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A Reply to the "Shawangunks Legal 
Defense Vote" Piece in Up Rope, Dec. 1981 

--by Charlie Dorian

A careful reading of the article
demonstrates that it is full of
errors of fact, errors of opinion,
and faulty arguments. My comments
follow.

The Proposal 

It seems that now the donation is
to be to the "Open Space Institute".
In the past, the proposed donation was
for Citizens to Save Minnewaska and
before that to Friends of the
Shawangunks. The constantly changing
target for our funds implies something
About the true feeling behind a call
for donation--it is anti-Marriott
corporation, not pro wilderness
preservation.

If the impulse for a donation were
truly for preservation, a group with a
record of accomplishment would be

(Editor's note: Throughout my
three-year tenure I have been careful
to avoid printing harsh statements and
personal attacks. Since UP ROPE and
its editor are the target of this
statement, I waive this protective
policy for my last issue.

A response follows.)

chosen to receive it. A group that
has demonstrated its Ability to use
the money for tangible results, rather
than merely providing employment for
its lawyers and lobbyists.

Should the Mbuntaineering Section
decide to become aggressive in its
support of wilderness preservation,
there are many better groups to choose
from. Even close to home, the Nature
Conservancy, located in Arlington, has
a tremendous national record.
Sometimes they even produce local
benefits. For example, Greenland Gap
is an area we can climb at now because
of their actions in 1975.

Background 

Contrary to claims made in Up Rope,
the Ulster County Environmental
Management Council (130117) appeared at
the New York Department of
Environmental Conservation (DEC)
hearings as a proponent of the
Marriott Corporation's application for
the redevelopment of the Lake
Minnewaska site. They were not
Babbitt-type boosters; as
environmentalists they want
"development which would not have an
unacceptably severe impact" (page 20,
DEC hearing report).
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Specifically, the UCEMC wanted any
Lake Minnewaska drawdown limited to 4

feet maximum, water quality maintained

and monitored in Lake Minnewaska and.
Peter's Kill, parking provided for
guests in New Paltz with
transportation available to the hotel,
building heights limited, and
energy-conserving measures mandated
(e.g., temperature limits on air
conditioner settings).

The UEMC never mentioned a fear the
Marriott would pour a "massive amount
of blacktopping in an environmentally
fragile area" as Up Rope claims.
Marriott is not very likely to buy a
gem of a setting and then pave over
paradise and put up a parking lot.

Friends of the Shawangunks, "which
is primarily concerned with the

preservation of the Shawangunks as a
natural space for the enjoyment of all
persons" (2. 25, op. cit.), appeared

at the DEC hearing only to worry about

the adequacy of the water supply for
the project (p. 25).

Citizens to Save Minnewaska is not
opposed to hotel development at Lake
Minnewaska. It justs wants someone
other than Marriott to do it,
preferably a state or federal
government agency (p. 26).
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Clearly the issue here is not the
preservation of the wilderness,. or
even conservation, but to stop
Marriott as Marriott.

Since there is not -hotel now in
operation, there cannot be -a "present
consumption" of water from Lake
Minnewaska to be used for comparison
with a projected maximum (not average)
usage by Marriott's project. Even if
historical estimates, from the days
when the Cliff House and the Windmere
Hotel were operating with over 400
rooms, are used, the ratio is from
1:15 to 0.84, not the 15 averred in
Rope. And remeMber, the two old hotels
took all their water from the lake;
Marriott will only be permitted to
build as soon as it shows the
availability of water from wells.

Marriott's resort can threaten
species only with some difficulty.

The closest is not on their land. "A
population of the bruin croWberry, an
endangered species, is located near
Gertrude's Nose, within the boundaries
of Minnewaska State Park about 11/2
miles south of the site" (ID. 75).

