
about to derail.

Shortly after comparing himself to Princess Diana, 
he began to belabor points about how I personally, 
and Save Our Canyons, are responsible for the “high 
taxes” in the County, how Save Our Canyons has been 
disingenuous about the SkiLink issue, and that we 
are creating a rift in the environmental community 
that supports “Transit Oriented Developments like 
Tavaci.” 

Since I was not allowed an opportunity to respond, 
we’ll do so here. 

One, while we are honored that Horiuchi sees Save 
Our Canyons as being such a powerful entity that we 
are responsible for the bottom line of the County’s 
budget the argument is so ludicrous it hardly warrants 
a response. Horiuchi’s ineffectiveness at legislating 
lies solely with him; his representation of his own self-
interest is out of touch with the rest of the community. 
Period.  Not mine, not Save Our Canyons’, not the 
public’s – his. Own your positions councilman.

Two, on the issue of SkiLink: Horiuchi accuses SOC 
of exciting the public around a non-issue that we won’t 
let go and continue to artificially inflate the public’s 
emotions around it. We’ve acknowledged that SkiLink 
is dead. We’re not rallying around it. We intend to make 
sure it stays dead. He said that SkiLink signs are still all 
over the county and that we need to take them down. 
What he doesn’t get is that those signs are more than 
about SkiLink; they are a statement that our Wasatch 
Mountains should not be exploited for financial gain 
and should be protected from further 
development – a statement that is 
probably hard to swallow when you 
are in the pockets of developers and 
out of touch with the public you 
represent. 

Third, Tavaci is not a Transit oriented 
development. This briefly came up at 
the hearing and quickly fell flat on 
its face after Diehl’s counsel Bruce 
Baird shakily avoided the question 
as to whether or not there was, or 
could be, safe pedestrian access on 
the Tavaci’s access road. The “rift 
in the environmental community” 
Horiuchi referred to was that being a 

“card carrying member of the Sierra Club,” he could 
not “in good conscience” oppose transit oriented 
developments. It should be noted that the Sierra 
Club has opposed Diehl’s project and prompted the 
following response on their website:

“Should the Tavaci Proposal be Described as 
Transit-Oriented Development?”

“At the 6 August Salt Lake County Council 
meeting, one of the council members observed 
incorrectly he “would catch hell from his friends 
at the Sierra Club” if he voted against the re-zone 
because it was a transit-oriented development.  
Later, in conversation with a member of Sierra 
Club staff, the council member volunteered that 
he thought the project could be made transit 
friendly by connecting the proposed development 
– separated from any future transit in the bottom 
of the canyon – both by Big Cottonwood Creek 
and a couple of hundred feet in elevation – to 
light rail or a bus system via a short funicular 
railroad.  Since the developer proposed at the same 
meeting a total of 380 residential units plus a hotel, 
it seems improbable that the cost of a funicular 
railroad, however short, could be amortized by a 
development of this size.

The Sierra Club enthusiastically supports transit-
oriented development but not on every conceivable 
site.  This site in particular is ill suited.  Moreover 
the project rejected by the council would not have 
been transit-oriented development.  The common 
denominator for transit-oriented development is 
that they should be accessible on foot from high-
quality transit.  It’s probably safe to say that the 
only pedestrians who will ever walk down the 
steep, narrow and scary luge-run that passes for an 
access road into the Tavaci site are those who have 
accepted it on a bet or a dare.

Club members and the general public should 
know the chapter has opposed this project since its 
inception.”

Horiuchi stated he supported the 
Tavaci rezone because he believed 
generating revenue for the County 
was important. Valid point. During 
the hearing Tavaci representatives 
maintained a projected $1.5 Million in 
property taxes could be generated by 
the project. I ask, as many others in the 
audience did, at what cost?  Surely not 
at the cost of our irreplaceable natural 
gem – the Wasatch Mountains. Still, 
councilman Horiuchi maintained I 
am the only one standing in the way 
of this well designed tax-generating 
project in Salt Lake County.

