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Abstract 

 Joes Valley is located in Central Utah just minutes away from the town of Orangeville, in 

Emery County. It has become a bouldering mecca because of its numerous boulders, quality of 

climbs, and free and easy access. It is comprised of land managed by the Bureau of Land 

Management and the Forest Service along with privately owned portions. The Forest Service 

needed documentation of bouldering sites and camping areas to evaluate the possible impact of 

having abundant recreation use. In March and April of 2013, site inventories were completed 

along with a user survey in the Left Fork area. The results of this project will be evaluated by the 

Forest Service and presented to the BLM and Emery County to determine the next steps, which 

may include developing a climbing management plan, installing facilities like toilets and 

established camping, and improving trails.   
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 Bouldering is a recreation activity that is categorized by climbing on rock formations, 

specifically boulders. The rocks are short enough that there is no need for ropes and expensive 

climbing gear. The route up the rock is known as a "problem", and boulders may contain many 

problems at different difficulty levels. The sport of bouldering was originally used to train for 

bigger and better climbing and mountaineering prospects. It has gained popularity in the past 30 

years as a stand-alone activity which attracts many participants due to many factors including: 

the minimal cost to begin, the wide range of accessibility and opportunities, and its social nature 

(Bouldering: Understanding and Managing Climbing on Small Rock Formations, 2006).  The 

Joes Valley area of Emery County has become increasingly popular as a bouldering area. It has 

been frequented for years and keeps expanding in its number of boulders/problems and its 

popularity. Joes Valley first became a bouldering area from 1975-1978. Two men, Gene Ellis 

and Joe Frank, were working for the U.S.G.S. and climbed the area extensively.  They 

established many problems in the area. In the early 1990's, climber/kayakers led to the 

rediscovery of Joes Valley bouldering. They spread the word when they returned to Salt Lake 

City about the boulders they had climbed on by the river's edge. Eventually, climbers ventured 

into Joes just for the bouldering. Since, the 1990's, climbers or "boulderers", continued to find 

new and better areas and kept the excitement alive. This led to the establishment of three major 

areas: Left Fork, Right Fork, and New Joes (Baldwin, Beck & Russo, 2003).   

 1. Assessment of the Experience:  

The Forest Service has taken an interest in the area and what is occurring there. The 

boulderers come and go every year without anyone being aware of the impacts or effects they 

may or may not be having on the area. One of the largest concerns is the fact that some of the 
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most popular bouldering areas reside on Cottonwood Creek, which is a water source for the 

communities of Orangeville and Castle Dale. The area has not been formally documented and it 

is not known if mitigation or a climbing management plan is needed. I have been employed as a 

Pathways Intern with the Forest Service as a recreation technician since June of 2012. My 

supervisor's Bill Broadbear, Supervisory Forester (Recreation), and Del Orme, Recreation 

Planner, discussed with me a need for data collection in the Joes Valley area. The project would 

entail examining and documenting the bouldering areas and dispersed campsites. They also 

needed a user survey conducted to find out who uses the area, when, how much, and why. The 

survey would also determine if the users see a need for facilities (as in vault toilets, established 

campsites, etc.), and if they would be willing to pay for them. The user survey would be 

compiled and converted to usable data for specific management decisions. The data would be 

very useful for establishing current use and conditions, and also as a comparison for later 

condition inventories to show use impacts over time. Del and Bill were hoping that the 

techniques and processes could be used for later data collection, for the Forest Service and the 

other landowners and land managers.    

There were several broad goals and objectives I created which were approved by my 

supervisors to facilitate the completion of the Joes Valley Project.  

