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At the end of December 2013, our founder and Executive Director Jim Catlin retired  
after almost 18 years at the helm of Wild Utah Project. Jim opened the Wild Utah  
Project Office in 1996 with two part-time assistants (Gordon Swenson and Susan  
Swaggart), a handful of dedicated volunteers with the Utah Wilderness Coalition 
(UWC), and the Wildlands Project. Through a two-year grant with the Mennen 
Foundation, Wild Utah Project was brought into existence to support all levels of the 
UWC’s “re-inventory” of roadless Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands in Utah. 

Thanks to Jim’s assistance with spearheading the methods used in the inventory, helping 
to organize hundreds of on the ground field-checkers who cumulatively walked thou-
sands of miles, drew hundreds of lines on maps and took tens of thousands of photo-
graphs, and with the addition of GIS assistant Rick Tingey who helped Jim digitize the 
whole inventory with GIS, the updated Red Rock Congressional Wilderness proposal 
was completed.

Below are excerpts from the final report Jim wrote for the Mennen Foundation after  
the end of the grant period in 1998.

In September of 1996 I was able to establish the Wild Utah Project office in 
Salt Lake City. Initially, our priority was to provide mapping services to the 
member groups of the UWC’s revision of its BLM wilderness proposal found 
in a bill before Congress, H.R. 1500. Field work had been underway for more 
than a year with SUWA, the Sierra Club and the RS2477 Project to map 
and photograph impacts inside UWC’s wilderness proposal. UWC’s initial re-
inventory goal was to update the proposal, removing newly impacted areas and 
adding new deserving areas to the Citizens’ Redrock Wilderness Proposal.  
The Citizens’ proposal described in Wilderness at the Edge and H.R 1500 
contained 144 roadless areas and 5.7 million acres of Utah BLM land. 

… By August of 1997, UWC’s BLM wilderness technical review committee 
identified all the possible BLM roadless lands that we are field checking. The 
list of areas now totaled 265 BLM roadless areas in Utah. This included 120 
more areas than is contained in H.R. 1500. 

… Should the UWC inventory all of these roadless lands in Utah? UWC 
had several options that were limited by resources, schedule needs, and political 
factors. UWC unanimously decided to field check all 265 areas. UWC then 

Wild Utah Project: Science in Support of Wildland Health,  
1996 through 2013, and beyond.
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developed a plan to complete field work and make boundary decisions in time 
to introduce the new larger proposal in the next Congress in 1999.… To meet 
this demanding schedule, the Wild Utah Project spent more than five thousand 
hours of staff and intern time supporting UWC’s re-inventory process in 1997. 
This commitment represents 94% of the total hours the Wild Utah Project 
worked in 1997. Updating UWC’s Citizens’ wilderness proposal has been and 
continues to be our highest priority …

… The importance of the work that the UWC has undertaken cannot be 
overstated. The magnitude and quality of work of UWC’s re-inventory is un-
equaled and will amplify our ability to protect Utah’s wild BLM lands. Never 
before has UWC been able to inventory all the deserving BLM roadless lands 
with a process that matches and exceeds BLM’s professional inventory …  
until now.”

Under Jim's leadership, 
along with our conservation 
partners, Wild Utah Project 
has developed and imple-
mented the following:

• A conservation plan to 
implement a “wildland net-
work” of core wild areas and 
landscape linkages that  
ensure the future health of 
the middle Rocky Mountains 
and Wyoming Basins Eco-
regions.

• A method to assess 
public lands that qualify 
for Wilderness designation 
that is currently being used 
for citizen roadless invento-
ries in many other western 
states.

• Science-based Best 
Management Practices for 
Off-Road Vehicle Use on 
National Forests. 

• A stream and riparian 
assessment tool that is 
scientifically based, objec-
tive, repeatable, and can be 
used by anyone with a little 
training. 

• Creation of Best Manage-
ment Practices for Siting, 
Developing, Operating, and 
Monitoring Renewable  
Energy in the West:   
A Conservationist’s Guide. 

Jim Catlin working on field inventory of RS2477 claims, Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument. 
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Wildlife Science Program

In 2013, work within our Wildlife Science Program included continuing research on our 
precedent-setting Barney Ridge field study on Kennecott lands, and continuing to ramp 
up scientific support of our ongoing sage-grouse conservation program.

Kennecott Study: Answering questions regarding vegetation treatments on sage-
brush ecosystems. 

Given the impending listing decision of greater 
sage-grouse under the Endangered Species Act, 
this quintessential native sagebrush obligate spe-
cies experienced increasing public focus in 2013. 
The scientific literature has established that 
sage-grouse require mature, large tracts of sage-
brush for various parts of their life cycle and to 
maintain viable populations. Wild Utah Project 
is studying the effects of widely used mechanical 
sagebrush removal treatments, or ‘chain harrow-
ing’ occurring throughout the state in tracts of 
sagebrush, and often under the guise of creating 
sage-grouse habitat. 

The conservation community has long ques-
tioned whether uprooting large tracts of mature 
sagebrush with chain-pulling tractors and set-
ting these systems back “successionally” to sys-
tems with more grasses, forbs and smaller shrubs  
is always in the best interest of sage-grouse pop- 
ulations. As described in our annual reports over 
the past few years, Wild Utah Project and our partners Rio-Tinto/Kennecott Utah 
Copper and the USDA-Agricultural Research Service have set up a long-term, large-scale 
study site on the Kennecott foothills (Barney Ridge) to get at the management questions 
that underlie these sagebrush treatments and post-treatment grazing management. Our 
research findings will be published and contribute to the body of scientific literature that 
is presently more-or-less inconclusive on these matters. 

The Barney Ridge study, established in 2008, currently models the long-term interactions 
among sagebrush removal treatments, re-seeding, and post treatment livestock grazing. 
The results of this study, which will be incrementally reported and published as a series 
of papers over the next 15–20 years, will fill a big hole in the ecological restoration litera-
ture as to when — if ever — it is ecologically suitable to bring moderately stocked cattle 
back on sagebrush treated sites, and for which season, in order to maintain sustainable 
sagebrush communities.

This program provides 
“scientific ammunition” to 
our activists in the trenches 
of our Wildlife Advocacy 
Program. Wild Utah Project 
biologists and GIS special-
ists utilize our history and 
scientific expertise to bring 
the science needed to 
strengthen and support our 
Wildlife Advocacy Program 
to protect Utah wildlife.