The CCC’s excellent craftsmanship is evident in the public 
shelter’s log work and hand wrought iron hinges. 

Photos by Alexis Kelner
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That said, I’m glad Councilman Horiuchi brought 
up the topic of taxes while his friend Terry Diehl was 
in the room. I was reminded of a news story that 
ran earlier this year describing four Northern Utah 
Counties that were owed over $80 million in back 
taxes. On the list was Terry Diehl, who owes hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in taxes and approximately $43 
Million to creditors, more than half of which is owed 
to local credit union America First. This is the same 
guy who is trying  to gain Salt Lake County’s trust in 
a development rezone of his property, stating he will 
bring more money to the county, yet the guy hasn’t 
made good on his taxes. But in Randy’s eyes, Save Our 
Canyons is the problem, not his known tax eluding 
friend.

I’m certain there are much-needed services in Salt 
Lake County that have been eliminated because some 
individuals and corporations don’t pay their taxes. 
Should we even be allowing these people to ask for 
more (i.e. rezones) when they can’t contribute to society 
like the rest of us?

Thankfully, Horiuchi’s rant was unsuccessful in 
swaying a majority of the council and the rezone request 
was denied 4-3. However, the next time Randy starts 
pointing fingers at individuals in our community, he 
should start by pointing fingers at Terry during their 
next Sunday morning brunch. Instead of asking to pass 
the caviar and mimosas, Randy should ask his buddy 
to pass the back taxes he owes to our community of 
which the burden is being distributed to me and 
everyone else in Salt Lake County. After all, who does 
Randy represent? If you were there Tuesday night, it 
was disgustingly clear that Horiuchi only represents 
Terry Diehl, his own selfish interests and the interests 
of those for whom he lobbies (UTA & nuclear waste 
industries), not the County-at-Large as his position on 
the council suggests.

Terry, Randy and their buddies will not let this 
denial fade quietly into the night. They are scheming, 
politicking and devising a plan to ram the Tavaci 
project down the throats of our community. We need 
your help in urging your council members to remain 
steadfast in their opposition of this project, thanking 
them for upholding our community’s values and 
protecting our Wasatch Mountains. 

Send Your THANK YOU’S to: Arlyn Bradshaw, 

Sam Granato, Jim Bradley, and Richard Snelgrove). 
Those who voted favorably toward the Tavaci 
development, Michael Jensen, Randy Horiuchi, and 
Max Burdick, need to be confronted and informed as 
to the community’s concerns with this project. It is also 
worth contacting Councilmen David Wilde and Steve 
DeBry and asking them why they didn’t show up for 
this important vote! Contact Your Council Member Now! 
Find out who represents you here if you’re unsure: 
https://secure.slco.org/clerk/elections/

Salt Lake County Planning Commission’s 
recommendations

The Salt Lake County Planning Commission 
recommended Tavaci rezoning be denied; a majority of 
the County Council upheld the denial. The following 
reasons were given: 

•Hundreds of citizens have pleaded with their                   
leaders to protect this area of our canyons. 
•Mayor Cullimore (Cottonwood Heights) asked 
that Tavaci rezoning be denied.
•Tee Tyler (Councilman Cottonwood Heights) 
echoed his position. 
•Holladay City has opposed the project. 
•As Councilman Jim Bradley stated at last 
weeks hearing, “there have been very few times 
that 100% of the people who spoke at a public 
hearing have all been in opposition.” 

That reason alone should justify the denial of this ill-
conceived project. We need to do everything we can to 
prevent the mouths of our canyons from looking like 
the mouth of Emigration Canyon - learning from past 
mistakes, not replicating them. q

Canyon condominium village 
at the mouth of Emigration Canyon.

An Autopsy on SkiLink
By Carl Fisher, SOC Executive Director

We might not ever know what single thing lead 
to the lack of political appetite to ram the 
SkiLink project through the halls of Congress 

(be it forever or temporarily), but whatever it was that 
prompted the editors of the Salt Lake Tribune to declare 
“SkiLink dead,” we’ll take it! While we had been hearing 
that the project was dead for a number of weeks we 
had been waiting to hear from the new managers of the 
Canyons resort (Vail) to provide the official declaration 
of death of the Wasatch Range Recreation Enhancement 
Act (aka SkiLink). We still intend to get that closure.

