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Coalition Delivers over 1,900 Comments Opposing 
Mt Sunapee Ski Expansion


CONCORD, NH – New Hampshire Sierra Club and the Friends of Mount Sunapee began working together after the draft proposal by Commissioner Rose of the NH Department of Resources and Economic Development allowed expansion of ski infrastructure at Mt Sunapee State Park. The two groups, having worked together during the last iteration of a similar proposal 10 years ago, only recently joined forces to raise more opposition comments for the public comment period ending on June 5, 2015.
As of June 4th, the groups have collected 1945 comments and signatures of people opposing the draft proposal and delivered copies to Governor Hassan and Commissioner Rose. Additionally, the groups asked members and supporters to send comments directly to the department. 


The draft Mount Sunapee master plan would allow for a 150-acre ‘West Bowl’ expansion of the ski area and allow the operator to retain ownership of the committed land until 2028, with an additional 10 years added to the current lease term. Provisions of the plan would enable real estate development on land adjacent to the park by allowing the resort operator to use the ski area acreage to “meet local density requirements and other permitting and/or mitigation requirements.”

 

The draft plan conditionally approves land “donations” to the state of 208 acres of land along the Sunapee Highlands, land previously protected by a public funded conservation easement, and grants mitigation with another land “donation” of 52 acres near the summit. The plan allows for construction of a ‘mountain coaster’ near the center of the park; fragmentation of state designated “exemplary forest” and impacting the only four-season public hiking/snowshoe trail on the west side of the state park. 
For further information about the controversial plan, go to the Mount Sunapee Advisory Committee webpage: http://www.nhstateparks.org/get-involved/commissions-committees/MSR_MDP_2015_2019.aspx 
The Friends of Mount Sunapee and NH Sierra Club members and supporters spent many volunteer hours knocking on doors, asking friends, alerting community groups and leaders, contacting coalition groups and distributing online three different petitions opposing the state proposal. The opposition is gaining momentum. Just in the last few weeks one fourth of the comments were collected, reflecting the challenges this draft proposal will face. The groups are committed to contest the proposal as they have for the past 10 years to protect the state park for all to enjoy.
-MORE-

Unacceptable terms in the proposal include a variety of environmental, economic and procedural issues highlighted by speakers listed below.
Gary Stansfield
Friends of Mount Sunapee is a broad coalition of skiers and school teachers, farmers and foresters, hikers and hunters, business owners and backpackers, artists and attorneys, nurses and nature photographers. We outnumbered the proponents by 3:1 at the recent public hearing, and our numbers are growing every day. We will not be silent. We will not go away. We will not allow one of the crown jewels of our state park system to be degraded by resort development to facilitate financial gain for a select few. Allowing this expansion runs contrary to the 100 year effort to protect a large mosaic of conservation land in and around Mount Sunapee State Park.

This plan would develop ski infrastructure on the now pristine western slope of the mountain, shattering the peace of the popular Summit hiking trail, and eliminating its use by winter hikers. In addition, a state documented “exemplary forest community” that lies directly in the path of the development would have swaths cut through and adjacent to it. This rare forest, home to trees over 200 years old is protected by state law. DRED would be violating the law by approving this development.

The land exchanged from the resort owners under this deal is rather paltry. The 260 acres of conservation land that will be "gifted" consist of 208 acres that were already protected in 1990, using public funds, when the Land Conservation Investment Program purchased a conservation easement on the property. Another 52 acres, high on the mountain's ridge is also included in the scheme. In accepting these parcels, the state will effectively be receiving land that they already paid to protect, is commercially worthless, and they will be relieving the resort owners of a property tax liability.

The real profits in the ski industry are found at the bottom of the mountain. The ski facilities are designed to keep the skier's dollars in the resort owners’ pockets (and out of the businesses in surrounding communities) by selling add-ons like time share condos, dining, equipment and apparel. This is the accepted business model in the ski industry.

It is irresponsible to approve a plan of this scope and scale without having thorough, up to date impact studies completed BEFORE the plan is approved. The current Master Development Plan uses outdated and superficial studies to support the proposal. This is simply not acceptable. Now is the time for Commissioner Rose, the Executive Council, and Governor Hassan to listen to the people of New Hampshire and deny this ill-conceived plan.

Deb Flanders
I am a skier who grew up racing on Mt. Sunapee and I live in Newbury. After a stint on the US National Ski Team, I went on to coach ski racing for 28 years at several western ski resorts before returning home to my roots here in Newbury. The reason I am opposed to expansion is that I saw and lived through the detrimental changes to the ski town character and the ski experience once the big corporations took over.   I have lived and worked in Colorado (Vail, Winter Park), California (Mammoth, Heavenly Valley), Crystal Mt., Washington and Park City, Utah.  In 2002, I left Vail simply because the housing became impossibly expensive, with gated communities, and low resort wages. I came back to New Hampshire to enjoy what I loved from my memories – my local ski hill.