GIS Analyst Emanuel Vasquez taking a break  
from the office to clip vegetation on our Barney  
Ridge study sites to see if the grazing utilization  
goal was met last fall. 
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In 2010, state contractors ‘chain-harrowed’ and re-seeded our eight separate 20 acre 
study plots. In 2012, after two full years of rest from livestock, Wild Utah Project and 
USDA-ARS scientists and field techs documented the successful seeding effort and for-
age production within all 8 fenced sites. We created non-grazed controls within roughly 
half of the 20 acre study sites while the Kennecott grazing permittee put the prescribed 
number of cows into the study sites for our fall grazing treatment on the 2013 forage 
production. Once the cows were removed from the grazed plots, we clipped, dried and 
weighed the forage left behind to compare to the pre-grazed forage to determine if we 
met the 50% forage utilization goal for the sites (based on what is typical on sagebrush 
BLM allotments).

This spring, the small exclosures will be built within the other half of the large study 
plots, and a quick assessment of spring forage capacity will be conducted. Cows will 
be introduced into those sites for the proper period (based on the BLM standards) to 
conduct our “spring grazing after 3 full years rest” post treatment grazing experiment. 
All study sites — both fall and spring-grazed, have non harrowed strips of untreated 
sagebrush running up the middle of them. This will enable us to track, over the next 
20 years or more, to continually assess the vegetation trajectories under fall grazing in 
treated sites, fall grazing in untreated sites, spring grazing in treated sites, spring grazing 
in untreated sites, and compare all of these conditions to vegetation characteristics in 
the control plots that will never be grazed again during the life of our study.

We hope that the data gathered through this project, and articles we will publish in sci-
entific journals, due to begin this year, will help influence how millions of acres in the 
West are managed with regard to mechanical removal treatments of sagebrush and the 
timing of livestock grazing following these treatments. The research could lead to far 
more ecologically sound range management that would benefit both grazing operations 
and wildlife habitat. This is exactly the kind of information we need to provide to the 
conservation community and general public, during this time when all eyes are focused 
on sage-grouse and their need for highly functioning sagebrush systems.

Continuing to press for best science behind sage-grouse conservation in Utah.

Most of the West’s sagebrush steppe has been converted into agricultural lands, frag-
mented by energy development, degraded by overgrazing, and more. The result of this 
lack of stewardship has led to declines in many wildlife species. Some, like the greater 
sage-grouse, now may hover on the edge of extinction and are poised in the spotlight of 
the Endangered Species Act. Indeed, in 2010 The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service found 
that the greater sage-grouse could be listed under the Endangered Species Act, in part 
because of the “failure of regulatory mechanisms" to protect the species. The Service 
identified the source of this failure to be federal land management agencies’ land use 
plans that have essentially failed to ensure basic sage-grouse habitat protections from 
destructive land uses.

As such, the Bureau of Land Management and U.S. Forest Service are now working 
together in amending almost 100 separate BLM and USFS Land Use Plans West-wide  
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Wild Utah Project created this map showing sage-grouse habitats are whether rangeland health standards are being met across the state. 
BLM and USFS are in the midst of  updating all of  their land use plans in Utah that overlap with sage-grouse habitat in order to 
improve sage-grouse habitat management to avoid an endangered species listing. For those grazing allotments not meeting standards we will 
expect that the new land use plans will only re-authorize grazing permits once allotments show signs of  improvement. 
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to include better sage-grouse habitat protections and management, including most of  
the Utah plans. Fifteen Environmental Impact Statements are being used to lump these 
plan amendments into manageable batches, according to state or region. Wild Utah 
Project has teamed up with numerous other conservation groups to offer up the Sage-
grouse Recovery Alternative to be used in these Environmental Impact Statements, and 
we were pleased to see it adopted as an alternative to be analyzed in all the EISs.

Unfortunately, when the EISs were released last fall, our Sage-grouse Recovery Alternative 
was not adopted as the preferred alternative in any of the states or regions to amend the 
land use plans. In response, Wild Utah Project and our partners went to work crafting 
detailed, science-based comments that picked apart the preferred alternatives, specifi-
cally showing how in many instances if the agencies implemented the preferred alterna-
tives they would not be providing “adequate regulatory mechanisms” to ensure viabil-
ity of the species across the range of the sage-grouse. This is a critical factor influencing 
whether the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will ultimately decide to list the species in 
2015. During the EIS response period, we referred back to important Department of 
Interior’s (BLM’s parent agency) reports such as the National Technical Team Report and the 
Conservation Objectives Report, which stockpile the most current science on sage-grouse and 
land use impacts to their habitats, as well as best management practices to ensure long-
term viability for sage-grouse.

In Utah, Wild Utah Project took the lead on providing comments on the Utah BLM/
USFS Sage-grouse Environmental Impact Statement on behalf of eight of our conserva-
tion partners. We also analyzed the comments that the Fish and Wildlife Service sub-
mitted on the Utah EIS (which generally did not find the analysis or findings of the EIS 
to be adequate). In fact, the Service requested that MANY, very substantial changes be 
made before the EIS is finalized. For example, instead of a 5% cumulative ground sur-
face disturbance “cap” in occupied sage-grouse habitat in Utah, they requested this be 
changed to a 3% cap, based on the current scientific literature. 

2013 marked the 10th Anniversary of  the Heart of  the West Wildlands 
Network Design and Conservation Plan. This is the logo that was created 
for the Heart of  the West Coalition, as the sage-grouse is one of  its focal 
species.  
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VICTORY!!!  — The Duck Creek Appeal

Last May the judge presiding over our appeal with the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
of the Duck Creek grazing decision handed us a VICTORY! Beginning the hearing in 
the summer of 2009(!), it appears that years of legal wrangling, hard work, and field 
monitoring of this public lands grazing allotment in northeastern Utah paid off with a 
decisive win from Administrative Law Judge James H. Heffernan.

In a nutshell, the judge reversed and remanded the Bureau of Land Management’s  
illegal 2008 Final Decision and Environmental Analysis (EA) that permitted livestock 
grazing and a host of range developments on the Duck Creek allotment. The judge 
found that the BLM broke the law by failing to provide for proper public involvement, 
by failing to properly assess cumulative impacts, and, importantly, that BLM never even 
knew how many cows were on the allotment, making it impossible to accurately assess 
the impacts livestock were having. This is a key issue across the west, since the agency 
mostly relies on permittee reporting for its cow counts. Permittees are incentivized to 
overstate stocking rates in order to inflate a permit’s economic value, but this underesti-
mates the amount of damage each animal can do. 

In addition, the court found that BLM failed to adequately assess the multiple impacts  
of its decision upon sage grouse; by its own testimony BLM did not even know where 
the sage grouse were located on the allotment! With respect to the condition of wildlife  
species habitats, the judge found that BLM failed completely to observe and comply with 
its own standards, and failed to take the requisite “hard look” in the Environmental 
Assessment at the impacts of lower 
levels of grasses on the allotment, 
which provide important wildlife 
habitat values. 