So what was it? The optimist in me (which for those 
of you who know me is a tiny ant-sized being) says our 
elected officials in true democratic fashion listened to 
the roars of their constituents, had to reconcile the mile 
after mile of “Stop SkiLink” signs on district visits, and 
realized this project was not good for the Wasatch. 

The pessimist in me (who that tiny ant is constantly 
pestering) says: the changes in ownership at the Canyons 
resort compounded with a poisonous political climate 
led to a minor setback in the inevitable reintroduction 
of this ill-conceived interconnect. However, the Director 
of the Save Our Canyons organization in me (often one 
of my favorite parts), says issues are complex and not 
so black and white, there were a number of things that 
dealt the blow to SkiLink, some in our control, others 
out. Here is what I think led to the Monday, July 15, 
2013 news:

The Community
  First and foremost, the Community!  Yes, the people, 
the businesses, the organizations, the energy and 
organizing around this issue were all superb – we need 
to build upon it. Over the course of this issue, which first 
reared its head in October of 2011, Save Our Canyons 
effectively more than tripled its organizational reach. 
Every sign, phone call, editorial, email, forum, news 
article, social media post, and so on did exactly what it 
was supposed to do. We did our best to disseminate info 
– but YOU effectively stopped this from happening.

A few statistics on our community’s involvement:
	l Over 2,500 signs were distributed across 

the Wasatch Front and Back.
	l Opposition to the project from nearly 200 

businesses was garnered.
	l Over 6,000 signatures on-line and another 

1,500 hand written obtained.
	l The “Stop SkiLink” page on Facebook grew 

to nearly 3,000 “likes.”
	l Over 50 Letters to the Editor published in 

opposition to the project.
	l Save Our Canyons participated in over 20 

forums and panels surrounding the issue.
Process

 

SkiLink came about through a sleazy back room deal, 
shepherded by federal legislation that cut the people and 
other governmental entities completely out of the legislative 
process. Period. 

From the onset, former Canyons resort employee, 
Ted Wilson stated that the resort wanted to help solve 
canyon transportation issues. He assured us and 
others that resort management wanted an open and 
transparent process with no surprises. These statements 
held true for a handful of weeks before the surprise 
introduction of legislation into both chambers of 
Congress by a partisan faction of the Utah Delegation. 
Many cried foul on lack of process. 

Long story short: Ask and ye shall receive! 
A genuine process has recently begun and you’re 

invited to participate: the Wasatch Summit (www.
wasatchsummit.org). Please make sure to engage in this 
effort. After all, you’re the reason it exists. The creation 
of this comprehensive multi-jurisdictional regional 
planning effort was cited by Rep. Jason Chaffetz as the 
reason his office lost interest in SkiLink. We are happy 
to hear that our elected officials agree that our Wasatch 
Mountains and issues affecting them are worthy of 
public discourse.
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Persistence. 
Earlier this year we caught wind that Rep. Chaffetz 

was toying with the idea of reintroducing SkiLink. 
Immediately, we sent out blasts that filled his Facebook 
page with posts, his office with phone calls and his 
inbox with emails. A flood of immediate responses 
sent a significant message to his office. This was only 
one instance of persistence of hundreds throughout 
the duration of this campaign.

Other factors, to name a few:

lVail taking over management of the 
Canyons.

lThe Talisker/Park City Mountain Resort 
Lawsuit.		

lRep. Bishop’s eastern Utah land deal known 
as “The Grand Bargain.”	

lOther interconnect projects trying to get off 
the ground that SkiLink has complicated.	

lNo other ski resort endorsements other than 
Canyons and Solitude (see prior point).

lOpposition from the Utah Ski and Snowboard 
Manufacturers Association

                       Quotes: 
Rep. Jason Chaffetz (referring the Wasatch Summit 

effort): “There is this more comprehensive approach to 
transportation in our canyons…It’s probably best to let 

that play itself out.” 
Melissa Subbotin: (Press Secretary for Rep. Rob 

Bishop): “To say that everyone’s completely backed 
away from it isn’t a fair representation. We just have 
a couple of other legislative priorities that are on our 
list today.”

