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From: Jeremy Koenig

To: County Commissioners
Subject: #GivingTuesday Is Just Two Weeks Away. Are You Ready?
Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 8:15:26 AM

Dear Colleague,

#GivingTuesday is quickly approaching (just two more weeks to go!) and |
wanted to urge you to take a few minutes to check out this new infographic

designed to help your organization kick-start its year-end fundraising goals.

Click here to download the #GivingTuesday Infographic

Looking for more inspiration? Check out our free #GivingTuesday

Webinar with expert strategists. Click here to download now.

Here's to a great day of giving!

Jeremy Koenig

Creative Director, MobileCause
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From: Stephen Fralin

To: County Commissioners
Subject: CSR REPLAT
Date: Monday, November 14, 2016 10:42:06 AM

Commissioners,

In an attempt to work with CSR to resolve parking and development issues within the homesteads we have found
that the developer is reluctant at best to offer a solution to our lack of guest parking, our concerns for safety in their
proposed road structure and an explanation to threatening the homeowners for on street parking. So we turn to you
to help both parties find a solution that keeps the neighborhood safe, offers guest parking and gets the developers to
their goal of affordable housing.

In looking at success and failure around the valley | have found hardships in neighborhoods like the melody ranch
affordable housing with tight streets and angry neighbors to well thought out and seemingly successful
developments like the golf and tennis affordable neighborhood.

My question is why couldn't lot 16 be accessed via Granite Loop which is a wider road instead of winding through
Rim Rock with a dead end on a narrow street (like Melody Ranch)?

CSR is proposing a sheriff substation on lot 15. Has the sheriff department been contacted to see if this is needed?
Will they be bringing people they detained to a residential area? In addition they want apartments while still not
resolving an existing parking issue, only compounding it.

My personal opinion on lot 15 is it should become a place for guest parking and a maintained grass commons area
keeping the neighborhood clean, eye appealing, and most importantly safe (like golf and tennis or cottonwood).
Teton village has a no on street parking rule, thus all other neighborhoods have built in parking solutions except the
homesteads. CSR has not offered a solution to this, only passed it down to the homeowners to find a solution by
committee.

It seems the developer is in a hurry to over-commit to building more housing than required with no regards to the
affects it may have on those in the neighborhood now or in the future.

All I want is a safe neighborhood that is well thought out so both the residents and the developer prosper. Please
help us set the standards we all want, not just for this development but for the future of Teton Village and
neighborhoods throughout the valley.

Sincerely,
Stephen Fralin

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Robbin Levy PC

To: County Commissioners; Erin Weisman; Roby Hurley

Cc: Doug Mackenzie (DMackenzie@radarpartners.com

Subject: Correspondence concerning Development Plan Application 2016-0004 for Hearing Tuesday 11/15
Date: Sunday, November 13, 2016 5:42:54 PM

Attachments: Teton Pines OA Corr to Robert VW 03 28 2012.pdf

0255691 Bk162p67 Aareement VW and W-C.PDF
11 13 2016 Corr_RLevy to Bocc.pdf

Dear Commissioners, Mr. Hurley and Ms. Weisman:
Please see attached correspondence for Tuesday’s County Commission Hearing. Thank you for your
consideration.

Best Regards,

Robbin Levy, P.C. | Levy Coleman Brodie LLP | Attorneys at Law | If USPS mail: Post Office Box 7372 | If Fedex/UPS
Courier: 1110 Maple Way, Suite 7 | Jackson, Wyoming 83002 | phone 307.733.7057 | fax 307.733.7142 | mobile

307.690.6242 | rlevy@jhattorneys.com

Note: The information in this email is confidential and may be legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not
read, use or disseminate the information. Although this email and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect
that might affect any computer system into which it is received and opened, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that it is
virus free and no responsibility is accepted by Levy Coleman Brodie LLP for any loss or damage arising in any way from its use. The
U.S. Treasury Department requires us to advise you that this written advice (including any attachments) is not intended or written by
our firm to be used, and cannot be used by any taxpayer, for the purpose of avoiding any penalties that may be imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code. Written advice from our firm relating to Federal tax matters may not, without our express written consent, be
used in promoting, marketing or recommending any entity, investment plan or arrangement to any taxpayer, other than the recipient
of the written advice or matter discussed herein.
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March 28,2012 Owners