The implications of this ruling are  
going to be highly significant to 
other BLM grazing allotments. 
Environmental lawyers, who have  
read the 140 page decision, are say-
ing that this case is a “proof of  
concept” that has been needed for 
quite some time. 

We have been able to collect long-
term data over the last 10 years that 
most conservation groups would never be able to collect on an allotment (go to the 
library page on our website to see the impressive summary report of the mountains of 
data — more than 1700 samples of field data over seven years — that demonstrates  

Wild Utah Project 2012 Annual Report 

Wildlife Advocacy Program

An ungrazed exclosure on the Duck Creek allotment. 

Wild Utah Project’s Wildlife 
Advocacy Program seeks  
to use our new network of  
activists to build under-
standing and engage the 
support of leaders, the 
public, and the media as  
we create a demand for 
remedies, and design rem-
edies, for the threats  
to Utah wildlife that are  
both actionable and socially 
accepted. 
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Eight years of  date collection on the Duck Creek allotment, as shown in this figure from our comprehensive 2013 report,  
illustrates consistently higher production of  forage in our ungrazed exclosures compared to the rest of  the allotment. 

that BLM has been allowing excessive grazing to occur on Duck Creek). Nor can most 
conservationists normally spend this much time in a hearing (our team, mostly our own 
Jim Catlin, logged over 250 hours on the witness stand, breaking all Interior Board of 
Land Appeals grazing hearing records). 

Thanks to our scrupulous work and testimony, the judge “threw the book” at the agency 
for deliberately hiding its own eyes, and the public’s, to the undeniable damage occur-
ring on this allotment. Importantly, this also implicates the assessment methods the 
agency uses such as “ocular” utilization estimates, where we, by collecting more objec-
tive data, were able to prove to the judge that the agency was not providing an accurate 
picture of conditions on Duck Creek. 

Thanks to this case, we at Wild Utah Project believe the BLM will have to move away 
from ‘business as usual’ and move towards better long-term stewardship practices. The 
BLM appealed the judge’s decision but we have faith that the decision should hold up 
with the panel of Interior Board of Land Appeal judges. We will of course keep you all 
posted as we track the home stretch of this case. Rest assured, Wild Utah Project and 
our partners will hold the agency’s feet to the fire, not only on other degraded allot-
ments through-out the West, but in terms of changing agency-wide rangeland health 
monitoring policy. 
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Taking on non-native mountain goats in the La Sal Mountains.

In the summer of 2013 we, and our other wildlife advocacy conservation partners such 
as the Grand Canyon Trust and Western Wildlife Conservancy, received some disturb-
ing news. The Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR) was in the midst of rush-
ing through the process of trying to introduce non-native mountain goats to the top of 
the La Sal Mountains. We feared that the proper process was not being followed in this 
rushed job and its sole purpose was to provide more big game hunting opportunities

Historically, this mountain range was occupied by bighorn sheep, not mountain goats, 
which in the U.S. historically lived much further north in the Rocky mountains, closer 
to the Canadian border. Bighorn sheep and mountain goats utilize the ranges where 
they occur in different ways. In general, bighorn sheep do not tend to go quite as high 
up in the mountains where the most rare, fragile and vulnerable plants can be found. 
Mountain goats browse flowers, 
mosses, lichens, and shrubs. They 
also dig wallows in which they dust 
themselves, degrading sources of 
standing water on which native  
species depend.

We learned that the UDWR tar-
get population for the La Sal 
Mountains is 200 goats. We also 
learned that the Division had no 
plans to keep the new goats out  
of the U.S. Forest Service Mt. Peale 
Research Natural Area (RNA). 
Thus, the UDWR goat introduc-
tion would seem to violate Forest 
Service policy for the RNA which 
was set aside at the top of the La Sal mountains in 1988 to be protected from human-
caused impacts such as roads, cattle, mining, or … mountain goats. Moreover, the 
Forest Service is responsible for protecting the La Sal Daisy (Erigeron mancus), a USFS 
sensitive plant which grows nowhere else in the world other than the La Sal Mountains. 
Additionally, at least seven other flowering plants grow in Utah only in the La Sal 
Mountains’ unique alpine community supporting native wildlife species. These small, 
slow-growing, ground-hugging alpine plants can be over a hundred years old and are not 
able support nonnative grazers like mountain goats and simultaneously maintain stable 
vegetation populations.

Needless to say, the Regional Office of the U.S. Forest Service was not happy to hear 
this news and wrote a letter to the Utah Wildlife Board last summer urging them to 
abandon the proposal to put goats on the La Sals. Wild Utah Project jumped in, email-
ing every member of the Wildlife Board asking them to put the brakes on the intro-
duction, either indefinitely, or at the very least for couple years while critical baseline 

Above: the La Sal Daisy (Erigeron 
mancus), (top) is found nowhere else in 
the world and the Fremont Groundsel 
(Senecio fremontii), (bottom) is found 
in Utah only in the La Sals. 

Right: Mountain goats on Mt.  
Timpanogos. Photo © Howie Garber
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data could be collected on the rare plants that stand to be the most impacted. We also 
appeared in person at the Wildlife Board meeting last summer that would make the final 
decision on the introduction, and sent comments to the Forest Service asking them to 
use whatever authority they had to try to put a stop to the introduction of these non-
native goats.

Unfortunately, on Sept. 2, 2013, eleven days after the Wildlife Board meeting and over 
the explicit objection of the Forest Service, the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources 
airlifted 20 mountain goats from the Tushar Range into the La Sal Mountains’ small 
and sensitive alpine area. Keeping this plan out of the public eye, and even that of the 
responsible land manager until late spring of 2013, made it impossible to get even a one-
year delay that would have allowed for documentation of the vulnerable plant popula-
tions prior to encroachment by the goats. As one UDWR employee put it the day after 
the August 2013 Wildlife Board meeting, “we had already signed the contract with the 
helicopter for the transplant.”

This summer Wild Utah Project, our Citizen Scientists, and partners will help the Forest 
Service ground-truth computer prediction models for four of the most vulnerable plants 
and their populations on the La Sals, and record presence and baseline conditions for 
these plants before the goats begin to spread and impact this fragile alpine ecosystem. 
Our Citizen Scientists will also hike the rugged Mt. Peale RNA to look for the rare 
plants and any sign of goats in the RNA. We will continue to contend that these moun-
tain goats are the wrong animal (a nonnative species), in the wrong place (this small, des-
ert-bound alpine area, including Mt. Peale RNA) at the wrong time (amid drought and 
global climate change).

Involvement with the Legislature on behalf of Utah’s wildlife. 