Mayor Ben McAdams: “I’m optimistic, because any 
solutions for the canyons should be locally driven and 
take a comprehensive view.”

Coroner’s Report: 

The autopsy on SkiLink may have been premature, 
as we are still witnessing a little brain activity on our 
monitors (though, no more than it generally showed 
throughout its life). While it seems a lack of political 
will at the moment has postponed the project, the 
concept is not “dead,” so what we will cite on our 
official report is “Failure to thrive.”

 Save Our Canyons will continue to engage our 
elected leaders, project proponents and industry 
leaders to keep you up to date on this and other related 
issues. What we are now working on in addition to the 
Wasatch Summit effort is to continue working to protect 
these areas of the Wasatch, via designating Wasatch 
Wilderness, to prevent any future iterations of these 
types of projects from plaguing our public lands. q

Continued Display of “Stop SkiLink” Placards 
Irks One Salt Lake County Councilman 

Many homeowners in Salt Lake County continue to exhibit “Stop 
SkiLink” placards.  “Those signs are more than about SkiLink,” Save Our 
Canyons’ Director Carl Fisher stated in response to the Councilman’s ob-
jection. “They are a statement that our Wasatch Mountains should not be 
exploited for financial gain and should be protected from further develop-

ment.”

Jim Catlin, of the Wild Utah Project, relaxes after reading 15,000 pages of transcript 
and spending 200 hours on the witness stand before notable victory.

The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly
GOOD.  In July, Federal Magistrate David Nuffer 
issued a preliminary injunction against HB255, the 
Utah law that would have criminalized federal law 
enforcement officers carrying out their duties on 
federal lands in Utah.  The judge argued that the law 
“creates irreparable harm to the constitutional order.” 
Mark Ward, speaking for the Utah Sheriff’s Association, 
which backed HB155, said that, “There have been some 
egregious episodes where people have been humiliated 
and shouted at by federal agents.” When pressed by 
the judge, Ward was unable to  cite a specific instance 
of such behavior.  Later, during a special session of the 
legislature, the law was repealed.  When will State Rep. 
Mike Noel (R-Kanab) stop his quixotic attacks on the 
federal gummint? When will he brush up on the U.S. 
Constitution?

GOOD.  Rep. Jim Matheson has reintroduced the 
Wasatch Wilderness and Watershed Protection Act 
(HR2808).  This Act provides full Wilderness protection 
and permits Special Management Areas (SMAs). The 
SMAs will be managed as Wilderness except for a 
stipulation that allows Wasatch Powderbird Guides to 
land during the winter to put clients on the slopes. It is 
encouraging that a precedent is being set in Colorado 
where the San Juan Wilderness Act, with similar SMAs 
allowing heliskiing, is drawing support in the U.S. 
Senate.  The 1964 Wilderness Act prohibits aircraft 
landing, except in emergency situations.  The Special 
Management Area status provides more protection 
to the federal lands so designated than is provided 
by Forest Service Management Plans.  It is good to 
see a healthy compromise instead of abandonment of 
protection to provide for a commercial use of federal 
lands.

GOOD. Jim Catlin and others with the Wild Utah Project 

have achieved a long fought and significant victory 
in what Salt Lake Tribune’s Brian Maffly depicts as a 
scathing decision by an administrative law judge who 
concluded that the Bureau of Land Management under-
reported impacts of grazing leases on Rich County’s 
25,000-acre grazing allotment.  Judge James Hefferman 
released his decision after the longest appeals hearing 
in the history of the 1934 Taylor Grazing Act.  The 
transcript, reports Maffly, exceeds 15,000 pages and 
Jim Catlin spent some 200 hours on the witness stand.  
So hurrah for the slow but exceedingly fine grinding 
mills of the law and for Wild Utah Project’s persistence 
in taking on a lengthy and very important fight.