(rerox Pines ) Association

Mr. Robert B. VandeWater = —_ : , ,
o Box 1190 Wilson, Wyoming 83014
1815 Poplar Street . (.‘. Q ﬂ Y (307) 739-9739  (307) 739-9746 fax

Buhl, Idaho 83316

Re: Lot 5 of Teton Pines, Jackson, Wyoming
Dear Mr. VandeWater:

It is my understanding that you are the representative for the Blake VandeWater Family relative
to the VandeWater Ranch adjacent to the Teton Pines residential area in Jackson, Wyoming.

[ am writing to you on behalf of the Directors of the Teton Pines Owners Association (TPOA)
and Teton Pines residents to make you aware of issues and possible opportunities relating to
Lot 5 of the Teton Pines Master Plan which is adjacent to the VandeWater Ranch and is
described on Page 3 of Teton County Plat 578, a copy of which is enclosed for your reference.

John Bishop has represented himself to us as the exclusive real estate agent for the VandeWater
Family, and he has stated that the VandeWater Ranch, including Lot 5, will eventually be offered
for sale. Such a sale could have far reaching implications for residents of Teton Pines.

We are aware that the VandeWater Ranch is a part of the Blake VandeWater Estate, and we
understand that you cannot reasonably enter into discussions or negotiations relating to the
Ranch or Lot 5 at this time. Accordingly, our purpose here is solely to present information to
you, and not to solicit any action or response from you until such time as you may think it
appropriate and worthwhile.

Lot 5 is technically a part of Teton Pines because it is identified and described on Plat 578.

Its southeast corner extends across Teton Pines Drive, the main road servicing the Teton Pines
residential areas. Despite these features, the Lot is not subject to the Teton Pines CC&Rs because
it is specifically omitted from the list of properties to which they apply.

The omission of Lot 5 from the CC&Rs resulted from Blake VandeWater’s negotiations to sell
his ranch lands to the original Teton Pines Developer. He required that Lot 5 be a part of the
Teton Pines Master Plan, and that it be accessible from Teton Pines Drive, but that it be excluded
from applicability of the CC&Rs. This left him and subsequent owners of the Lot free from
homeowner fees and assessments. Perhaps unintentionally, it also eliminated the applicability of
other provisions of the CC&Rs that are of great consequence to Teton Pines residents.

The omission of Lot 5 from the CC&Rs means that if the Lot is sold and developed, Teton Pines
residents will have no control over the nature and quality of the development, even though it will
be a part of their community and will be accessed via their roads. If such development were
adverse in character, the quality of life at Teton Pines would be diminished, and property values
would be significantly reduced. Obviously, Teton Pines residents want to do whatever is
reasonable and necessary to avoid this.







Mr. Robert B. VandeWater -2- March 28,2012

The TPOA Directors are actively investigating ways to protect Teton Pines residents from
adverse development of Lot 5 without interfering with the objectives of the VandeWater Family.
Several options for this have been identified as follows:

1. Ideally, the VandeWater Family would agree to sell to TPOA a small portion of the southeast
corner of Lot 5 that would isolate the remainder of the Lot from Teton Pines and prevent
access to it from Teton Pines. The purchased portion would be annexed into Teton Pines as
Common Ground and left as Open Space. It would comprise approximately 4 acres as
currently delineated by a post and wire fence that extends across the southeast corner of Lot 5
(shown in yellow and red on the enclosed Plat).

2. The VandeWater Family would agree to a modification of the Teton Pines CC&Rs to make
them fully applicable to Lot 5 effective at such time as the Lot might be developed in the
future.

3. An investment group composed of selected Teton Pines residents and other interested parties
would be established to purchase Lot 5 from the VandeWater Family with the intention of
developing it as a residential expansion of Teton Pines with the CC&Rs fully applicable to it.
A significant number of Teton Pines residents whose properties are adjacent to Lot 5 have
expressed serious interest in making such a purchase investment.