Partway through the Utah legislative session last year our friend and “ear to the ground” 
at the Legislature, environmental lobbyist Steve Erickson, alerted us to some disturb-
ing news. One of the legislators inserted a line-item into the general budget that would 
appropriate $300,000 of our tax dollars to a group called Big Game Forever to lobby 
in Washington D.C for national wolf delisting and to “keep endangered Mexican 
wolves out of Utah.” Big Game Forever is a relatively new spin-off organization from 
Sportsmen for Fish and Wildlife, which has historically lobbied against natural predator 
conservation efforts. Regardless of how one feels about wolves and their recovery in the 
West, most can agree that forfeiting hard earned tax-dollars toward lobbying efforts by 
any special interest group to impact federal decisions that are meant to be rooted in facts 
and science is outrageous.

In response to these activities, Wild Utah Project, along with partners such as Western 
Wildlife Conservancy and Wild Earth Guardians, took every opportunity to alert the 
media about this irresponsible use of tax-payer funds by the Legislature. This created 
a virtual firestorm after our press release. The Salt Lake Tribune literally blew the lid 
off this lobbyist appropriations racket with an impressive two-piece investigative jour-
nalism and a scathing editorial from the Tribune’s editorial board. The media coverage 

News Flash!

On February 7, 2014 the US Fish 
and Wildlife Service released the 
Peer Review of the proposed 
rule to delist wolves nationwide 
and its findings were pretty 
damning. The proposed rule 
relied heavily on the findings 
of one paper, Chambers et al., 
which reclassified wolves and 
recognized the eastern wolf as 
a new species Canis lycaon. The 
peer review panel disagreed with 
the findings of this paper and 
did not believe that the USFWS 
used the best available science 
as they are required to do under 
the Endangered Species Act 
when they proposed to delist the 
gray wolf.

The peer review lists these key 
findings:

There was unanimity among the 
panelists that, although there 
was much good scientific work 
in the Proposed Rule, the rule 
is heavily dependent upon the 
analysis of Chambers et al.

Some reviewers also noted a lack 
of appropriate use of the litera-
ture on species level taxonomy.

There was unanimity among the 
panelists that Chambers et al was 
not universally accepted and that 
the issue was ‘not settled’. The 
issues raised by Chambers et al 
could be definitively answered 
relatively soon.

There was unanimity among  
the panel that the rule does not 
currently represent the ‘best 
available science’



15

Wild Utah Project 2013 Annual Report 

over the scandal was so extensive that Wild Utah Project set up a separate media page 
on our website to accommodate the issue. Next, we and Wild Earth Guardians alerted 
our wildlife supporters in Utah to the scandal, which resulted in over 5,000 emails deliv-
ered to members of the Executive Appropriation Committee, asking them to remove the 
$300,000 line-item in the 2013 budget for Big Game Forever.

What was the result of this public outcry? The line-item survived and the $300,000 was 
awarded to the anti-wolf lobbyists. 

Moreover, we learned during the 2013 Legislative Session that this $300,000 appro-
priation was actually the second Big Game Forever appropriation and that in 2012 the 
Executive Appropriation Committee included $300,000 in that budget for the same pur-
pose as in 2013. Wild Utah Project alerted the media to this as well, and lined up our 
friends in the legislature to arrange for an audit of Big Game Forever’s 2012 contract 
and final report. The State Auditor’s Report released last fall included a scathing descrip-
tion of Big Game Forever’s use of funds and Big Game Forever was scolded for tak-
ing full credit for the Northern Rockies wolf de-listing, and above all vague and sloppy 
accounting of exactly how the funds were used. As a result of the State Auditor’s Report 
and the terrific public outcry last year, we expected that Big Game Forever would not 
attend the 2014 legislative session with hands outstretched for more public money to 
meddle with federal decisions on national wolf recovery. And they did not. 

A recent study by Yellowstone 
National Park and Utah State 
University illustrated that when wolf  
packs begin to approach carrying 
capacity, they begin to kill pups in 
adjacent packs, as a form of  popula-
tion self-regulation. Photo © Howie 
Garber. 
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RSRA training returns to the Verde

Our stream and riparian assessment effort aligns with Wild Utah Project’s larger vision 
of maintaining and enhancing healthy ecosystems throughout Utah and adjacent states 
that can support both people and wildlife for the long term. Our Riparian Program has 
consisted of a series of steps that will lead to stream restoration across the Colorado 
Plateau. These steps have included designing the Rapid Stream Riparian Assessment 
(RSRA) method with other scientists; conducting on-the-ground stream surveys using 
RSRA; creating a publicly accessible; on-line RSRA database for sharing survey results 
broadly with conservation partners and decision-makers; using RSRA survey data to 
identify riparian areas in need of restoration; identifying stressors in priority streams 
needing restoration; working to passively assist the restoration process by removing 
stressors from degraded streams; and continuing to monitor streams that are subject to 
restoration efforts. 

Last year, Wild Utah Project returned to the Verde River and its watershed in central 
Arizona to conduct our big annual RSRA training (we often hold other, smaller 1–3 day 
trainings as needed around Utah and other four corner states). This time, our friends 
with the Arizona Riparian Council were interested in having us do a refresher RSRA 
course for their members, who chiefly hail from academia and state and federal land and 
wildlife management agencies. In particular, there was a lot of interest this time around 
with Arizona Game and Fish employees from around the state.

Arizona Game and Fish (AZG&F) was particularly interested in RSRA as they have 
management jurisdiction along one stretch of the Verde that runs through Dead Horse 
Ranch State Park, which is undergoing tamarisk removal. As many of our annual report 
readers undoubtedly know, the exotic tamarisk is bad news for our native southwestern 
stream ecosystems, due to their ability to rapidly access and absorb groundwater and out-
compete native willows and cottonwoods, eventually creating a near vegetative mono-
culture. The AZG&F wanted a new, simple and rapid riparian protocol to quickly assess 
general health and function of stretches of the Verde before and after tamarisk removal.

Last May we convened down at the same streamside campground near Camp Verde 
where we assembled with the Arizona Riparian Council in 2009, with a great group of 
13 folks including four from Arizona Game and Fish and one from Arizona State Parks. 
Our wonderful and trusty camp cook, Beth Peisner was also there, on her eighth of our 
larger (all 4–8 day) trainings (we can’t help but put in a plug for this amazing woman!). 

While our focus was assessing the stretch of the Verde where tamarisk had just been 
removed to establish “post treatment base-line conditions” so that RSRA could be used 
to measure change since removal with subsequent surveys, we also re-assessed a couple 
of the Verde tributaries that we surveyed with the Riparian Council Trainees in 2009. 
These reaches (Little Ash Creek and the Agua Fria) are a management focus areas for 
the Riparian Council, and we found that they are generally in the same condition as in 

Citizen Science Program

Wild Utah Project is unique 
among conservation orga-
nizations in Utah in offering 
hands-on experience to 
volunteers and interns — a 
chance to gather and then  
use data important in 
affecting the future of wild-  
life habitat and other natu-
ral ecosystems unique to 
our state. 