Goal 1 - Increase my knowledge of the recreational activity of bouldering and those who 

participate, including learning about physical requirements, social behaviors, and possible 

environmental impacts to bouldering areas. The specific objectives were to read online 

publications and print sources about bouldering sites and behavior, get in contact with climbing 

groups that may be willing to share some information about their bouldering experiences, to read 
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Recreation Site and Trail Impact Assessment: Methods and Procedures for Bouldering Areas in 

Little Cottonwood Canyon, by Jeffrey Porucznik, and obtain and read specific books and 

information about the Joes Valley bouldering area. These objectives were to be completed by 

February 15th, 2013. This goal was selected by me to familiarize myself with the activity and the 

area. It was also selected as a way to start on an outdoor project in the winter when field work 

was impossible to perform. I originally planned to accomplish these goals by looking up 

"Bouldering" on the internet to see what popped up. I also wanted to find specific information on 

Joes Valley bouldering and also impacts associated with bouldering activity in other areas. I was 

hoping to have climbing groups like the Access Fund and Salt Lake Climbers Alliance (SLCA)  

be aware of my project and share some information about the area, its users, and the possible 

need for facilities. I wanted to read other publications about bouldering which included papers by 

the Access Fund, and any bouldering guide books about the Joes Valley area. I was able to find 

information on the internet which included scientific research about bouldering, magazine and 

newspaper articles, websites for climbing groups and also blogs and forums about Joes Valley 

bouldering. Julia Geisler from the SLCA was happy to call me and discuss Joes in detail. We 

talked about users, times of use, and specifically about waste disposal concerns and the need for 

latrines in the area. She discussed how it becomes increasingly hard to pay for the latrines to be 

placed in the Joes Valley area at peak times due to amplified use and decreased budgets and 

financial support. They have been able to obtain grant monies from the Access Fund, but are not 

sure how many years they can secure the funds. I found a website called mountainproject.com 

which has various forums and pages with information about Joes Valley. I created a forum to 

introduce myself to the boulderers that may be in Joes when I was able to start my field work. I 

had a few people respond and tell me what a few of their concerns were. Soil erosion and lack of 
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bathrooms were on the top of the list. In reading Porucznik’s master’s project paper and was able 

to get some very useable information from it about bouldering areas and how to assess impacts. I 

also found a wealth of youtube videos that were created in Joes and showed me exactly what the 

sport of bouldering was all about. I was unable to find guidebooks in my library or online to 

consult in this stage of the process. I feel that I was able to accomplish the first goal and 

objectives. This helped establish what the project would involve and allowed me to get to know 

the user and area. I immediately felt more comfortable and this research would help me in the 

next part of the process.  

Goal 2 - Build tools to assess the impacts of bouldering in the Joe’s Valley area. My objectives 

were to develop a site monitoring inventory sheet, a dispersed camping inventory sheet, a user 

survey to conduct, and a template of data collection procedure that can be used for all areas of 

the project. The goal should have been accomplished by March 1, 2013. My supervisors and 

myself decided that a form to collect the data was important for my purposes and also for later 

collection by myself, other Forest Service employees, and to possibly be used by other land 

managers. The tools would be built according to my supervisors' needs and also would be simple 

enough that they could be used by other parties at different sites. I studied other user surveys and 

read many sample questions to formulate the survey that we would use. I was able to create the 

dispersed campsite inventory form from one that Bill Broadbear gave me. I changed the fields 

according to what information I thought would be most helpful in the study. The user survey was 

a little more involved and went through many revisions. I came up with a long list of possible 

questions about demographics, specific bouldering questions, and about possible changes to the 

area. I emailed this list to Del and Bill along with my reasons for choosing them. They went 

through the possible questions and sent me some feedback concerning what to change, add, or 
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keep. In creating the survey, I also made up a laminated card with possible answers for some of 

the longer questions. Bill felt that this would make the survey shorter and easier for me to 

administer. The third tool created was a form to inventory the bouldering site and associated 

trails. I consulted the form that Jeffrey Porucznik used in his analysis and adapted it to fit my 

needs. I did not understand many of his fields or responses and did not use them. My field work 

would be less scientific and would rely more on pictures to tell us what was happening. I did not 

develop a template of techniques for data collection. I decided to wait until I was in the field to 

determine what procedure would work. I did not complete these goals by March 1st because I 

had to wait for approval from all parties involved, and also had to wait for acceptable weather. 