-MORE-

Publicly traded corporations, like CNL who now owns the lease, only care about growth and revenues, not about birds or forests or the quality of life of the resort workers. Corporations ignore things like climate change impacts on the viability of skiing or lower popularity of skiing. They care only about the short term gains.

The bottom line, I oppose the Mt Sunapee expansion because it is not the best for our families, towns or the environment.
John Lunn
I'm a former Newport NH selectman and have been a community advocate for a variety of causes in Sullivan County for over 20 years.

We have been assured that the mountain experience will be greatly enhanced with new trails, a roller coaster and other amusement park goodies. What hasn't been touted is that the new trails will only be beginner slopes and that the hiking, birding and other off season activities will be spoiled by all of the new “attractions”. Mount Sunapee is a State Park with wildlife and recreation for all seasons for all people but the developers only see an amusement park and ski resort for fee-based activities that the majority of local people can no longer afford.

Resorts typically operate like cruise ships in that once aboard, the cruise supplies all amenities so that passengers have no need to spend money 'ashore'.

We all want what's best for skiers, hikers, businesses, local residents and the state as a whole. The resort will advocate for itself. It is up to us, as citizens, to make sure that no one gets left out in the cold and holding the bag.

Kathy Hubert   

As the quote goes "those that don't know history are destined to repeat it" in 1998 when the mountain was privatized, the owners wooed the local chambers that we were involved in the towns of Newport and New London. The State, town officials and many citizens desperate for economic development in Sullivan County touted the privatization of the State Park as the economic engine of the region. Fast forward seventeen years and the promise of the private resort being an economic engine for the surrounding communities has not come to fruition. But what is really shocking are these pictures that represent 103 the main route to the mountain, with exception of a few businesses, vacancies abound today. It is fair to say the economic engine benefit has not been a reality.
Is it prudent to negotiate this deal without knowing who the next owner will be? Will they have the wherewithal to follow the deal or will they want to renegotiate or litigate the terms? Why not wait until we know who the new owner is?

The draft proposal extends exclusivity for slope side development to the for-profit operator, keeps the same base rent without even a cost of living increase, and extends the lease for another ten years to allow density requirements for resort sprawl for a total lease term of 50 years at the same base rate of 150k that was established in 1998.  Hubert's Department Stores  (stores my family own), four of our locations pay a base rents that exceeds 150k, yet the rented space per location is less than ten thousand square feet. The rent paid by the resort to the State is not market value, nor equitably priced, compared to the profits generated. New Hampshire residents should not be subsidizing this expansion.

 This is a big business corporate hand out to a litigious corporate partner. As the former Governor Lynch wrote to me, 'I am opposed to expanding the lease because I have not seen compelling proof of strong public benefit'. What has changed in 10 years in this new proposal?


Supplemental Information: 
Petition Language

1. A hard copy petition circulated thought the region friend to friend, at local convenience stores, at community functions, local meetings and anywhere people gathered. It was signed by 708 people. It states: 
Mount Sunapee State Park: A Park By the People. A Park for the People.
The Honorable Governor Hassan, Commissioner Rose and Executive Council Members,
We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed expansion plan at Mount Sunapee.

2. Friends of Mount Sunapee on-line petition, as of June 3, was signed by 773 letters citizens who "believe the proposed development of a 'West Bowl' for resort  and ski area expansion is not in the public interest." Asks the decision makers—NH Governor Hassan, Executive Councilors, and Commissioner Rose of the Department of Resources and Economic  Development (DRED)—"to protect NH’s public lands and the natural  environment and deny resort expansion at Mount Sunapee."
3. The NH Sierra Club letter asks Commissioner Rose to deny the proposal and support a state park plan where everyone can enjoy, explore and protect the wonders, diverse and scientifically significant, in Mount Sunapee State Park. We collected 464 comment letters.
New Hampshire Sierra Club has over 10,000 Members and Supporters in the state representing your friends and neighbors who care about our public health, public lands, our future generation and the impacts from climate change. NHSC can be found at #40 North Main Street 2nd Floor, Concord, New Hampshire 03301 TEL: 603-224-8222  FAX: [603] 224-4719 www.sierraclub.org/new-hampshire
Friends of Mount Sunapee is a local a grassroots organization that seeks to preserve and protect Mount Sunapee State Park for its essential public values and preserve the region’s quality of life, clean waters and open spaces. FOMS (PO Box 199, Georges Mills, NH 03751, phone 603-863-0045, email: Info@FriendsofMountSunapee.org) can be found on the web at www.friendsofmountsunapee.org
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