We respectfully request that you present the foregoing information and options to the
VandeWater Family for consideration. We further request that you and/or other representatives
of the Family meet with the TPOA Directors to discuss these options prior to making plans for
the disposition of Lot 5. We earnestly seek to work with the Family to make such disposition
mutually beneficial.

Thank you for your consideration and cooperation.

Sincerely,

Frank L. Christensen, Chairman
Teton Pines Owners Association

FLC:fc
cc: TPOA Directors

Enclosure
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AGREEMENT

In order to comply with all requirements of the Comprehen-
sive Plan for Teton County and all implementing resolutions and
with the certain conditions of approval established by Teton
County on the approval of a Master Plan Subdivision Plat tor
Jackson Hole Racquet Club Resoxrt, the undersigned owners, sellexs
and mortgagees of property incorporated in the Jackson Hole
Racquet Club Resort Project, as deprcted in the Master Plan
Development Permits approved by the Board of County Commissioners
of Teton County {(the "Board") on February 21, 1984 (Residential)
and July 10, 1984 (Commercial), accept and by these presents
agree to all conditions of approval and requirements of the
Commissioners of Teton County pursuant to its Comprehensive Plan,
and its implementing resolutions, with regard to said Master Plan
Development Permits and all pending and futuvxe Master Plan
Subdivision Plats, subdivision plats, subdivision development

permits, development permits and open-spacs;preservation

Favn o v f i rert T YT A S AR ALV o TSR Tl ey e T

arrangements which may be necessary to develop said project iE ":‘E' -E':
accordance with said Master Plans. We agree that, unless § g.? %
modified by special action of the Board of Commissiomers of je £ " 3§
County, said conditions and requirements shall restrict the seﬁ‘:% g
and development of the lands described on the sheets attached 2 gé
hereto, marked Exhibits A" and "B". ; .';Oi“
We have by separate agreement with Arthur E. Brown, Jr. a:ﬁ
(Jackson Hole Racquet Club Limited Partnership), agreed to his g"g‘g "i
development of our lands as integral parts of the project in.Eﬁgjgéi_j
manner described in the approved Mastexr Plans. ;
As an inducement to the Board to approve said lMaster Plans, %
we have agread to enter into this Agreement for the purpose of i
restricting the use of our lands in the manner shown on said L
Master Plans. Accordingly, we agree that the development of the E
referenced lands is conditioned upon compliance with all of the ‘
conditions and requirements referred to herein and that county s
approvals and permits have and will be granted in reliance ﬁ§$§§ggé:zj
our representations that said lands will only be developed ﬂ%ﬁﬁigd“u i%
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accordance with and as integral parts of said Master Plans. Ve

further agree to pay all costs, expenses and reasonable

attorney's fees incurred by Teton County due to our farlure to

comply with the terms and conditions contained in this Agreement,

n~21-8%

Dated:

STATE oo

} ss.

COUNTY OF FETON-. )
“Uer s

. Wrig

7

-

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by Peter
Hunt Wright-Clark and Pamela H, Wright-Clark this. Zefday of
M .

?

*y -

Y
o~

X
P~ s .
%, ‘ﬁx$§umssion expires:

b ,"t ‘;‘ Y
»

ngrFL%“WIT}*TESS my hand and official seal.

fZéﬁias ANy ,{;W
otary Publig

OFFICIAL SEAL

A% CHRISTINE P AST
#:H NOTARY PUBLIC = CALIFORNIA

VENTURR COURNTY
My comm. sxpifes NOY &, 1985

T T e L ey O P S T ey

q

ake

¢

o)

. VandeMater

o

(3,.51\3 %ﬂ e LN
Lee S. VandeWater

STATE OF WYOMING
COUNTY OF TETON

)
)
)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge

58,

d before me by Blake

i139 s‘gandeWater and Lee §. VandeWater this Zg'

‘day of Nevemaee

UITNESS my hand and official seal.