We make a special effort  
to educate our volunteers 
and interns on the larger 
picture of systems ecology 
and the issues surrounding 
environmental protection  
in Utah. Interns learn why 
we choose to conduct sci-
entific studies, what wildlife 
need, how to measure 
these needs, and how the 
data they collect impact 
land and resource manage-
ment. 
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Arizona Riparian Council members take 
stream channel measurements on a tributary 
to the Verde River, on the 2013 RSRA 
training in Arizona. 

2009 (functioning at risk). In this time of uncertain future climatic changes, holding 
steady on riparian health and function in the desert southwest in this second condition 
assessment is more manageable than a downward trend. We know there is more work  
to be done in order to bring better conservation and management to these important, 
small Verde River tributaries.

Ramping up the Wild Utah Project intern and volunteer program.

Up until recently, Wild Utah Project has taken an “as needed” and opportunistic 
approach to our volunteer and internship program, accommodating any individuals who 
approach us sporadically throughout each year. Volunteers and interns were invited to 
the upcoming round of fieldwork or to provide support with current and ongoing proj-
ect work. For example, last spring we put a couple of them to work on our Barney Ridge 
research study. Another we put on the La Sal goat issue (see above), specifically research-
ing all other cases in Utah where any monitoring of introduced goats on plants or any 
other resources has occurred, that we can point to in our case we are making to the two 
agencies responsible for monitoring the goats and their impacts in the La Sals. 

During our 2013 strategic planning process, we decided to be more deliberate with uti-
lizing interns. We are now writing intern support into strategic grant proposals for key 
work, and advertised for and hired a 2014 summer GIS intern to work with Emanuel. 
In addition to accommodating more interns on projects that directly add to Wild Utah 
Project’s program work, in 2014, we will be creating more opportunities for volunteers 
to get out in the field and collect key data and help with habitat restoration projects. 

We engage students at 
many levels to bring Citizen 
Science into the lives of 
young people. We have 
worked with high school 
environmental studies  
programs to provide field 
trips that lead to meaning-
ful field data collection.  

We offer work to college 
interns that counts as 
course credit and research 
support for thesis projects. 
We provide internships for 
graduates as they begin 
their careers to allow for 
real world experience on 
meaningful actions for wild-
life and the environment. 
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Wild Utah Project Intern Spotlight

Carly Ferro’s passion for conservation 
stems from growing up in New Jersey 
where she was witness to the impacts of 
environmental degradation. She received 
a B.S. in Biology from James Madison 

University, in Virginia and will 
be heading to receive her masters 
in Environmental Management, 
this fall at the University of San 
Francisco. 

Before her work with Summit Land 
Conservancy here in Utah, Carly 
interned with the Natural Resources 
Defense Council in Washington 
D.C., and volunteered with various 
other environmental non-profits. 
She continues her volunteer efforts 
with Wild Utah Project, which gives 
her the opportunity to combine her 
background with her passion and 
pure love for the outdoors. In her 
spare time Carly takes advantage of 
the outdoor lifestyle that Utah per-
mits.  She continues to be awestruck 

by the complexity of the landscape and 
loves that she can hike the Arches and 
snowboard all in the same day!

Lindsey Nielsen grew up hiking, camp-
ing, and exploring the Canyonlands, 
Capitol Reef, The Grand Staircase 
Escalante National Monument, and the 
Cottonwood Canyons with her fam-
ily. After completing high school here in 
Utah, Lindsey traveled East to Wheaton 
College in Boston, Massachusetts where 
she graduated with a degree in Political 
Science and continued her eastward jour-
ney to Edinburgh, Scotland to pursue 
a Master’s of Science in Environmental 
Protection and Management with a con-
centration in sustainable agriculture from 
the University of Edinburgh. Lindsey’s 
back in Utah now, fighting the good fight 
with the State Democratic Party.

Fieldwork with Wild Utah Project is recreation with a purpose. When 
I came to Wild Utah Project, they instantly took me in as part of their 
team. They were patient, willing to answer all my questions, and share 
their knowledge and resources to develop my skills. They are brilliant, 
passionate individuals with the skills to make a difference. That is 
something I love being a part of! When I am helping Wild Utah Project 
I know I am supporting and contributing to work critical in protecting 
the sustainability of Utah’s natural resources, economy and biodiversity.

— Carly Ferro

Lindsey Nielsen, taking a break from range monitoring 
with Jim Catlin in Grand Staircase Escalante National 
Monument, and visiting Calf Creek Falls.

Carly Ferro



19

Wild Utah Project 2013 Annual Report 

Last year, we provided GIS analysis and other scientific support to conservation part-
ners for a number of different projects.  Following are brief descriptions of some of the 
projects Wild Utah Project completed for or with our conservation partners in 2013: 

• Central 
Colorado Plateau 
Conservation 
Analysis: At the 
request of our 
long-time partner 
Wildlands Network, 
we helped work on 
the “Spine of the 
Continent” to fill a 
“doughnut hole” in 
terms of wildlands 
network designs in 
the central Colorado 
Plateau in southern 
Utah. This project 

consisted of a geographic analysis of existing layers and studies that identified areas rele-
vant for conservation in the central part of the Colorado Plateau. Wild Utah Project col-
laborated with Birds Eye View GIS in combining the existing data layers and developing 
a comprehensive dataset of core and riparian linkage areas. This mapping exercise con-
stitutes a first approach to a wildlands network design for this region.

• Going strong with partnership on Wolf Creek Ranch: Our recent annual reports 
have described our productive partnership with the landowners at Wolf Creek Ranch. In 
2012 we detailed the “Phase 1” ranch-wide analysis of aspen regeneration and recruit-
ment that teased out the problem the ranch is having with aspen recruitment. 

In 2013 we continued to monitor with the landowners, and other agency partners, how 
the few fenced treatments and cutting treatments (and the interaction: fenced/cut treat-
ments) done in 2012, along with untouched control sites, were doing. Our partners 
include the Utah Dept. of Forestry, Fire and State Lands, Utah Open Lands, and Utah 
State University. We also worked with Paul Rogers at USU to put together a manuscript 
on the Phase 1 analysis, and submitted it to a scientific journal for publication, so our 
aspen research at Wolf Creek Ranch will contribute to the existing body of ecological 
and aspen recovery literature. 

• Piñon-Juniper Encroachment Analysis: In Utah, land managers seem to really  
like taking out “encroaching” Juniper trees (and often the piñon pine trees that come 
with them) in order to plant more grasses and forbs that they say is good for — fill in 

Conservation Community Support

Right: This map created by Wild 
Utah Project identifies conservation 
cores and wildlife linkage areas for  
the Central Colorado Plateau and  
the Wildlands Network. 