The forms were approved by my supervisors and we felt that these tools would help accomplish 

the main goals. I feel that I developed some useful skills in creating site assessment sheets and 

surveys, which are helpful in documenting conditions.  

Goal 3 - Collect field data at Joes Valley to quantify resource impacts and social issues. For the 

completion of the student project, Del and I decided to narrow our scope and concentrate on the 

Left Fork section first. The objectives were to GPS and take pictures of all sites in the Straight 

Canyon area, perform a site monitor inventory that lists all existing conditions and impacts, and 

also conduct user surveys to determine who uses the area and what kind of facilities or 

improvements may be needed to accommodate future use. These objectives were to be 

completed by March 31, 2013. We set these goal and objectives according to what information 

we needed to collect and knowing that this would be the best time to get the most surveys 

completed. The boulderers move into the area right after the snow begins to melt and many 

spend the months of March and April in Joes. My work schedule was set at Thursday and 

Saturday, just in case some of our target group just came to Joes Valley for the weekend. The 
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first couple of days I planned to just conduct surveys and familiarize myself with the area and 

location of boulders. After the initial rush of Spring Break and Easter holiday settled down I 

would do the field collection that I may not be able to get finished during the busiest times. In 

my initial plan, I had hoped to have the whole month of March to collect data. I was not able to 

start the on-site evaluation until March 16th. I was unable to accomplish my goal by the due date 

because of the late start. I spent my last day on Joes Valley on April 6th. I had a rough time 

coming up with a usable procedure for data collection. My process kept evolving with every 

boulder, trail, and campsite inventoried. I think that the forms were helpful in collecting my data. 

There are certain fields in the dispersed campsite inventory form that can be changed and some 

that could be added. The bouldering site inventory is flawed in many ways and there are still 

fields that I feel are unnecessary and still some that would be helpful to add. I also noticed that 

on some of the more complex boulders/problems that more room was needed to document all of 

my information. I was very impressed with the user survey and I think that it served our purpose 

very well. I would change wording of some questions and make minor adjustments to some of 

the wording, but I think overall it turned out the best. My skill development was immense in this 

portion of the project. I had to learn about a new group of people and how to interact with them. I 

started to recognize what kind of impacts I was looking for that are specific to the activity. I had 

to learn to use a new collection device when they gave me a Garmin Montana to use. I became 

very organized in what I carried with me to do my field work. I started out with a bulky 

clipboard and forms and quickly changed to a small handheld notebook, the GPS camera, and the 

guidebook. The goal and objectives were useful in that they allowed me to collect all the data 

that was needed.   

Goal 4 - Assemble all findings of the first phase of the Joes Valley bouldering area project. The 
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objectives included taking all waypoints and other gathered data and map it in a GIS, compiling 

all findings from site monitor inventory sheets and have them accessible for future reference and 

surveys, and to assemble the results of user surveys to facilitate future actions. The objectives 

were supposed to be accomplished by April 20, 2013. The goals were set by Del, Bill, and I, and 

would allow a way to present the data and store what had been collected. I would accomplish this 

by moving from the field to the Forest Service building in Price. For the work in ArcGIS, I 

would need to acquire a Forest Service profile to gain computer access. I had to use up two 

whole days to get my log in and password running on the Forest Service system, and download 

the necessary programs onto my assigned computer. This did not leave much time to work with 

the data and get it into a usable form. I was able to get a map together showing placement of all 

of the sites I inventoried. I used this to present to my work to my supervisors, but I was unable to 

print a copy due to technical difficulties. I will be receiving a newer computer that is more 

capable to run an ArcGIS program. I will need to continue working with the data to reference the 

photos to their proper points on the map. I made sure that all forms were filled out completely 

and compiled all of the user survey information at home. I feel that my goal and objectives were 

completed but not as well as I would have hoped. I usually allow myself ample time to complete 

projects and work through any technical problems. I look forward to completing this work and 

will be presenting it to the BLM and Emery County on May 7th. We will then discuss the next 

steps and perform future surveys in the Right Fork and New Joes areas. I feel that I developed 

many skills in this final phase. The biggest of these would be learning to accept setbacks and 

look at what I did get accomplished instead of focusing on what was not completed.  

