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ABOUT ACCESS FUND

ccess Fund is the national
advoco.cy organization
that works to protect
America’s outdoor climbing
areas. Founded in 1991, Access Fund is a
nonprofit organization that supports and
represents millions of climbers nation-
wide in all forms of climbing: rock climb-
ing, ice climbing, moun’fqineering, and
bouldering. Six core programs support the
mission on national and local levels:
climbing management policy, steward-
ship and conservation, local support and
mobilization, land acquisition and
protection, risk management and

landowner support, and education.

WE ARE CLIMBING
ADVOCATES

We are a community of climbing
advocates who love our climbing land-
scapes and the experiences Jthey offer—
and we are committed to fighting for

them. Not just for access, but for the

integrity of these amazing plqces.

Today, lin 5 climbing areas in the
United States is threatened —whether it's
private land lost to developmeni, threats
to public lands, or climber impacts
clegrqoling the environment, the list of
threats is long and constantly evolving.
But they can be managed. At Access
Funol, we are on a mission to lead and
inspire the climbing community toward

SU.S'lfO.il'lO.ble access o.nd conservation Of

the climbing environment.

OUR CAUSES

Protect public lands

Buy threatened climbing
Restore climbing areas

Inspire climbing aolvocqcy
Replace aging bolts

Encourqge responsible climbing

Access private lands

For more information on Access Fund and

to get involved, visit accessfunol.org.
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ABOUT THE SURVEY

his survey was a collaboration
between Access Fund and Dr.
David P. Carter, assistant
professor of public policy at
the University of Utah. It was conducted
online from May 17 to June 4, 2021
Requests for participation were
distributed via Access Fund's email
contact list and social media channels. A
total of 2,534 responses were received,
370 of which were from climbers who
have not recreated in Indian Creek. This
report details findings from the 1,847

completed surveys received from

responden’fs who repor’ted clim]oing in

Indian Creek.

The survey objectives were to document
practices, perceptions, and management
preferences of Indian Creek climbers. The
overarching goal of the project is to better
understand and represent climbers’
interests as we strive for a shared vision
for the future of Indian Creek clim]oing
and recreation. Access Fund is excited to
announce that it will put two Climber
Stewards on the ground at Indian Creek
in the fall of 2021 to help provide visiting
climbers with information and resources
to help them minimize their impacts at
this increasingly popular and sensitive

aread.
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SURVEY FINDINGS Ol

INDIAN CREEK CLIMBING PRACTICES

Figure OL Indian Creek climbing tenures

The number of years respondents have climbed in Indian Creek (n=1842).

&

@® 1 yearor under . 21%

® 2-3 years ........20%
® 45 years ... 16%
® 6-10 years ........18%

® 11-20 years .....14%
@ Over 20 years .11%

-

Figure 02. Visitation frequencies
The number of times a year respondents typically visit Indian Creek in a
calendar year (n=1822).

M

@ Once a year (or less) .42%
@ 2-3 times a year ... 33%
@ 4-5 times a year ... 1%
@ 6-10 times a year ... 7%
@ 11-20 times a year ... 4%
@ Over 20 times a year 3%
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Figure O3. Visitation months
The months respondents typically visit Indian Creek (n=1,847).

1,323
1156 (72%) 1180

1109

]uly

January
February
March
April
May

June
August
September
October
November
December

Figure O4. Visitation lengths
The number of days for which respondents typically visit Indian Creek (n=1,837).

\ L1/

® One day or less . 3%
@ 27 clo.ys per visit ... 46%
@ 47 clcxys per visit ... 37 %

@ 3814 do.ys per visit ... 9%
@ 15-21 days per visit ... 3%
@® Over 21 clo.ys per visit .2%
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Figure O5. Lodging and camping locations

Where responclen’fs ’cypically stay when visiting Indian Creek (multiple selections
allowed; n=1,847).