Wild Utah Project continues 
to provide scientific ser-
vices to the conservation 
community. We apply the 
principles of conservation 
biology in science and GIS 
(Geographic Information 
Service) analysis to assist 
our partners. Among other 
things, our services help 
our partners understand 
largely cryptic agency data 
and analysis. 
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the blank: “watershed restoration, livestock forage, deer habitat, sage-grouse habitat, 
restoring natural fire cycle,” etc. For the past few years Wild Utah Project has been look-
ing into what we believe is something of a myth, which is that all piñon-juniper (PJ)  
forests in the state of Utah that weren’t there 50–150 years ago are “encroaching.” What 
we have found, is that more often than not, where the agencies say “encroachment”  
the soil survey and Ecological Site Description says PJ is supposed to be there! Digging 
into the history of a site further, it’s not uncommon to find that it may have been 
chained 50 years ago, a large wildfire occurred 100 years ago, or 150 years ago it was 
cleared to feed the kilns to make coal. So often, the “encroaching trees” are really just 
trying to return to their historical area where they are supposed to be. 

Wild Utah Project’s ongoing research project aims to identify areas of recovery, and 
areas of true encroachment, of piñon-juniper forests in the state of Utah. For the past 
two summers we have worked with students from Weber State University and University 
of Utah in expanding this analysis to the statewide level. So far, we have completed the 
analysis for Beaver, Iron, Garfield, Kane, Wayne, and San Juan counties. 

• Wildlife affected by oil shale and tar sands development in Utah’s Uinta basin: 
Last year we collaborated with Western Resource Advocates in identifying wildlife spe-
cies that will be affected by development of oil shale and tar sands in the Uinta basin. 
We created a series of maps that show critical habitat for elk, mule deer, black bear, 
and greater sage grouse that overlap with the areas proposed for development. Western 
Resource Advocates is using these maps to create awareness among outdoor enthusiasts 
and wildlife supporters and gain support to prevent this development in areas that will 
have the greatest impact on wildlife.

• Analyzing survival and health of tree plantings with TreeUtah: Last year we had 
a great opportunity to assist one of our fellow ArtSpace Commons neighbors: TreeUtah. 
TreeUtah has been involved for many years with riparian restoration tree planting, 
including some areas along the Jordan River. But what Tree Utah lacked was a rigorous 
method to determine tree survival and factors that contribute to success of plantings. In 
this regard, Wild Utah Project designed monitoring and statistical analysis methods for 
the Redwood Nature Area located along the Jordan River. By using the recommended 
data collection methods, TreeUtah was able to survey more than 5 acres of tree plant-
ings with the participation of volunteers. After collecting the necessary data, Wild Utah 
Project assisted in analyzing the survival of trees using a multivariate analysis. The pur-
pose of this kind of statistical analysis was to determine whether tree height at planting, 
species of plant, planting method (container, pole cutting or “balled and burlapped”), 
and watering method were the most important variables in terms of determining plant-
ing success. We found that the most important factors in predicting planting success 
were species of tree and size of the tree at planting. TreeUtah is thrilled to now have a 
method in place for monitoring all their large tree planting efforts for various clients.

Right: Wild Utah Project created this map for Western Resources Advocates that identifies elk habitat affected by oil 
shale and tar sands development in the Uinta Basin. 
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2013 Wild Utah Project Income and Expenses

In 2013 one of our long-
time funders, the Peradam 
Foundation, located in 
Berkeley, California, decided  
to wind up its operations and 
distribute its remaining assets 
to selected grantees. Wild 
Utah Project is very grateful  
to have been one of those 
grantees. This is what the 
foundation had to say: 

“One of the threshold ques-
tions we would ask ourselves 
when sizing up a potential 
grantee is this:  Do they seem 
likely to be around for the 
long haul? The two of you 
certainly validated our tenta-
tive answer! I am pleased 
to inform you that Wild Utah 
Project has been chosen to 
receive a portion of our assets 
designated for final distribu-
tion. Congratulations! … It 
goes without saying, that we're 
confidant that your Board of 
Directors will allocate these 
funds with due deference to 
the recommendations of Jim 
and Allison, who have been 
our trusted links to the Project 
for many years. We thank Wild 
Utah Project for all you’ve 
done and wish you the best of 
luck in the years ahead.”

Expenses: $156,865

Income: $175,515

$44,000

$98,000

$22,753

$8,961 $1,500

Restricted Grants

Unrestricted Grants

Individual Donations

Partner Work

Corporate 
Contributions

$134,068

$21,033

$1,764

Program

Fundraising

Administration
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Our work would not have been possible in 
2013 without support from the following: 
The Community Foundation of Utah
ESRI Conservation
George S. and Dolores Doré Eccles Foundation
Hogle Zoo
JEPS Foundation
Jones Family Charitable Foundation
Koinonia Foundation
Maki Foundation
Melling Family Foundation
My Good Fund Trust
New-Land Foundation
Norcross Wildlife Foundation
Patagonia Inc.
Peradam Foundation
Steiner Foundation
U.S. Forest Service/State & Private Forestry  
 Organization
The Walbridge Fund
Wanderlust Images — Howie Garber
Wilburforce Foundation
XMission

Wild Utah Project works closely with:
Arizona Riparian Council
Bear River Watershed Council 
Bird's Eye View GIS
Biodiversity Conservation Alliance 
Boulder Community Alliance
Center for Biological Diversity
Earthjustice
Grand Canyon Trust
Grand Canyon Wildlands Council
Great Old Broads for Wilderness
Hawkwatch International
Round River Conservation Studies
Save Our Canyons
Sierra Club
Society for Conservation Biology
Society for Conservation GIS
Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance
The Nature Conservancy
The Wilderness Society
Three Forests Coalition
TreeUtah

Trout Unlimited
Uintah Mountain Club
Utah Clean Energy
Utah Conservation Corps
Utah Farm Bureau
Utah Wilderness Coalition 
Utah Wolf Forum
Western Resources Advocates
Western Watersheds Project
Western Wildlife Conservancy 
Wildlands Network
Wolf Creek Ranch Homeowners Assocation, 
 Ecology, Population, and Environmental 
 Committee
Yellowstone to Unitas Connection

and these Agencies and Universities:
Brigham Young University
Bureau of Land Management
National Park Service
Natural Resource Conservation Service
University of Utah
U.S. Forest Service
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Utah Division of Wildlife Resources
Utah Partners for Conservation and Development
Utah Governor’s Office
Utah State University
Weber State University
Westminster College

Acknowledgements

Jim Catlin, with BLM 
employees and Grand Staircase 
Escalante National Monument 
grazing permittees, repaired 
fences on monument allotments as 
part of a Public Lands Day field 
trip jointly organized by BLM 
and Wild Utah Project. 
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2013 was a year of transition for Wild Utah 
Project. A rigorous strategic planning pro-
cess was completed resulting in 4 program-
matic priorities: Wildlife Science Program; 
Wildlife Advocacy Program; Citizen 
Science Program, and the Conservation 
Community Partner Support Program. 
Here’s a quick glance at the year ahead. 