The overall experience has helped to reinforce my career interests. I chose Recreation 

Resource Management so I could work for an agency like the Forest Service or BLM. I really 
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just wanted to work outdoors and play a role in preserving and conserving natural resources. I 

never expected to enjoy learning about recreation as much as I have in working at Joes. I found 

myself fascinated with the people who participate in this activity and how much they enjoy doing 

it. I also thoroughly enjoyed the research and would love to do more projects like this one. The 

biggest sense of satisfaction in all of this was realizing that I was playing a major role in 

protecting both natural resources and recreation access.    

 2. Assessment of How the Experience Fits with the Student’s University Experience  

My university experience has prepared me for this project in many different ways.  I feel 

that any one of my Environment and Society classes prepared me to go out in the field and 

examine different forms of impacts from activities, user conflicts, carrying capacity, etc. I went 

to work in Joes Valley knowing how important recreation activities are and motivations behind 

peoples actions. If I had not taken Statistics 2000 I would not have known the first thing about 

constructing a survey and making sure I get a good sample group and a sample that is unbiased. 

The course Geography 1800 prepared me for field work and taking the data and translating it in a 

GIS.  My minor in Anthropology helped me to look at people and their behaviors in a context 

with what is going on, and also made me aware of areas that may contain cultural resources.  

I think this experience has confirmed that I will enjoy having a career in recreation 

management someday. I feel that recreationists need someone who understands the activities 

they love but also wants to protect the resources needed for the activity. I enjoy learning 

everything I can about a geographic area, recreational activities, and a user group to better 

understand the bigger picture. My supervisor, Bill, told me that one of the greatest challenges he 
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faces is keeping up with recreation trends. I feel that my love of research would be especially 

helpful in keeping up with new recreation activities and the people who enjoy them.   

For some time I have been worried about the lack of outdoors enthusiasts and sense of 

stewardship. I spend many of my days in the forest cleaning graffiti, picking up garbage, and 

explaining to people why we cannot have electrical outlets and water spigots in every campsite. 

The boulderers that inhabit Joes care about the land and want to spend as much time in it as 

possible. They clean up garbage that is not their own, enjoy spending weeks at a time in a tent 

without modern comforts, and want to get along with everyone to ensure their rights to access of 

the area. I also think my attitude towards myself has changed during this experience. I found 

myself getting very comfortable while conducting the user surveys. I have always preferred 

blending into the background instead of standing out, and normally I would not want to "bother" 

people by just walking up to them and asking questions about their feelings and activities. I think 

that I learned that I am great at discussing outdoor recreational activities with others because I 

feel strongly about many of the same things.  

My suggestions for another student majoring in Recreation Resource Management would 

be to gain some valuable experience by working with a multiple-use agency. I have learned more 

working for the Forest Service than I ever thought possible. It is a wonderful place to learn about 

recreation areas, different user groups, management challenges, and natural resource related 

issues. I think that what is most refreshing is being allowed the freedom to develop skills in your 

own way, learn from mistakes, and grow from your experiences.  

I do not have suggestions for my faculty supervisor. I feel that the whole experience was 

positive and that Dr. Ceurvorst was always willing to answer questions and equipped me with the 



JOES VALLEY BOULDERING    12 

tools needed to complete my goals. My on-site supervisors were also very helpful and willing to 

help me locate any tools or information I may need to perform my job. I look forward to 

continuing to work for them and extending my study to other areas of Joes Valley.  

 3. Assessment of the Relationship Between the Experience and Larger Societal Forces  

I did not experience any conflicts due to expression of my individuality and how I was 

expected to behave in the work environment. If I had been working for someone new this may 

have been an issue, but I have been working with Del and Bill since last year and know what the 

job entails.   

My experiences with the recreationists in Joes Valley were very positive and mostly non-

confrontational. I did, however, encounter an occasional participant that seemed a little 

discouraged that an agency, like the Forest Service, had taken an interest in the area and its 

management. In the process of conducting my interviews 38% expressed that they are not willing 

to pay for any sort of improvements and facilities. I also heard from many people that they would 

like Joes Valley to remain free and undeveloped.   

