
Ski Area Environmental Scorecard FAQ 

General 

Q: Who is the Ski Area Citizens’ Coalition? 

A: Staff and Volunteers and of SACC are skiers themselves, and recognize skiing and mountain 
recreations as a valid and great use of public lands. We are individuals, organizations, and ski resort 
employees, including established and trusted conservation organizations such as the Sierra Nevada 
Alliance, Rocky Mountain Wild, The Wilderness Society, The Greater Yellowstone Coalition, Idaho 
Conservation League, and many others. 
The Ski Area Citizens' Coalition works to promote environmental stewardship.  By evaluating ski area 
responsiveness to the needs of environmental stewardship, local communities, and the recreational 
public in a manner that is consistent to changing economic and environmental policies, we can 
potentially influence current business practices and trends to be increasingly more eco-friendly.  

Q: Is the scorecard information peer-reviewed or accepted by industry leaders? 

A: It is not peer reviewed. Data is based on public records requests from the Forest Service and local 
jurisdictions and self-reporting by the ski resorts. Over 50 of the 84 resorts scored completed the self-
report survey. Additionally, we looked at sustainability reports and websites published by the ski resorts. 
While based on thorough research, investigation, and comprehensive documentation of ski area 
environmental policies and practices, the grades and grading system constitute only the opinion of the 
Ski Area Citizens' Coalition. 

Q: How are ski resorts graded?  

A: They are graded on specific and transparent criteria – see skiareacitizens.com “how we grade” for 
details.  The Scorecard uses public documents and surveys the ski resorts supplies themselves. The Ski 
Area Environmental Scorecard strives to differentiate between ski areas that are engaging in 
environmentally sound practices on the ground versus those that merely claim to do so.  While there 
will always be environmental impacts from creating and operating a ski resort, the intent of the 
Scorecard is to rate resorts on practical efforts they can take to be good stewards. 

Q: Where do you get the information you score the ski areas on? 

A: We use a combination of self-reports from the ski resorts and Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
requests from the Forest Service, where most of the resorts operate. Similar data was collected from 
some state and local agencies through their similar public information acts. 

 

 

 



Q: If the ski resorts do not supply information, do they lose points or automatically get zero points in 
some categories? 

A: A resort loses points on the Scorecard only if a county, state or federal management agency has 
produced a document illustrating impacts related to specific criteria.  If no document is available full 
credit is granted.  Credit for wildlife and forest protection, recycling, water and energy conservation, and 
traffic and emissions reduction is granted through written or verbal communication from the resort  
(self reports) or other publications (i.e. ski resort’s sustainability plan or website). 
If previous documentation existed, but there was no new documentation for the current year, then the 
previous score was incorporated into the current score.  

Q: If a ski resort proposes or constructs any development (terrain, lifts, buildings, parking lots, etc.) do 
they lose points? 
Or 
Is any development is bad development in the eyes of the groups publishing the scorecard. 

A: Only development on undisturbed lands, or ski area expansions outside of currently impacted areas 
reduce a resort’s score.  Undisturbed areas are important wildlife habitat and watershed areas.  Tops of 
mountains by their design are sensitive eco-zones and there are not a lot of them.  The Scorecard 
advocates development only in previously disturbed areas. 

Q: If a ski resort expands or constructs LEED-certified buildings or uses permeable pavers on parking 
lots, why do they lose points? 

A: If the expansion or new construction is on previously undisturbed lands, the resort loses points 
regardless of the type of building. Energy efficiency efforts are captured in other criteria and can help to 
make up some of the points lost due to and expanding footprint, but the focus of the habitat and 
watershed protection criteria is to discourage expansion into previously undisturbed areas.  

Q: If a ski resort develops a habitat conservation or management plan, includes mitigation measures 
as part of CEQA/NEPA or otherwise mitigates its impacts, do they still lose full points? 

A: We understand that mitigation is a valuable tool once development is unavoidable. However, our 
position is that ski areas have no need to expand into untouched terrain. Skier/boarder days are not 
increasing and climate change is shortening the season and stressing our mountain environments even 
further. These mountaintop areas are important wildlife areas and watershed protection areas that 
should not be developed. Resorts can improve the skier/boarder experience by making improvements 
on existing terrain without destroying important habitat and wildlands.  

Q: If a ski resort does not respond to the Ski Area Citizens’ Coalition (SACC) Environmental Survey, 
then that resort will get a failing grade on the Ski Area Environmental Scorecard? 

A: No points are awarded or deducted for a ski resort’s decision whether to respond to the SACC survey 
or not.  Resorts failing to respond receive the full range of grades from “A” to “D.” See “How we Grade” 
on the skiareacitizens.com website for more information. 



Q: Does the scorecard reflect any current or potential lawsuits or relationships between SACC, its 
members, and the ski resorts? 

A: Lawsuits against a ski resort, or more accurately against the Forest Service for approving a ski resort 
proposal, have no impact on a resort's grade and are not considered in the scoring criteria. 

Q: Do skiers/snowboarders care? 

A: Skiers and boarders are documented as caring about the environment. Numerous surveys and the ski 
industry itself recognize that skiers consider the environment a higher policy priority than the general 
public does.  

Q: Should skiers/snowboarders care? 

A: Definitely. As users of our beautiful and sensitive mountain environments, skiers and boarders have 
the same responsibility to protect the lands they use for future generations. 

Q: Why should ski resorts care? 

A: Ski resorts should care because they are responsible for the stewardship of the lands they use to 
protect them for future generations. Most these lands are public lands. Ski areas concentrate 
recreational use within their boundaries, permitting tremendous numbers of people to enjoy and learn 
about delicate mountain environments in a safe manner. The Scorecard holds them accountable to 
preserve the mountain environments that draw skiers in the first place. When undertaken in an 
environmentally sensitive manner, ski resorts can minimize their impacts on the land and provide 
enjoyable experiences for all their guests. 

Q: What timeframe does this scorecard cover? 

A: Each year we release the scorecard based on information from the previous year. For example, the 
2012/13 Scorecard covers ski resort activities for the 2011-2012 season (winter) and any projects 
proposed approximately summer-to-summer. 

2013-Specific FAQ 

Q: How do expansions this year compare to last year/previous years? 

A: Last year, only six of the 84 ski resorts evaluated had proposed expansion. This year 27 ski resorts 
planned or proposed expansion. That is an increase of over 300%! 

Q: If a resort proposes development and then does not follow through fully with the plans or delays 
the construction for a number of years, do they get the points they lost back? 

A: When a proposal is submitted, generally to the Forest Service or local jurisdiction, points are 
deducted. Each following year, the resort gains 20% of its points back, regaining them all after 5 years. 



When a proposal goes to construction, if it is more than 5 years after the proposal, they lose all points 
again and regain them in the same way over the next 5 years.  
We realize that this may be considered “double-counting,” but it was designed to give the resorts the 
opportunity to revisit their plans. 

Q: Why is expansion back this year? 

A: There is likely an entire suite of reasons for this, and we do not look at the national economy or 
discuss climate and weather when scoring ski areas. We can say that, across-the-board, skier days are 
not increasing so it is not as if the resorts are directly responding to demand.  
It is interesting to note that ski resorts of all sizes and in all regions are expanding – it’s not just the big 
companies. 

 