GOOD. Interior Secretary Sally Jewell visited Utah 
this June and showed that she is willing to work 
with states – even states like Utah – to address state 
problems arising from federal ownership of large 
portions of some western states. She stressed balance in 
solving such problems while emphasizing that balance 
does not include complying with Utah’s demands to 
hand over federal land titles to Utah.  She also said, 
“just because land may be under the jurisdiction 
of the federal government doesn’t mean that the 
states don’t benefit from it.”  In an interchange with 
our governor she said, “In Utah, Governor Herbert, 
[outdoor recreation provides] $12 billion in spending 
and 122,000 jobs.” Noting that the outdoor recreation 
industry holds regular expositions in Salt Lake City and 
had threatened to move if Utah did not come up with 
better plans for protecting the outdoors and recreation, 
Jewell complimented Herbert for doing just that.  It 
was a civil conversation and a refreshing reminder of 
the growing and beneficial involvement of the outdoor 
recreation businesses in the dialog on federal lands in 
Utah. 
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GOOD. Improvements are scheduled to come to 
the rock-climbing granite cliffs at the mouth of Little 
Cottonwood Canyon.  The Forest Service is planning 
to remove the old gristmill from the north side of the 
canyon highway and replace it with a parking lot and a 
trail system to reach the climbing routes.  All of this will 
depend on a possible environmental impact statement, 
according to Cathy Kahlow, Salt Lake District Ranger.  
The Climbers Alliance has long supported this concept.  
It’s always good to see well-considered improvements 
to muscle-powered recreation in the Wasatch. 

GOOD.  Save Our Canyons sponsored a cleanup of the 
Big Cottonwood Canyon highway on July 9 between 
Mineral Fork and Butler Fork in Big Cottonwood 
Canyon. More opportunities to help with the highway 
cleanup are coming up! Check the website at www.
saveourcanyons.org to get involved!  

BAD. 	 Scientists say that climate change means the 
long-term outlook for skiers everywhere is bleak.  
Winter temperatures are expected to rise as much as 
7 degrees by the end of the century.  Park City could 
lose all of its snowpack by then. After dry winters 
reservoirs are depleted; streams are low so that water 
for making artificial snow becomes scarce even if the 
air temperature were to be sufficiently low to make 
it possible.  Ski resorts worry about their futures 
and consider becoming 4-season destinations.  This 
leads to efforts to expand onto federal lands and the 
exacerbation of longstanding wrangling over land use 
policies.  This is not a pretty picture but we need to 
keep it in mind as our community plans for the future 
management of the Wasatch Range.

UGLY. Ugly and alarming!  Utah reservoirs are holding 
only small amounts of water and dwindling every 
day.  The Deseret News reports that Echo reservoir 
is dropping two feet a day and is at about 38 percent 
of capacity.  Pineview is half full and so is Jordanelle.  
These low levels have affected boating and fishing.  The 
outlook is worrisome and sends a message to climate 
change skeptics.  Conserving our water resources is 
always a good idea, but doing so now seems to be 
particularly urgent. 

Brooke Hopkins

The Wasatch Range lost an ardent and dedicated 
friend with the death of Brooke Hopkins on July 

31 of this year.  He is also mourned by his family, his 
enormous circle of friends and former students.  His 
story will be familiar to many of the readers of this 
newsletter since it was chronicled by the Salt Lake 
Tribune’s Peggy Fletcher Stack, by a lengthy blog set up 
by his daughter Sara and by a long article that appeared 
in the New York Times Magazine of July 21, 2013.  

When Brooke arrived at the University of Utah in 
1975 to join the English Department it took very little 
urging to get this flatlander, who grew up in Baltimore 
and studied and taught at Harvard, to start exploring 
Utah’s mountains, deserts and rivers.  He especially 
relished resort and backcountry skiing, hiking and 
climbing in the Wasatch.  He was one of my most 
treasured friends and companions on many of these 

outings as well as many more all over the world.  
Brooke was also a charismatic teacher and leader at 

the University of Utah much valued and honored by 
generations of students, his colleagues and friends.