2014 Programmatic Goals:  

Wildlife Science Program: The goal of 
our wildlife science program in 2014 is that 
upcoming land use and wildlife manage-
ment decisions pertaining to species such 
as the greater sage-grouse, mountain goats, 
and least chub are based on the very best 
science.

Wildlife Advocacy Program: We will 
utilize the research from our Wildlife 
Science Program and engage our Citizen 
Scientists in support of sage-grouse con-
servation, to maintain the viability of least 
chub populations, and work to ensure no 
long-lasting impact to the high alpine La 
Sal Mountain ecosystem due to non-native 
mountain goat introduction.

Citizen Science Program: The goal of 
this program is to engage large numbers of 
citizens in field data collection and analysis 
to bring significant and lasting change to 
wildlife and wildlife habitat management 
in Utah. 

From sage-grouse fence marking and habi-
tat assessments in Rich County to walking 
transects high in the La Sals to monitoring 
least chub populations we have opportuni-
ties to engage roughly 60 Citizen Scientists 
during the 2014 field season. 

Wild Utah Project is also organizing and 
will train up to 40 Westminster students to 
conduct an ecological assessment of Little 
Cottonwood Canyon. This “bio blitz” will 
contribute base-line ecological data to a 
web-accessed database that will assist plan-
ning initiatives, like the Mountain Accord 
Project, to affect sustainable develop-
ment and effective land-use planning in 
Little Cottonwood Canyon, in the face of 
a growing population and climate change. 
This assessment will inform an up-and-
coming 50-year canyon development plan. 
Partners include the Utah Division of 
Wildlife Resources, Alta Ski, and Friends 
of Alta. 

Looking Ahead

Wild Utah Project volunteer, Amy Kovacs, joined 
us this spring as we marked fences with the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service and Utah’s Hogle Zoo 
volunteers on private land near Coalville, Utah.  
Sage-grouse are low-flying birds and can easily run  
into and get tangled-up in unmarked wire fences. 
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Welcome Mary Pendergast!
Mary Pendergast, Conservation Biologist, joined 
Wild Utah Project in February 2014. Mary 
received her PhD from Utah State in Biology and 
Community Ecology under the guidance of her 
advisor, Jim MacMahon. Her doctoral research 
explored impacts of changes in vegetation architec-
ture and prey availability on arthropod communi-
ties in a sage-steppe ecosystem. Mary went on to 
work as an Ecologist and Wildlife Biologist with a 
local consulting firm where she coordinated and 
conducted biological resource studies and habitat 
assessments with federal and state agency biolo-
gists, the public, and project developers. While 
engaging in the NEPA process for major transmis-
sion projects in Utah, Wyoming, and Colorado, 
she prepared Biological Specialist Reports and 
Biological Evaluations for multiple national forests. 
Additionally, Mary is an adjunct faculty member 
at Westminster College teaching ecology and field 
biology courses. As the staff conservation biologist 
for Wild Utah Project, Mary provides biological 
analyses for agencies, local working groups, and 
other nonprofit organizations. She also engages in 
and oversees data collection efforts such as student 
internships and citizen science programs.

Wild Utah Project’s newly adopted identity statement:

We advance our mission of protecting wildlife and 
improving its habitat on Utah public land 

and seek to counter threats to these habitats and 
achieve better policy through engaging citizens in 
conservation science, speaking out for wildlife, sup-
porting our partners, and modernizing public land 
management.

We serve all who value our relationships with 
wildlife. We achieve our mission by holding agencies 
accountable 

through attitude-changing outreach to decision 
makers; through citizen participation in fieldwork 
and advocacy; and through our wildlife and science 
programs, publications, and GIS data and analysis.

We bring change through science as longtime 
prominent voices within the Utah conservation com-
munity. We enthusiastically bridge the divide be-
tween scientific knowledge and public understand-
ing by demonstrating collaborative expertise and 
tenacious persistence. 

Conservation Community Partner Support 
Program: Our GIS shop is also home to a 
student intern for the summer. Janis Chan, a 
Geography and Environmental Studies major 
from the University of Utah is getting hands-
on experience to support dozens of our fellow 
Utah-based conservation organizations with 
biological analysis and GIS mapping solutions. 
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Jim Catlin, Founder and emeritus of Wild 
Utah Project and native Utahan, has been active 
in public land issues for more than 30 years. 
His PhD from the University of California at 
Berkeley focused on GIS and land use plan-
ning. His MS in regional land use planning at 
the University of Utah analyzed Wasatch Front 
air quality. In 1996, under the guidance of The 
Wildlands Project (now called the Wildlands 
Network), Jim founded the Wild Utah Project 
to support the work of other Utah conservation 
activists. In addition to overseeing data collec-
tion and analysis necessary for reserve design 
projects in Utah, Jim provides GIS support and 
scientific analysis for Utah environmental orga-
nizations. Jim is widely recognized as one of the 
principal architects of the present day conser-
vation movement in Utah. His awards include 
the John Muir Award, the Sierra Club's high-
est conservation award, and the Southern Utah 
Wilderness Alliance Conservation Award. Jim 
served on the board of directors of the Sierra 
Club for six years, up until 2008.

Allison Jones, Executive Director, received 
her B.A. in Environmental Studies at the 
University of California at Santa Cruz under 
the guidance of her mentor and advisor, 
Michael Soule. She then completed her M.S. 
in Conservation Biology at the University of 
Nevada, Reno in 1996. Her Masters study ana-
lyzed the effects of cattle grazing on small 
mammal communities in the Great Basin. She 
then worked as an ecological consultant in both 
Colorado and Utah as an endangered species 
specialist, where she performed habitat assess-
ments and surveys for federally threatened 
birds, small mammals and plants. As staff con-
servation biologist for The Wild Utah Project, 
Allison collects and assembles biological data 
to be used in large scale conservation plan-
ning for Utah. Allison also provides biologi-
cal analyses for Utah conservation groups that 
do not typically have these services in-house. 
Examples include detailed conservation biology 
analyses of proposed federal land management 
agency plans and actions. Allison has also been 
appointed by the Director of Utah Division 
of Wildlife Resources to sit on two state task 
forces: one to rewrite Utah's black bear manage-
ment plan, and another to write Utah's first wolf 
conservation and management plan. 