T EFa g,

WM”“MN;

1 St ¥
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Py ooy Wyoming
oo vionaplenn, Sopn, 31, 100
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My commission expires:

H

/&C&Q‘ Q pLWlO\f\

Notary FPublic

X 22,1986
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JACKSON STATE BANK

Ii){: ;Z:;ﬂhwvdfq;.' ,)"iﬁf:;;%é;;:; = 2
Its L o

{Seal)

Attest:

Secretary

STATE OF WYOMING
COUNTY OF TETON

On this ‘4 day of » 1984, before me
personally appeared » to me persomally
kpoyn o who, being by ‘me duly sworn, did say that he is the
% of Jackson State Bank and that the
seal a ed to said instrument is the corporate seal of said
corpg§at§on, 3nd that said %nstruﬁent wasfsigneg ang sgaled on
behalf of sai corporagaon y aut ﬁiity of its Board o

Directors, and said acknowledged said
instrument to be the Iree a¢t and deed of said corporation.

)
) ss.
)

Given under my hand and s ate first shove written,
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‘\\\\“\ "”%

S0 VA,
FRETE

+
PUBLIC

1sgdQts
[kl 20, St
};“n‘“:}\‘\\ 3
% T, Lol
QWmmmMW“

R
st

;-.;.‘,.
coaob®
£

RN

o
=
T
1T
o
.
A

WLttty
Y

Y
W
—

ires:

&
)

00
y

2} 7
,{fﬁ

EP—

S e

- & genae







/

L s i

Descnzt;on of EXH;B”' A

To-wits=—
Parcel 1

A parcel of land adentical with Lot 5 of the proposed Jackson Hole
Racquet Club Resort, a subdavaisions

said parcel being the East 40 acres of the 5Wg of Section 11, T4IN,
RLL7W, 6th P.M., Teton County, Wyoming described by metes ard bounds as
follows:

BEGINNING at the ¢ corner of said Section 11;

thente along the north line of said sWg S89°-367-55"W, 665,94 feet
to & point;

thence 800°-05'-20"W, 2613.72 feet to a point on the south line of
said SWi;

thence along said south line S89°-54'-1S"E, 665.94 feet to the
southeast comer of said SWy;

thence along the east line of said SWh N00°-05'-18"E, 2619.31 feeb
o the POINT OF BEGINVING;

SUBJECT to a 60 foot wide easement for ASPENS PARKWAY and a 10 foot
wide no yehicular access easement as shown on the plat of sad
subdivision to be recordefl in the office of the Clerk of Teton County
and to any casements, rights-of-way, covensnts, conditions, agresments,
restrictions, or covenants of sight of record:

The Base Bearing for this description is N00%-02'-24"W along the
east line of the SE4% smad Section il.

Parcel 2

The SE% of Section 11 in Township 41 Noxth, Range 117 West of the

6th P,M,, Teton County, Wyoming, beihg portions of the proposed Jackson

Hole Racguet Club Resort, a subdivision, and all of the proposed Jackson

Hole Racguet Club Resort Commercial Area, a subdivision, secondarily
described as follows:







e 47 Ak e it

vage 2
Descraiption of the
Vandewater Property

EEGINNING at the southeast corner of said Section 11 which 1s
marked by a spike in the centerline of the Mocse-Wilson road, witnessed
by two Wyoming Highway Department monuments 75 feet east and west:

thence NO°-02-24"W, 2640.67 fest to the East % corner of said
Section 11 marked by a brass cap on a 2" galvanized steel pipe;

thence SBY%-35'~-42™F, 2638.16 feet to the Center % corner of
Section 11 marked by a brass cap on a 2" galvamized steel pipe;

thence S0°-05"-18"W, 2619.31 feet to the South % commer of
Sectaon 11 marked by a brass cap on a 2" galvanized stesl pape;

thence S89%-56'=~26"8, 2643.98 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

ENCOMPASSING 159.46 acres more or less.

Subject to a right-of-way easement recorded in the Office of ’t-;he
Clerk of Teton County, Wyoming, in Book 8 of muxed records on page 156
said easement containing 4.2 acres more ox less.

Also subject to all easaments, rights-of-way, conditions,
restrictions, agreements, and covenants of sight or record,

A et~

Soott R. Pierson
Wyomirky Registered Land Surveyor No, 3831

Novenber 12, 1984

e Ao i Ty
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Description EXH'B ’T B

of
Wright-Clark Family Partnership
Property

To-witze

A parcel of land bewng portions of the proposed Jackson Hole
Racguet Club Resort, a subdivision.