In November 2008, Brooke was riding his bike down 
City Creek Canyon and had a head on collision with 
another biker going up the road.  His injuries left him 
paralyzed from the neck down and he lived from that 
time until his recent death as a quadriplegic.  

He was cared for by his wife Peggy Battin, a professor 
of Philosophy at the University of Utah, a cadre of 
24/7 caregivers and a host of friends who visited 
him throughout.  He taught a number of wonderful 
University Osher Institute  courses during this time.  
The New York Times article by Robin Marantz Henig 
tells the story of those years and of the irony presented 
to his wife by the fact that Peggy had researched and 

Ski oriented communities, such as Park City are
becoming worried over effects of global warming.

Interior Secretary Sally Jewell visits Utah to discuss
future cooperative possibilities with Governor Herbert.

Echo Reservoir’s “bathtub ring” illustrates the effects of 
prolonged climate changes.

Abandoned grist mill site to be converted into a 
parking area and trailhead.
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Opposite page:

Quartzite outcropping near the Storm Mountain picnic 
area in Big Cottonwood Canyon. This outcropping is one 
of several popular, easily accessible areas for rock climb-
ing.  It provides several technically challenging routes as 
well as routes suitable for intermediate level climbers.

Photograph by Alexis Kelner  

written extensively on ethical questions related to end 
of life issues becoming an internationally recognized 
expert.

An argument frequently used by pro-development 
anti-Wilderness spokesmen is that preserving wildness 
in undeveloped areas of places like the Wasatch bars 
access to these lands to people with disabilities.  Read 
what Peggy and Brooke wrote in Howie Garber’s 
beautiful book, Utah’s Wasatch Range: Four Season 
Range:

“The first summer after his injury, when 
he was still on a ventilator, the TRAILS 
program took him and a couple of dozen 
other people with disabilities up the 
Snowbird tram.   It was an extraordinarily 
bittersweet experience: to be able to look 
out from the tops of those mountains over 
all the trails he had hiked and the peaks he 
had climbed.   But it was also to recognize 
that, in his huge, heavy power wheelchair 
he couldn’t go anywhere beyond the 
landing deck at the top of the tram: all he 
could do was look, look, wheel around in 
that small area a little bit, but not actually 
be active in the Wasatch anymore.   This 
was, needless to say, a painful experience; 

but it also brought home the wonder of 
this still unspoiled terrain.    He was a little 
comforted when a long-time and very dear 
friend, a hiking and skiing companion 
for many years who is now in his 80’s, 
said, “well, I can’t climb those mountains 
anymore either.”    This will of course be the 
situation of all of us who love the Wasatch 
as we age, but it needn’t change our view 
of how remarkable, how precious they 
are, and it’s a perspective that’s important 
in thinking about development now, like 
bobsled runs and the Interconnect and 
much more that could go on.    It’s not just 
about the fun we can have in the Wasatch; 
it’s about the future of the Wasatch over 
time, after we can no longer be there or 
indeed are no longer here at all.   

That answers the anti-Wilderness argument.  At 
some point we all have to give up some of the privileges 
of youth and health.  Let others have a turn.  Don’t 
destroy what you can’t replace for others. –– Gale Dick
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Protect Wasatch Wilderness NOW!
Many members of the Utah Delegation don’t believe that protecting the Wasatch 

Mountains for purposes of our water quality and dispersed recreational opportunities 
is in the public interest. We need your help letting them know that in fact, over 90% 
of the local population wants to see no more development and infringement on the 

undeveloped areas of the Wasatch. Please take a moment, sign our petition, and help 
show our elected officials that protection of this range is good for the Wasatch, good 
for our communities, good for our economy and good public policy supported by a 

collaborative stakeholder effort. 

Go to: www.Wasatchwilderness.org

Citizens’ Committee to Save Our Canyons
824 So. 400 West St.   Suite B-115
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101
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