Wild Utah Project Staff

Photo courtesy Brandon Loomis, Salt Lake Tribune.
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Emanuel Vásquez joined the staff of Wild 
Utah Project in 2010 as our GIS Analyst. He 
worked for ten years in many conservation 
efforts that include the creation of a munici-
pal park and the preservation of 82,000 acres 
of forestland in the Highlands of Guatemala, 
including 9 of the country’s 23 volcanoes. He 
has earned an Associate’s degree in Forestry 
from the National School of Agriculture in 
Guatemala and a B.S. in Business by Galileo 
University Guatemala. More recently he earned 
a certificate in GIS with emphasis in Remote 
Sensing at the University of Utah. Currently 
he is a graduate student in the Masters in 
Geographic Information Science program at the 
University of Utah. Emanuel is quick to point 
out that he feels “very fortunate to have worked 
in conservation in Guatemala and to be able to 
continue this work in the United States.”

Nancy Sears joined Wild Utah Project in  
December 2013. Nancy has extensive commu-
nications and fundraising experience through 
her work for Duke University's Nicholas School 
of the Environment, the North Carolina 
Chapter of the Nature Conservancy, The 
University of Washington, and as a Regional 
Director of Development for the National Parks 
Conservation Association. In addition, Nancy 
holds a Master in Graphic Design from North 
Carolina State University. Her work has been 
widely recognized for design excellence with 
numerous national organizations. Nancy settled 
in Utah in 2011 after traveling and living abroad. 
She loves exploring the wilds of Utah through 
hiking, biking, climbing and yet unknown 
adventures.
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Wild Utah Project Board of Directors

Jeff Kessler is a long time conservation activ-
ist, working as paid staff, board member, and 
volunteer for organizations protecting wild-
life and wild places in Wyoming, Colorado, 
South Dakota and Utah. Jeff is co-founder 
and was for many years Executive Director of 
Biodiversity Conservation Alliance (Laramie, 
WY). Jeff was a board member of the Wyoming 
Outdoor Council (Lander, WY) for ten years 
and the Center for Native Ecosystems (Denver, 
CO) for four years. He also was a steering 
committee member of the Southern Rockies 
Conservation Alliance for many years. Jeff's 
conservation interests include the application 
of conservation science and GIS to federal land 
and wildlife management, protection of imper-
iled native species, and the protection of natu-
ral areas. After nearly 25 years in Wyoming, 
Jeff now resides in Salt Lake City, Utah where 
he is employed by the University of Utah as a 
mechanical engineer. 

A sixth generation Utah, Kirsten Allen holds 
a B.A. in English from Westminster College 
and a Master of Public Health degree from the 
University of Utah. She is the literary acquisi-
tions and development editor at Torrey House 
Press. Her previous professional background 
includes public health data analysis, college 
writing instruction, private piano instruction, 
and freelance writing and editing. She loves to 
travel, read, hike, and cook. She has two grown 
children. 
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Mark Bailey is a retired partner from Wasatch 
Advisors, Inc., an investment management firm 
headquartered in Salt Lake City. A sixth genera-
tion Utahn, Mark grew up in Utah, California, 
and Florida before returning to Salt Lake City 
in 1974 to study engineering and finance at the 
University of Utah. Now publisher and topical 
nonfiction acquisitions editor at Torrey House 
Press, Mark is also a private pilot, X-country 
and downhill skier, amateur astro-photogra-
pher, avid reader, and is writing an E-book on 
the intrinsic value of wilderness. He has two 
grown children. 

Scott Berry is a lifelong resident of Utah, citi-
zen conservationist since 1973, trial attorney, 
Wayne County home owner, and public lands 
explorer, on foot, raft, skis, and bike. 

Stephen Trimble was born in Denver, his 
family's base for roaming the West with his 
geologist father. After a liberal arts education at 
Colorado College, he worked as a park ranger 
in Colorado and Utah, earned a master's degree 
in ecology at the University of Arizona, served 
as director of the Museum of Northern Arizona 
Press, and for five years lived in Indian Country 
near Santa Fe, New Mexico. He has been a full-
time free-lance writer and photographer since 
1981. Trimble has received significant awards 
for his photography, his non-fiction, and his 
fiction—and the breadth of those awards mir-
rors the wide embrace of his work: The Sierra 
Club's Ansel Adams Award for photography and 
conservation; The National Cowboy Museum’s 
Western Heritage Award; and a Doctor of 
Humane Letters from his alma mater, Colorado 
College, honoring his efforts to increase our 

understanding of Western landscapes and peo-
ples and his choice to remain a stubborn gen-
eralist. Trimble has published twenty books, 
almost all focused on western wildlands and 
natural history. One of those books Trimble 
co-compiled with Terry Tempest Williams was 
a landmark effort by writers that played an 
important influence on public policy on Utah’s 
canyon country.
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Get Involved! 

Would you like to do more on behalf of Utah’s wildlife and public lands but don’t know where to get 
started? Here are a few suggestions to help you on your way. 

~ Volunteer with Wild Utah Project. 

Throughout the year, Wild Utah Project has many opportunities to get involved with 
various aspects of our work. Over the years, volunteers have helped us with field inven-
tory projects including mapping potential wilderness boundaries, counting cows and 
measuring vegetation productivity on public land grazing allotments, monitoring off-
road vehicle use on National Forests, and assessing the health of riparian areas around 
the state. We also have internship opportunities for a variety of GIS computer mapping 
projects.

All of Wild Utah Project’s Citizen Science multi-day field trips are free of charge and 
are listed on our website. From our homepage, go to Citizen Science/Click Here to Sign up 
… You can also contact us at info@wildutahproject.org or give us a call at 801-328-3550. 

~ Support our science with a financial contribution. 

Wild Utah Project is a 501(c)3 nonprofit and all contributions are tax deductible to  
the extent allowed by law.  Below are a few examples of how your contribution can help 
bring sound conservation science to today’s land management challenges in Utah.

• $5,000 to upgrade our GIS server, the heart of our GIS analysis work.

• $3,000 to arm our interns with a handheld data collector and mobile GIS device.

• $1,500 to provide our interns with a field laptop for on-the-spot data analysis and 
communication capabilities.

• $500 to provide a stipend for an intern.

• $250 to fund a day in the filed of data collection.

• $100 to fund the publication of an inter’s final report.

Checks made payable to Wild Utah Project can be sent to our office at:  
824 South 400 West, Ste B117, Salt Lake City, UT  84101. Donations can also be made 
online at WildUtahProject.org/donate

~ Visit the “Get Involved” page on our website for up-to-the-minute action alerts.  

Want more information?  

Many publications are 
available on our website 
and are free of charge. 
Most are downloadable 
from our site. From our 
homepage, click on the 
Library tab.