Dispersed camping (ie, away from designated
campgrounds)

Developed camping (ie, in designated
campgrounds)

In-town lodging (ie, hotel, Airbnb, etc)
At home (live nearby)

Another not listed

Figure 06. Camping arrangements
The camping arrangements respondents typically use when visiting Indian Creek
(mul’fiple selections allowed; n=1,807).

Vehicle (eg, rooftop tent, truck bed, van) _
Tow trailer/camper trailer _
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Figure O7. Camping and climbing party sizes
The number of people Iesponden’fs report as ’fypicqﬂy making up their camping
(n=1,808) and climbing (n=1840) parties when visiting Indian Creek.

| 2% @ Camping
<1%
(] Climbing

48%
8-11 people rgo/ﬁ‘%

12 people or more

1 person (only me)

Figure 08. Carpooling to the crag

How often respondents carpool to the crag with climbing partners when climbing in

Indian Creek (n=1_841)

@ Never .o, 4%
@ Sometimes ..., 7%
® About half the time ...6%
@ Most of the time ... 35%
@ AlWays . 48%
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Figure 09. Dogs at the Creek
How often responclen’fs bring dogs to Indian Creek (n=1,842)

@ Never ... 792%
® Sometimes .15%
@ Often ... 13%

Figure 10. Other activities
The other (non-climbing) activities responden’fs participate in while visiting Indian

Creek (mul’fiple selections allowed; n=1,847)

Hiking

Running (road or trail)
Cycling (road or mountain)
Canyoneering

Backpacking

Off-roading (in a vehicle)
Another not listed

Highlining

BASE jumping or wingsuiting
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Figure 1L Indian Creek information sources

Where responden’fs find information for planning Indian Creek visits (mul’fiple selec-

tions allowed; n=1,807).

Guidebooks

Mountain Project

Bureau of Land Management

(BLM) website

Social media (Facebook,
[nstagram, etc.)

Another not listed

Figure 12. Human waste disposal while climbing and camping
How respondents manage human waste while camping (top panel) and climbing

(bottom) in Indian Creek (n=1,530-1795).
@ Always @ Often @ Sometimes @ Never
Diive to a vault toilet A T TN
Use a portable carry-out waste system o o o o
(e.g, groover, WAG bag, Restop)
Dig o cat hole

While camping

Drive fo a vault foilet

Use a por’rable carry-out waste system
(e.g., groover, WAG bag, Restop) - = = -

Dig a cat hole

While climbing
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PERCEPTIONS RELATED TO INDIAN

®) CREEK CLIMBING

SURVEY FINDINGS

Figure 13. Environmental conditions, infrastructure, and climbers” behaviors
Respondents” agreement/disagreement with provided statements related to Indian Creek environmental
conditions, infrastructure, and climbers” behaviors (n=1,837-1,840).

. S{'rongly agree . Agree . Neither agree nor disagree . Disagree . Strongly &isagree

Impacts on the environment
Indian Creek is becoming (or has become) overcrowded.
Non-climbers are nego.tively impacting Indian Creek's o " 7 Ao "
environmental/ecological health TN I S I N, 1 |
Climbers are negaﬁvely impacting Indian Creek's or o o o
environmental/ecological health. T ML TR I N

Infrastructure

Climbing ccses (aka appronc) Lo e e« [ T S 7 1
Appropriate camping is often difficult to find in Igcr:lelzll: 0% | %% |  28% |  26% | |
Climbers' behavior
Indian Creek climbers generally rtig:;feuiln niziigi I
RS AR SNl o x| ox [ lin ]
Pets
L s e At soh gl | 2o [ S [ Sox x|
Climbers uppropii}.ilfel_y mar:;uge J::}Lllejlr peirs to mimmizi 1 20% | 3% |  34% | L% |
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Figure 14. Responden’fs' self-repor’[ed familiarities with relevant info

How informed Iesponclents feel regarcling different aspects of Indian Creek recreation and

management (n=1821-1,840).