I kept in touch with the Salt Lake Climbers Alliance and told them I would share my 

findings, mostly concerning helping them to keep their funds for the latrines. It was rare, but in a 

few areas, especially those directly on Cottonwood Creek, I found toilet paper that had not been 

buried or properly disposed of. I took pictures of this and emailed them to Julia with SLCA to 

prove that latrines are needed. I also met up with another member of SLCA named Justin who 

asked for my help in contacting a land owner to inquire about access to another bouldering site. I 

am still looking into this issue but will email him as soon as I find out who he needs to contact.  
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The Joes Valley area is popular for many reasons; boating, fishing, OHV riding, and 

camping are just a few. It is, however, bouldering that has put it on the map. Enthusiastic 

climbers come from not just all over the country, but all over the world, to attempt the sandstone 

problems in this area. The amount of use seen by Joes means that land owners need to step in and 

assess the conditions and see what effect bouldering has on its natural resources. I was pleasantly 

surprised to encounter a group of users that loves the outdoors and wants to protect it for future 

generations. Most of the people I had the pleasure of talking to, would love to see Joes clean, and 

as unmanaged as possible. Although, they do realize that increased use means that some areas 

will need some level of control to make sure they are not being unintentionally destroyed. Most 

people seemed thrilled that the Forest Service had finally taken an interest in the use of the area 

to make sure to control some of the environmental concerns that the users and land managers 

share. The bouldering activity is a boon to the local economy and ensures many places in 

Orangeville and Castle Dale some extra business every spring and fall. The climbing activity in 

New Joes could have a negative impact on the local economy in a different way, but the climbers 

have a great rapport with local drilling companies with whom they must share the land. The 

biggest concern in all of this would be contamination of a watershed by improper waste disposal 

or erosion caused by recreation activity. My site inventories revealed a few areas of concern but 

overall with the installation of some latrines or vault toilets, and some trail maintenance I think 

these issues could be eradicated. I think that the boulderers and land managers could work 

together to make sure that Joes stays ecologically intact while maintaining its semi-primitive 

charm and full accessibility.  
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Figure 1: User Survey, page 1 
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Figure 2: User Survey, page 2 
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Figure 3: User Survey, page 3 
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User Survey Results 

THE USER SURVEY WAS PERFORMED IN LEFT FORK, RIGHT FORK, AND NEW JOES. SAMPLE SIZE 

WAS 50. THERE WERE 3 PEOPLE THAT REFUSED TO PARTICIPATE. THE SAMPLE WAS 

RANDOMIZED BY GIVING THE SURVEY TO THE PERSON WITH THE MOST RECENT BIRTHDAY IN A 

GROUP.  

 

 

 

 1: HOW MANY ARE IN YOUR PARTY? 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 REFUSED 

2 12 9 5 4 5 4 2 2 2 3 

4% 24% 18% 10% 8% 10% 8% 4% 4% 4% 6% 

 

 2: LENGTH OF STAY (DAYS)?  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10 14 21 30 35 REFUSED 

6 7 3 3 4 1 11 1 1 6 2 1 1 3 

12% 14% 6% 6% 8% 2% 22% 2% 2% 12% 4% 2% 2% 6% 

 

 3:  

 

 

 

 

38% 

30% 

26% 

6% V0 TO V3 

V4 TO V6 

V7 TO V9 

V10 AND 
ABOVE 

REFUSED 

LEVEL OF EXPERIENCE? 
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 4:  

 

 

 

 5: WAS JOES VALLEY AREA YOUR MAIN DESTINATION OR A STOP ON THE WAY TO/FROM 

SOMEWHERE ELSE?  

3 REFUSED SURVEY (6%), 37 PEOPLE SAID JOES WAS THEIR MAIN STOP (74%),  

10 PEOPLE SAID THEY WERE STOPPING ON THEIR WAY TO/FROM SOMEWHERE ELSE (20%) 

(SOME TO/FROM RESPONSES: BISHOP, HUECO TANKS, INDIAN CREEK) 

 

 6: HOW MANY DAYS PER YEAR ARE SPENT AT JOES VALLEY (AND SURROUNDING) 

BOULDERING AREAS?  

