ROAR Presentation to the Citizen’s Task Force

Salida, Colorado

July 18, 2006

(Please note that in this presentation, various agencies and people were quoted.  While their express permission to do this was not obtained, the text was taken directly from letters that they submitted to the BLM, which became public record as a result.)
In light of the BLM’s current deadline of July 19th for submission of comments regarding the Christo “Over the River Project”, the board of directors and membership of ROAR would like to present the following for consideration by the CTF, and request that your board take a position of opposing the project.  We have hundreds of letters, nearly 3000 signatures on petitions requesting that the permits not be granted for the project, and research studies from the late 1990’s that were done when Christo first looked at the Bighorn Sheep Canyon.  Suffice it to say that we consider there to be ample evidence that this project will not only be devastating to the Canyon, but to the lives and livelihoods of all those that use the river now and in the future.  All quotes below are from letters submitted to the BLM, so they are available for viewing (under the Open Records Act) at the Canon City office.

“In Colorado, the potential impacts of the proposed “Over the River Project”…on the bighorn sheep population in Bighorn Sheep Canyon of the Upper Arkansas River are of particular concern to resource managers.  This historically small, indigenous population of bighorn sheep has been part of the fauna of this canyon for over 50 years.  Disease, predation, limited habitat, disrupted social behavior, low ewe:ram ratios, and human disturbances, have all been implicated as possible factors contributing to the low productivity of this herd (Vayhinger, per.comm.).  The novel activities associated with these projects could elicit acute and chronic stress in bighorn sheep.” Evaluation of methods for assessing the effects of human disturbance on Rocky Mountain Bighorn Sheep in the Upper Arkansas River Canyons, Colorado  - October 1998 – November 1999 Colorado Division of Wildlife

“The RMBS is greatly concerned with the potential negative impacts to the herds by the OTR artwork itself and the activities related to the installation, viewing, and ultimate removal of the “artwork” over the next several year.  Claims by the proponents of this project that any negative impacts to sheep or other wildlife can simply be mitigated are viewed by the RMBS as disingenuous and, in our opinion, made without a true understanding of the complexities of bighorn sheep biology, ecology, management, and conservation.  The RMBS urges the BLM to not approve this project.”  John Legnard, President, Rocky Mountain Bighorn Society

“The proposed project is of considerable concern to us due to a number of likely and possible negative impacts on wild birds, other terrestrial wildlife, and sensitive plant species and all their habitats.”  SeEtta Moss, M.S., Conservation Chairperson, Arkansas Valley Audubon Society

“ Is there an understanding of the time requirements for the delivery and pick up of the US Mail?  If so, has the Federal Government USPS been notified of possible delays?  If so what kind of agreement has been made?  Will a compensation program be put into place for those who are adversely affected by this project making available to them immediate reimbursement to limit litigation?”  Deborah Papp, employee of D&E Mail Contractors, responsible to deliver and pick up mail from Howard to Westcliffe.

In the comments from CDOT regarding the Environmental Assessment Traffic Operations Analysis report that was prepared by David Evans and Associates for the OTR (December 2005): (quoted)

· The vehicle classifications in this study are in question  

· The percentage of trucks used in the analysis is low  

· The consultant subtracts the background traffic of 65,701 visitors from the 250K art visitors.  This assumption is not acceptable

· (in regards to)  Copper Gulch county road (as an alternate route) – is this road capable of handling large truck traffic?

· The study makes no mention of anticipated construction and removal impacts or periods when the work will be done to minimize impacts.

· It may be necessary to designate specific rafting and fishing only access points during the exhibit to prevent these conflicts. (Reference to the recreational users that need access to the same stretch of highway used by viewers of the project)

· The projected traffic distribution patterns…are in question. 

· The assumption of 80% pass thru and 20% return traffic in the study is in question.  Long alternate routes back to the Front Range do not support this assumption.

· The assumption of 3 people per vehicle is questioned.