@ Very informed @ Somewhat informed @ Not informed

Climber etiquette expectations [N T
Seasonal restrictions, such o Koo e T
avoidance areas
Land management policies/regulations
How to interact with/navigate cattle
Native American cultues/en tures
Non-climbing activity in the area
Ownership/mqnqgemenf boundaries

How to manage a pet around cattle

Figure 15. Valued elements and aspects

The importance that respondents ascribed to provided factors in their enjoyment of

Indian Creek (n=1,833-1,840).

@ Very important @ Moderately important @ Slightly important @ Not at all important

The area's environmental/ecological health
Ability to find solitude I

Dispersed camping availability [T NPER FOA

g e o S v T TN WTS N
Stable and casily navigated opprooc . e NPPTR
o e e T
Ability to camp and/or climb with a group
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M) PREFERENCES REGARDING INDIAN
O CREEK MANAGEMENT

SURVEY FINDINGS

Figure 16. Suppor’t and opposition for management options
Respondents’ support/opposition for various Indian Creek management policies or actions

(n=1,837-1,840).

. Strongly support . Support . Neither support nor oppose . Oppose . Strongly oppose

Di ble h t t i t =
e e et dipersed carprng T B A 1
for chspersed camping
Access trail and staging area improvements 59% Il
e o wucation: o) sx | sew | e ] ]
volunteers (for education purposes) y . .

Desigll'm*r?cl free, dispers‘ecl' camping sites 97% 46% 14% I
with increased restrictions elsewhere

More designatecl camp si‘tels in' the nl'min 90% 499% 199% I
canyon (below cllmbmg cliffs)

More restrictive pet management rules 28% 23% 5%

More deve]oped, fee-based camping 16% 18%

Designated campsites on the rim" (above, 1% 379

rather than below climbing cliffs) - = = - = -
management personnel

Capacity limits at popular crags to protect resource ; o
paaity B gstop . 29.% 292.% 30% 199%
health and recreational experience
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Figure 17. Amenities at Indian Creek

‘Whether respon&ents prefer more, the same, or fewer amenities (e.g., water, food, cell

service, etc.) than historicqﬂy available in Indian Creek (n=1,827).

@ Fewer amenities ..o 3%
@ The same amenities/no change 71%

@ More amenities ..o 26%

Table 1. Additional desired amenities

The frequency with which the listed amenity categories were offered by responden’rs in
response to a query of what amenities ’fhey would add.

Amenity Freq. (%) Indicators

Toilets 262 (55%) toilet(s), pit toilet(s), vault toilet(s), compost toilet(s),
bathroomo(s), restroom(s)

Water 209 (44%) water

Cell service 110 (23%) cell (service)

Camping 24 (5%) unspecified (11), developed (9), dispersed (4)

Trash disposal 20 (4%)  trash, garbage, recycling

Store 20 (4%)  gas station, convenience store, grocery, food

Human waste disposal 8 (<2%) wag bag, human waste disposal

Parking 7 (>1%) (improved) parking, place to park

NOTE: Amenity categories were identified Jthrough an iterative coding refinement process
facilitated by NVivo's ® word frequency function. Only those categories appearing in at
least 1% (>4) of the 475 received responses are listed. Responden’rs could list mul’fiple

amenities.
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Figure 18. Desire for a climber-owned campground
Whether respondents would use a climber-owned campground if there were one

located in or near the Indian Creek corridor (n=1,839).

@ No, definitely not .4%

@ No, probably not .20%
@ Yes, probably ... 52%
@ VYes, definitely ... 24%
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BEARS EARS NATIONAL MONUMENT

Figure ].9 AWO.reness Of In&.lo.n Creek/Beo.rs EG.IS NO.'H.OIIG.]. Monumen’t OVQI].QP
Responden’ts' self—reporte& levels of awareness that nearly all Indian Creek climbing falls within the
boundaries of the Bears Ears National Monument, both when the monument was established by
President Barack Obama in December 2016 and after it was reduced in size ]oy President Donald
Trump in 2017 (n=1,842).