 

 

 

0% 

10% 

20% 

30% 

40% 

50% 

60% 

1 TO 15 16 TO 30 31 TO 60 61 TO 90 MORE 
THAN 90 

REFUSED 

DAYS PER YEAR SPENT BOULDERING 

0% 

5% 

10% 

15% 

20% 

25% 

30% 

35% 

40% 

1 TO 15 16 TO 30 31 TO 60 61 TO 90 FIRST TIME REFUSED 
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 7:  

 

 

 

 8: WHAT PERCENTAGE OF TIME IS SPENT AT EACH OF THE FOLLOWING AREAS?  

 

LEFT 

FORK 

RIGHT 

FORK 

NEW 

JOES 

HUNTINGTON 

CANYON 

TRIASSI

C OTHER LOCAL 

0 TO 10% 4 5 10 47 47 46 

15 TO 

30% 4 10 11 0 0 

1 

(PRICE 

CANYON) 

31 TO 

50% 36 28 26 0 0 0 

51 TO 

70% 11 4 2 0 0 0 

71 TO 

100% 2 4 0 0 0 0 

REFUSED 3 3 3 3 3 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

18% 

42% 
4% 

2% 

30% 

6% 

SPRING 

SPRING,FALL 

SPRING, FALL, SUMMER 

SPRING, FALL, WINTER 

FIRST TIME N/A 

REFUSED 

WHAT TIME OF YEAR DO YOU 
FREQUENTLY  VISIT JOES? 
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 9: WHAT ARE YOUR REASONS FOR VISITING THE JOES VALLEY AREA? 

 

 10: HOW IMPORTANT ARE THE FOLLOWING THINGS TO YOU? 1=NOT IMPORTANT, 5=VERY 

IMPORTANT (TOP ANSWERS) 

AVAILABILITY OF CAMPSITES:  24% VERY IMPORTANT 

TRAIL CONDITION: 32% SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT 

IMPACTS TO SOIL AND VEGETATION: 36% SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT 

PRESENCE OF LITTER/WASTE: 86% VERY IMPORTANT 

CONFLICT WITH OTHER RECREATIONISTS: 36% NOT IMPORTANT 

 11: HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE FOLLOWING AT LEFT FORK, RIGHT FORK, AND 

NEW JOES? 1=NOT SATISFIED, 5=VERY SATISFIED (TOP ANSWERS) 

AVAILABILITY OF CAMPSITES: 68% VERY SATISFIED 

TRAIL CONDITION: 36% VERY SATISFIED 

IMPACTS TO SOIL AND VEGETATION: 32% SATISFIED 

PRESENCE OF LITTER/WASTE: 28% SATISFIED 

CONFLICT WITH OTHER RECREATIONISTS: 78% VERY SATISFIED 

 

 

 

16.0% 

9.4% 

40.6% 

23.6% 

7.6% 

2.8% 

SCENERY 

SOLITUDE 

CONCENTRATION OF 
BOULDERS 

LEVEL OF DIFFICULTY 

OTHER: GUIDEBOOKS, NEW 
CLIMBS, FREE CAMPING, FREE 
ENTRY, FISHING, QUALITY 
CLIMBING ACCESS, PEOPLE 

REFUSED 

RESPONDENTS WERE 

ALLOWED TO PICK MORE 

THAN ONE RESPONSE. 

TOTAL RESPONSES 106 
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 12: WHICH OF THESE AMENITIES WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE ADDED?  

VAULT TOILETS, FIRE RINGS, INFORMATIONAL FEATURES(KIOSKS, MAPS, ETC.), PICNIC TABLES, 

IMPROVED TRAILS/TRAILHEAD MARKERS. 

“OTHER” RESPONSES INCLUDED:  TRASH CANS, MAINTAINED TRAILS, ENCLOSED PICNIC AREA, 

TENT SPOTS 

 

 

 13: WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO PAY FOR THESE AMENITIES (CAMPING FEE)?  