The DEC has concluded, as part of
its application approval, that "Public

UP ROPE

UPOOPE is the monthly newsletter of the Mountaineering Section
(MS) of the Potomac Apalachian Trail Club (PATC) of Washington,
D.C. Climbing articles, letters, and comments are 'welcome and

should be addressed to Lin Murphy. 2314 N. Harrison Street,
Arlington. VA. 22205. Deadline is the 20th of each month.
Subscriptions for MS members are included in the dues. The annual

subscription price for nonmembers is 94. Current PATC members
interested in receiving UP ROPE may obtain a subscription at no
charge. MS members must belong to PATC. Applicants for

membership and PATC members can loin the MS by obtaining
sponsorship from a current MS member. Send subscription and

address changes to Mountaineering Section-Secretary. 1718 N
Street, N.W. Washington. D.C. 20036.

PATC MOUNTAINEERING SECTION

James Eakin   598-6047

Charlie Dorian   362-7523

Ed Cummings  332-6100

UP ROPE STAFF

Lin Murphy

Joe Farness

MOUNTAINEEERING SECTION ACTIVITIES

The MS holds meetings at PATC headquarters (1718 N Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C.) the second Wednesday of each month
except August. There is a brief business session followed by a slide
show, film, or other form of entertainment. Sunday trips to nearby
climbing areas and/or weekend trips to more distant areas are
sponsored every weekend. Check the climber's calendar for
scheduled trips.

Beginning and intermediate training are offered once a month.
Anyone is welcome to participate in MS activities, although some
restrictions may be placed on participation in club trips. The Sunday
trips are usually to areas where there is.a complete range of top rope
climbs. However, we ask that you have some experience or training
prior to the trip The weekend trips are usually for lead climbers only.
and you are expected to find your own climbing partner.
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use of hiking trails and other uses of
the Lake Minnewaska site should be
continued and the courtesy trail
(which crosses the golf course)
relocated" (p. 4). Additionally,
Marriott has said that it will bar
snowmobiles from the trails--they want
guests to enjoy them for cross-country
skiing, too.

Counts of the traffic in New Paltz
on Route 299 (Main St.) show, at the
busiest section, "an annual average
daily volume of about 16,000 vehicles
per day" (p. 87). If all the guests
arrived on the same day, this would
increase less than 5%. As evidence of
the lack of seriousness with which the
Village of New Paltz and the state
Department of Transportation regard
the charge of impending traffic
congestion, consider their plans for
change: none.

Marriott's water supply
alternatives were not discredited. If
they were, the project would not have
been approved by the DEC. It is not
approved just "in concept", the
necessary approvals and permits have
been issued to Marriott. Marriott's
first proposal, to use lake water as
in the past, was felt to be
undesireable. DEC's decision reads,
"In view of the existing PIPC
conservation easement, which was
acquired in part to protect and
preserve Lake Minnewaska and the
absence cf conclusive proof that the
lake alone could supply the water
needs for the entire project, it is
clearly in the public interest and
also advantageous to the Applicant if
groundwater supplies can be devel-
oped..." (p. 2). Marriott's recess in
the hearings was used to dig and test
four wells to see if groundwater was a
feasible alternative. It was. The

DEC concluded that Marriott "has
reasonably established it can develop
Permanent wells.. .to collectively
yield some 40 to 45 gallons per
minute..." (p. 107). That's why the
Project was approved.

The Legal Issues 

Usurpation of the label
"conservationists" for objectors to

(Continued)

Marriott's plans is akin to
anti-abortionists claiming the label
"pro-life". It's not correct, it's
not fair, and it serves only to
generate emotional smoke to obscure
the light of a search for truth.

The objectors are clutching at
straws in their last-ditch attempt to
stop Marriott. The laws were 
considered in the DEC decision. Part
of it is quoted, "The Department may
grant or deny a permit or grant a
permit with such conditions as may be
necessary to provide satisfactory
compliance by the applicant..." (p.
103). Marriott's water supply data
was not "shown to be faulty and
inadequate during the hearing" as
UP ROPE claims, the administrative
law judge who heard the proceedings is
not a villain or stupid or uncaring.
His record of the proceedings is well
written and reasoned. During the
hearings he made several visits to the
project site, Minnewaska State Park,
Mbhonk Preserve, Mohonk Resort, and
the retained lands of the Phillips
(p.10).