@ Very aware ... 71%
® Vaguely aware ........22%
@ Not aware . 7%

BeQI’S EO.IS NQtlonQ]. Monumen’t boundo.ries mClpS

The figure below qccompqnied the following survey question regqrding preferences for Bears Ears
National Monument boundaries (Figure 20, next page). The maps show the 2016 monument
boundaries (left panel) and the 2017 reduction, comprising the Indian Creek and Shash Jaa parcels
(right). The Indian Creek corridor’s location is indicated by a white star in both panels.

SURVEY FINDINGS 04

ACCESS FUND 2021 INDIAN CREEK CLIMBER SURVEY | 14



Figure 20. Bears Ears National Monument clesigna’fion/]ooundaries preferences
Respondents’ preferred. nO.JflonCll monument d.esignclﬁons/boundctries fOr the BeQrS EQIS area from Gmong

the four indicated options (n=1795); Question accompanied with the ‘Bears Ears National Monument

boundaries motps" (preceding page).

“ The Bears Ears National Monument established in 2016
should be expanded, such that even more territory falls under
national monument designaﬁon . 30%

The Bears Ears National Monument established in 2016
should be restored, such that the entire area falls under

national monument designation ... 45 %

The 2017 reduced boundaries should be maintained moving
forward, such that the Bears Ears National Monument consists
of the distinct Indian Creek and Shash Jaa parcels ___________________ 3%

The Bears Ears National Monument should be repeafed in full,
such that none of the territory falls under national monument
designation oottt D Y
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SURVEY FINDINGS 05

RESPONDENT DEMOGRAPHICS

Figure 2l Climbing tenures
How long respondents have climbed (n=1,841).

Under | year I <1%
1-2 years - 2%
55 yeors N
610 yews I >
190 yers N
Over 20 years | NN 2

Figure 22. Respondent ages
Respondent age categories (n=1833).

1625 | 1

2635 I
5645 I 05

46-55 N 0%

56-65 N 5%

Over 65 B 2%
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Figure 23. Respondent education levels
Respondents' highest comple’fed level of education (n=1,832)

High school degree or GED
Some college

Associate degree
Bachelor's degree

Master's degree

Advanced graduoﬁte degree or Pl’lD

B 2«
I
Bl i
I S
I 02

. I

Figure 24. Respon&en’r household incomes

Respondents” annual household income categories (n=1,841)

$12,000 or under

$12,001 - $25,000

$25,001 - $50,000

$50,001 - $75,000

$75,001 - $100,000

$100,001 - $150,000

$150,001 - $200,000

$200,001 - $250,000

$250,001 - $300,000

Over $300,000

e

I -
I, 1o
I, 17>
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Figure 25 Responden’c genders
The gender with which respondents most iden’rify (n=1,820)

o Non—bino.ry, other, or
prefer to self-describe 2%

® Woman . 29%

@ Man e 69 %

Figure 26. Responden’f sexual orientations

Respondents’ sexual orientations (n=1780)

IRy,

@® Gay or Lesbian e 1%
@ Another/prefer to self-describe.3%

@® Bisexual 6%

) Heferosexuql/SJrraighf ——l 0L
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Figure 27. Respondent races/ethnicities
Responden’t races/ethnicities (mul’fiple selections allowed; n=1800)

Black or African American
American [ndian or Alaska Native
Another or prefer to self-describe
Hispanic or Latino

Asian or Asian American

White or Caucasian

Figure 28. Responden’c poli’fico.l affiliations

Responden’rs' poli’[ical affiliations (n=1783)

Iy,

@ Republican ... 2%
@ Another not listed . 8%
@ Independent ... 26%
@ Democrat . 64%
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'ACCESS FuND
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Thank you to all the climbers who took

the time to respond to our survey.

For more information, visit

qccessfund.org


https://www.accessfund.org/