COMMENTS: UNDER $5, NO FEE-DONATION INSTEAD, KEEP IT FREE!! 

 

 

39% 

13% 

6% 

15% 
18% 

5% 
1% 

3% 

0% 

5% 

10% 

15% 

20% 

25% 

30% 

35% 

40% 

45% 

54% 38% 

2% 

6% 

YES 

NO 

I DON'T KNOW 

REFUSED  
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 14: ANY OTHER COMMENTS, CONCERNS, ETC: 

SET UP A FACEBOOK PAGE TO SET UP CLEAN UP DURING THE YEAR AT BUSY TIMES, FREE!!, 

WOULD NOT PAY, KEEP JOES CLEAN SIGNAGE AND TRAIL MARKERS TO DECREASE EROSION 

IN LEFT FORK, NO CHANGES - KEEP IT THE WAY IT IS, BETTER PARKING FOR SMALL CARS IN 

RIGHT FORK - THEY BOTTOM OUT, TOILETS!!, FINE WITH EXISTING CONDITIONS - DO NOT 

CHANGE IT.  

 

 

 

DEMOGRAPHICS: 

 15: WHAT IS YOUR AGE? AGE 18-34: 86%, AGE 35-44: 8%, REFUSED: 6% 

 16: WHAT IS YOUR GENDER?  MALE: 76%, FEMALE: 18%, REFUSED: 6% 

 17: WHAT IS YOUR CURRENT MARITAL STATUS? SINGLE: 76%, MARRIED: 18%, REFUSED: 

6% 

 18: WHAT IS YOUR ZIPCODE:  

To view map: https://mapsengine.google.com/map/edit?mid=zl_6fXTRyYrk.kHGFFEb-Hkms 

0214

1 

CAMBRIDGE, 

MA 

8031

0 BOULDER,CO 

8410

5 

SALT LAKE 

CITY, UT 

9550

1 EUREKA, CA 

0496

4 

OQUOSSOC, 

ME 

8040

1 GOLDEN, CO 

8410

7 

SALT LAKE 

CITY, UT 

9722

1 PORTLAND, OR 

1890

1 

DOYLESTOW

N, PA 

8052

4 

FORT 

COLLINS, CO 

8412

1 

SALT LAKE 

CITY, UT 

9805

2 REDMOND, WA 

3004

7 LILBURN, GA 

8052

4 

FORT 

COLLINS, CO 

8440

1 ODGEN, UT 

9822

5 BELLINGHAM, WA 

3312

5 MIAMI, FL 

8160

1 

GLENWOOD 

SPRINGS, CO 

8460

1 PROVO, UT 

9851

2 OLYMPIA, WA 

4320

2 

COLUMBUS, 

OH 

8164

7 

NEW CASTLE, 

CO 

8460

3 PROVO, UT 

9951

9 ANCHORAGE, AK 

6521

7 

COLUMBIA, 

MO 

8207

2 LARAMIE, WY 

8460

4 PROVO, UT 

NO 

ZIP 

ALBERTA, 

CANADA 

8001

0 AURORA, CO 

8331

8 BURLEY, ID 

8466

3 

SPRINGVILLE, 

UT 

NO 

ZIP 

MEXICO CITY, 

MEXICO 

8030

1 

BOULDER, 

CO 

8370

5 BOISE, ID 

8466

4 

MAPLETON, 

UT 

NO 

ZIP 

MUNICH, 

GERMANY 

8030

2 

BOULDER, 

CO 

8405

7 OREM, UT 

9003

9 

LOS 

ANGELES, CA 

NO 

ZIP 

SHEFFIELD,ENGLA

ND 

8030

2 

BOULDER, 

CO 

8405

8 OREM, UT 

9026

6 

MANHATTAN 

BEACH, CA 

NO 

ZIP 

VANCOUVER, 

CANADA 

8030

5 

BOULDER, 

CO 

8410

2 

SALT LAKE 

CITY, UT 

9211

6 

SAN DIEGO, 

CA     

 

https://mapsengine.google.com/map/edit?mid=zl_6fXTRyYrk.kHGFFEb-Hkms
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 19: WHAT IS THE HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION COMPLETED? 