Said parcel beiny described as follows:

ALl of the NE), the ERNW:, and the NWhSW: of Section 14, T4IN,
RI17W, 6th P,M., Teton County Wycmang;

angd

ALl of the WKW of said Section 14, the SEXNEY, and the SWiNEk of
Sectimn 15, T4IN, RLi7W, 6th P.M., of saad County;

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following tracts:

those parts of two tracts of record an the Office of the Clerk of
said County in Book 14 of Deeds on pages 268 and 269 which are parts of
the SEMNEX of saad Section 15 conveyed to Pamela Hunk-Wright Clark
Marasek and Richard B. Hunt by Corrective Executor's Deeds:

and

all of the SWENE% of said Section 15 west of the centerline of Fish
Creek;

and

that part of the Wi of said Section 14 which is west of the east
line of that tract of record in said Office in Book 129 of Photo on
pages 730-733 conveyed by & Warranty Deed to Pamela H. McCool from Peter
H. Wright-Clark;

ENCOMPASSING approxamately 361 acres, more or less,

Subject to an easement for the Wilson-North County Foad No, 223,
an easement for Wyomng State Secondary Roead No. 390, and to any other
easements, rights-of-way, conditions, restrictions, agreements, or

covenants of sight or record.

PR R, Qi

Scott R. Pierson
Wyomung Registered Land Sutveyor No. 3831

Noverber 13, 1984
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Levy
Coleman
Brodie LIP Robbin Levy, P.C.

rlevy@jhattorneys.com
Attorneys at Law

November 13, 2016

Via E-Mail Correspondence only
Teton County Board of Commissioners
commissioners@tetonwyo.org

Roby Hurley
Teton County Planning & Development
rhurley@tetonwyo.org

Erin Weisman
Teton County Attorney
eweisman@wyoming.com

Re: Lot 5 Jackson Hole Racquet Club Resort; Development Plan Application 2016-0004
Dear Commissioners, Mr. Hurley and Ms. Weisman:

Our firm represents Mr. Doug Mackenzie and his Jake Jackson Holdings, LLC, the applicant of
Development Plan Application 2016-0004. We write to clarify certain issues raised by the
correspondence sent to you by Phelps Swift on October 10, 2016 and November 8, 2016.

As you are aware, the owner of Lot 5 is the VandeWater family, currently in their entity VW
Properties #2 LLC. Blake and Lee VandeWater owned Lot 5 at the time the Teton Pines Master Plan was
put in place in 1984. In fact, the VandeWaters owned the majority of the land that makes up the current-
day Teton Pines before it was sold to the developer who put forth the Master Plan. In the negotiation for
sale of their property to the developer, the VandeWaters required that 40 acres of their greater ranch be
included in the Master Plan area with access through the Teton Pines road system. They also agreed with
the developer that their forty acres be kept out of the dense development’s community documents,
including the homeowner’s association and the CCRs. All of this was formalized when the final plat for
the Master Plan, Plat 578, was recorded on December 4, 1984, reflecting easements in the road system
benefiting Lot 5. On the same day, the original CCRs were recorded and they specifically excluded Lot 5
from the reach of the homeowner’s association. Also on December 4, 1984, another document was
recorded, entitled Agreement (see attached), wherein the VandeWaters and the Wright-Clarks (who
owned a similarly situated parcel within the Master Plan area) agreed to subject their properties to the
conditions of approval of the Master Plan but not subject to the CCRs. This document was recorded at
Book 162 of Photo, pages 67-72, just before the original CCRs that were recorded at Book 162 of Photo,
pages 67-106, and the same day as Plat 578. See attached letter from the Teton Pines Owners Association

POST OFFICE BOX 7372 e 1110 MAPLE WAY SUITE 7 ¢ JACKSON, WY 83002 e P 307.733.7057 F 307.733.7142
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County Commissioners
Mr. Hurley

Ms. Weisman
November 13, 2016
Page 2 of 3

to Robert VandeWater dated March 28, 2012, acknowledging this history (and specifically stating that
Lot 5 is not subject to the CCRs), as well as the attached Agreement, for your reference. In addition, at no
time has Lot 5 been subject to any assessment obligation or any other control of the CCRs whatsoever.