· During this two-week period all passing lanes shall be removed from the 40-mile stretch of US 50.

· CDOT will take steps to restrict oversized, overweight, and hazardous materials vehicles from using US 50 during the exhibit.

Region 2 and Region 5 Traffic and Safety Engineers – Colorado Dept. of Transportation

“the construction…the traffic delays and crowds at the actual display will destroy this convention outing.  The timing is too critical.  If the Christo construction costs us the loss of those visitor days due to degradation of the visitor experience – whether real or imagined – the booking hotel will cease offering these (fly fishing) trips for the duration of Christo’s presence.  I stand to lose 9% a year over 4 years.  Personally, I cannot sustain that kind of income loss.”  Carol Neville, professional fly-fishing guide

“I am a retired Illinois Dept. of Natural Resources wildlife biologist (30-plus years of service) living full-time in Buena Vista.  I am also a contributing editor for “Canoe & Kayak,” a national magazine with a circulation of about 250,000 readers.  I find this debate whether or not to allow Christo to proceed with his curtains over the Arkansas Rive scheme ludicrous.  Ludicrous, because there should not even be a debate.  On just wildlife impact considerations alone, any permits to allow such an act of audacious grandstanding should be denied.”  Larry Rice 

“This communication is to make known and go on record stating that the Fremont-Custer County Farm Bureau Executive Board ….to OPPOSE the Over the River draping project proposed by Christo & Jeanne-Claude.”  County Farm Bureau Board Members

“The rancher and farmer will not be able to conduct his business of moving cattle or hay equipment during this time, which happens to be a peak time for harvesting hay.  Previous projects like this have shown a lack of “clean up” and the responsibility to return the area back to the original status.  As stewards of the land it is our responsibility to make a strong stand in opposition to the OTR and urge your organization to assume a similar position” Fremont Cattleman’s Association 

“Most importantly, that highway (US 50) is the only link between the people living in the area and medical, fire, evacuation, or any other emergency services.  It is our only response route to virtually any and all emergencies in our protection area…the potential for disaster is very high.”   Members of the Howard Volunteer Fire Department

“We are deeply concerned about the safety factors associated with the traffic congestion expected in this narrow canyon roadway.  Not only will there be a hazard during the two-week display period, but also during the two-year construction phase and the several months afterward for dismantling.”  President and Board of Directors, Tallahassee Rural Fire Protection Association

“This is to express our concern and involvement regarding (the OTR project);

· The possible impact on response and transport time

· The increased numbers of campers, and associated activities, such as campfires and increased numbers of personal injuries

· Possibility of increased number of car accidents

· The impact of any substantial increase in traffic on these rural roads would increase the potential of deterioration of those roads, and would then in turn increase the potential of accidents due to poor road conditions.”

Deer Mountain Fire Protection District

“My direct concerns about the project are the possible medical impact as I’m one of the surgeons who would be called on to care for the victims of the falls, car wrecks, and possible drownings I envision as inevitable consequences of this undertaking.”  J. Stewart Williams, M.D.

“Two past Christo projects indicate risk assessment was inadequate.  The umbrella installation resulted in two fatalities.  The Rifle Colorado project, despite an impressive list of consultants and contractors working on it, misjudged the winds and was removed 28 hours after full installation, despite over 2 years of preparation.”  Ellen T. Bauder, Ph.D. – Plant Ecologist, Dept. of Biology, San Diego State University 

“I have witnessed this “Artist’s” work in Miami, Florida…it was a mess.  It did nothing for the common citizen and it killed all small crustaceans and fish, as well as the bacteria in the area.  This disruption of the ecosystem of these chain of islands caused the fish to leave due to no vegetation.”  Andrew and Doreen Morris, Cotopaxi, Co., previously of Miami, Florida

Prepared by Cathey Young, 

ROAR Board Secretary

For further information, please contact ROAR at roar4all@yahoo.com, or write to us at P.O.Box 786, Canon City, Co. 81215.  Dan Ainsworth, ROAR board president.