 

 

 

 20: WHAT IS YOUR AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD INCOME? 

 

 

 

2% 
14% 

22% 

12% 

34% 

10% 
6% 

HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION COMPLETED 

LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL HIGH SCHOOL/GED 

SOME COLLEGE TWO YEAR COLLEGE DEGREE 

FOUR YEAR COLLEGE DEGREE GRADUATE DEGREE 

REFUSED 

34% 

28% 

12% 

20% 

6% 

0% 

5% 

10% 

15% 

20% 

25% 

30% 

35% 

40% 

LESS THAN 
$20,000 

$20,000 TO 
$40,000 

$40,000 TO 
$60,000 

GREATER 
THAN $60,000 

REFUSED 
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Figure 4: Dispersed Campsite Inventory, page 1, for Left Fork Camp #1 
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Figure 5: Dispersed Campsite Inventory, page 2, for Left Fork Camp #1 
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Figure 6: Dispersed Campsite Inventory, page 3, for Left Fork Camp #1 
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Figure 7: Dispersed Campsite Inventory, page 4, for Left Fork Camp #1 
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Figure 8: Bouldering Site Inventory, page 1, for The Mine Cart 
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Figure 9: Bouldering Site Inventory, page 2, for The Mine Cart 
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Figure 10: Left Fork Map (Baldwin, Beck &Russo, p. 32). 
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Summary of Inventories: 

Dispersed Camping –  

Left Fork Camp #1: Contain vehicle use, establish 1 to 2 firepits.  

Left Fork Camp #2: Establish 1 to 2 firepits, large ruts in access area, contain vehicle use. 

Left Fork Camp #3: Establish 1 firepit.  

Left Fork Camp #4: Establish 2 firepits, at least 4 social trails leading to Cottonwood Creek 

(possibly fishing traffic), temporary site for SLCA latrine, could make permanent toilet site. 

Bouldering Sites –  

Crack Boulder: Moderately used, some exposed soil and vegetation loss around boulder, micro 

litter.  

The Mine Cart: Low use, some tree damage, one trail leading from boulder towards creek could 

be reclaimed, micro litter, old graffiti on boulder.  

Kill by # and Reachy V6: Moderate use, one fire scar, some exposed soil in staging for Kill by # 

due to slope, micro litter.  

Trent’s Mom: Very steep access trail straight up slope has experienced rock fall and erosion, 

areas moderately used, no litter or damage.  

Right Sign Area: Heavily used, problems located in large drainages, exposed tree roots and soil, 

users have built staging areas on Problem 5-8, no litter or waste.  

Garden of Eden: Low use, trail very steep and washed out in sections, slight root exposure, micro 

litter.  

The Sandbox: Moderate use, no litter, waste or damage, trail very steep at first but compacted 

and rocky after that.  

Big Joe: Heavily used, one fire scar, obvious litter including toilet paper, loop trail very slick and 

steep on descent, most of access trail on rocky ledges, limited parking.  

Riverside Area: Heavily used, some old graffiti on acid boulder, users have built log bridge to 

access problems on south side of Cottonwood Creek, obvious litter and toilet paper nect to 

Cottonwood Creek on East side of problems, one established firepit on east side of boulders, all 

problems lie right next to Cottonwood Creek, most heavily used area and very little parking.   
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Pictures of Possible Concerns: 

 

Figure 11. Constructed staging in Right Sign Area 

 

Figure 12. Erosion surrounding problem 

 

 



JOES VALLEY BOULDERING    34 

 

Figure 13. Trent's Mom trail, very steep 

 

Figure 14. Tree damage and unnecessary trail at The Mine Cart 
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Figure 15. Toilet paper next to Cottonwood Creek, Riverside area 

 

Figure 16. Left Fork Camp #2, heavy traffic with ruts 

 

 

 