Mr. Swift alleges in his correspondence to you that the County should use its authority under your
zoning powers to force Lot 5 into the CCRs of Teton Pines, despite the fact that Blake and Lee
VandeWater specifically excluded it from the application of these same CCRs. Without further
discussion about whether the County has the authority to force private individuals to contract with each
other in the form of CCRs, the documents recorded at the time of the original plat and all actions of the
parties since that time evidence the original intent of all parties to exclude Lot 5 from the CCRs and that
should not be re-traded now to suit one party to the detriment of another.

Mr. Swift also claims that allowing Lot 5 and its 6 vested development units to make use of the
right-of-way easement granted to Lot 5 in 1984 along the Teton Pines roads may abridge or destroy the
rights of the other owners of properties in Teton Pines. The easement in question, benefiting Lot 5, was
put in place at the inception of this neighborhood in 1984. The rights of the various Teton Pines owners
are exactly the same as they were when each and every home in Teton Pines was developed, subject to a
road system shared with the other lots within the development, including Lot 5 and its 6 development
units. Thus, nothing changes with this application and no one’s rights are abridged or destroyed.

With respect to the “10 Foot Wide No Vehicular Access Easement” noted on the western
boundary of Lot 5 on Plat 578, the applicant is not requesting any change to this plat notation, so there is
no issue. However, Mr. Swift is asking Teton County to unilaterally extend the reach of the easement.
We do not believe this additional restriction can be imposed without the consent of the owner of the
property, and both applicant and the VandeWater family oppose an expansion of this easement created in
1984.

Finally, Mr. Swift asks that you strictly apply the NRO protections to this application. The
application of the NRO has always been an interesting point of confusion for many. As you well know
and Mr. Hurley’s staff report makes clear, the LDRs provide that the Natural Resources Overlay mapping
identifies “on a general scale, the locations of those areas protected by the NRO. Its purpose is to place a
landowner on notice that land may be within the NRO...” Thus, the NRO line itself is not of great
importance once the environmental inquiry is complete and the protectable habitats have been identified
(Mr. Hurley states that “the NRO line appears arbitrary”). In this case, the applicant has caused to be
performed not one but three environmental assessments to clearly and deeply identify where protectable
habitat exists. This applicant, in the 3/3A plan before you, designed development to be completely
outside of the NRO protectable habitat except for driveways that cross through the habitat in two
locations. The applicant has proposed 3 to 1 mitigation to replace any habitat impacted by the driveways.
So, rather than considering whether development exists south or north of the arbitrary NRO line, the
analysis should be whether the development is placed within the higher-ordinal-ranked habitat, and if it is,
does the development offset its impacts appropriately. If the NRO line as mapped, were determinative,
then there should be unfettered development outside the line and no development within the line. That







County Commissioners
Mr. Hurley

Ms. Weisman
November 13, 2016
Page 3 of 3

would be an untenable outcome until such time as the mapping is redone to precisely locate where the
protectable habitat actually exists. Under no circumstances is it fair to any landowner to say that there
should be no development within the NRO mapped areas and potentially none outside that area if the
habitat exists. An appropriate analysis considers where the protectable habitat exists and steers
development away from that habitat to the greatest extent possible while still preserving private property
rights. Approval of the 3/3A plan does that in the application before you.

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to answering any further questions you
may have at the hearing scheduled for Tuesday, November 15, 2016.

Best Regards,

Y/

Robbin Levy, P.C., of
Levy Coleman Brodie LLP

Encls.
Cc. Mr. Doug Mackenzie










From: Shelley Fairbanks

To: County Commissioners

Subject: Direct Correspondence

Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 3:32:46 PM
Attachments: Bar Y Improvement District.PDF

Attached is direct correspondence we received on November 15, 2016.