If Marriott fails to develop
additional groundwater and cheats by
pumping out Lake Minnewaska, that fact
will soon become self evident. The DEC
decision forbids Marriott to allow
Lake Minnewaska to fall more than 4
feet. If it does, Marriott might even
be requested to pump in groundwater.

The DEC developed its own position
before the hearings, "appearing as a
Party neither opposodtc orin favor of
the overall Project and its
participation was as an advocate for
the environment and to ensure
completeness of the hearing record"

(p. 13). The reasons for requiring
groundwater supplies are not due to
the efforts of conservationists
bringing suits as implied by Up Rope.

The DEC was concerned about protecting
the Palisades Interstate Park
Commission's (PIPC) conservation
easement on Lake Minnewaska.

The PIPC granted an amendment of
their 239 acre visual easement. It
allows Marriott to enlarge the
existing 9 hole golf course to 18
holes, within the present area. This
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would have involved Marriott in
refurbishing the current 9 holes and
adding 9 additional holes adjacent to,
but just outside the PIPC easement
area. This would require the removal
of large diameter mature trees. Both
the PIPC and the DEC agreed that the
first course was preferable..

The question of amending a
conservation easement is undoubtedly
difficult. Nevertheless, in this case
th gain far outweighed the cost.
Specifically, the PIPC gained 70
additional acres on the ridge and
widened its easement around the shore
of Lake Minnewaska. An easement
represents something valuable. If
that value can be increased by a trade
of considerations, it does not seen
unreasonable to try to increase the
value.

The hearing does not list a
"Pittsburgh climbing club" as one of
the objectors (or proponents!), in
contrast to the assertion in UP ROPE.

Both the Atlantic Chapter of the
Mid-Hudson Group of the Sierra Club
and the Appalachian Mountain Club
presented similar concerns: project
size, PIPC easement modifications and
impact on ridge trail system. Also,
the Sierra Club chapter felt that a 9
hole golf course was large enough.
While their desire for wilderness
preservation is close to that of the
Mountaineering Section's, their
efforts are misplaced in this struggle
to block Marriott. The issue is not a
"save the redwoods" campaign, for the
DEC hearing concluded:

14. The overall development ot the
Lake Minnewaska site now proposed by
the Applicant essentially represents a
continuation of the historic private
ownership and use of this Site as a
vacation resort facility. The new
hotel and conference center, albeit
larger than the existing Wildmere
hotel, would in effect replace the
Wildmere hotel. The Applicant's
planned policy to continue day use
passes by the public for a fee would
likewise collectively continue
longstanding privileges granted to the
public to pass through the Site on
hiking trails and/or to otherwise

enjoy the beauty and certain
recreational features at Lake
Minnewaska. The planned layout of
resort oriented, clustered condominium
units ont he former Cliff House site
and in the vicinity of the new hotel
likewise should not be considered as a
"new" use of this overall Site, but
rather can be viewed: (a) as a
modification in the type and number. of
major structures on the Site (i.e.,
one new hotel and 300 condominiums in
place of the two former hotels)
utilizing for the most part the same
general areas of the Site which were
heavily used and impacted by buildings
and people in the past; and (b) a
change in ownership from one owner
(i.e., Phillips) to multiple owners
(i.e., the Applicant and the
individual condominium owners).

Some Cons and Pros 

In a patently fraudulent effort to
appear even-handed, the up Rope 
article set up straw men and then
found them easy to knock down. Let's
try a rematch.

Political Issue? 

Is this a "political issue"? Quite
.clearly it is. What did the citizens
of the state have to say About the
,project? They were in favor of the
incomes and the jobs that would be
generated by the project. They
welcome the opportunity for work.
This attitude is not surprising in a
rural area with chronic high
unemployment. It's easy to sneer at
this attitude from Washington and its
largely recession-proof white collar
world. How much listening has been
done to the people who live there? Or
do we know better what's good for
them?

Is this a conservations issue? No,
it is not. Not even the most ardent
objector is opposed to development of
a resort hotel at Lake Minnewaska.
The concern is Marriott--it's bigness.
The area has been used as a resort for
over 100 years. Therewas no interest
expressed in turning the site into a
park, not by PIPC, not by any local