Thank*™ )
’ 5 '.* / n) 5 '.*")

-

(o (. “you! *

Shelley Fairbanks

Deputy County Administrative Clerk,
Teton County

®.0. Box 1727

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: 307-732-8488

Fax; 307-739-8681



mailto:sfairbanks@tetonwyo.org

mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org



Bar Y Special Improvement District
PO Box 2093
Jackson, WY 83001

Board of Teton County Commissioners
PO Box 3594
Jackson, WY 83001

November 7, 2016
Dear Commissioners:

Running three separate organizations: Bar Y Estates Homeowners Association, Bar Y Special
Improvement District and West Gros Ventre Butte Water District have become a burden. There is no
need to keep one of the organizations in place, the Bar Y SID. It was established in 1992 so that the Bar
Y Estates Homeowners could apply for a State of Wyoming low interest loan in order to improve and
pave our gravel roads. That state loan was re-paid in full many years ago.

Bar Y Estates recently has made major improvements to our roads without the need for any financing.
We will continue to maintain our roads in excellent condition via the Bar Y Estates Homeowners
Association. Upon dissolution, the current balance in the Bar Y SID bank account of $211.29 will be
transferred to the Bar Y Estates Homeowners Association bank account. The Bar Y SID bank account will
be closed.

Please see the attached Bar Y Estates Association Annual Meeting Minutes dated October 4, 2016 which
affirms the Bar Y Owners desire to dissolve the SID. The Bar Y SID has not held an election in the last
two years as required by the State. The Bar Y Estates Homeowners Association continues to be
registered with the Secretary of State, is still actively, engaged in maintaining our roads, enforcing our
covenants, budgeting for and paying expenses and collecting dues as needed.

We wish to dissolve the Bar Y Special Improvement District per W.S. 22-29-408. Dissolution without
election. Please see the attached document from Mary Ann Schwalbendorf, Executive Secretary to the
Administrator, Wyoming Department of Audit. Bar Y Estates Homeowners has chosen not to hire an
attorney in this matter. Gail Jensen, Nance Parriott and Mac Munro are the most recent Directors of the
SID. | have volunteered to take this dissolution action to its successful conclusion.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,

Gail K Jensen, Acting Director

Bar Y Special Improvement District
gailkiensen@gmail.com
(307)690-1333








Gail Jensen <gailkjensen@gmail.com>

Re: Bar Y SID

1 message

Mary Ann Schwalbendorf <maryann.schwalbendorf@wyo.gov> Mon, Nov 7, 2016 at 10:20 AM
To: Gail Jensen <gailkjensen@gmail.com>

Hi Gail

Shown below are the statutes regarding dissolution of the district. Contact an attorney and begin proceedings
immediately to have the county commissioners issue an order of dissolution. You have already addressed most of the
items in article 4 already.

ARTICLE 4 - DISSOLUTION
22-29-401. Dissolution procedure.
(a) Dissolution of a district may be initiated:

(i) By a petition signed by not less than twenty-five percent (25%) of the voters -
owning not less than twenty-five percent (25%)-of the assessed valuation of property within the
district, requesting dissolution of the district, filed with the county commissioners. The petmon
process shall be governed by W.S. 22-29-105 through 22-29-108; :

(ii) By resolution of the district directors filed with the county commissioners when: - .
the district directors determine that it is in the best interest of the inhabitants of the district that the -
district be dissolved and liquidated,

(iii) By resolution of the county commissioners if:
(A) Either:

() The district at the time of the regular district election has not elected
district directors as required by the principal act; or

(I The territory within the district is uninhabited; and

(B) The county commissioners determine that it is in the best interest of the
people of the county that the district be dissolved and liquidated.

(iv) Within five (5) business days after a petition is filed or a resolution of a county
commission is adopted under this section, a copy shall be filed with the district secretary, if any, or
with any other district officer who can with reasonable diligence be located;

(v) If there are no qualified district director members, the county commissioners shall
act as or appoint a board of trustees to act in behalf of the district.

(b) Dissolution of a district shall be initiated by resolution of the board of county
commissioners if the director of the department of audit has notified the board of county
commissioners of the district's failure to comply with the reporting requirements of W.S. 9-1-507,
and the district has failed to comply with W.S. 9-1-507(a)(vii) by December 30 of that same
calendar year. The board of county commissioners shall declare the board of directors vacant







under W.S. 22-29-201, and shall fill the board by appointment under W.S. 22-29-202 for the
purpose of dissolving the district.

22-29-402. Findings of fact by district directors.

(a) When dissolution proceedings have been initiated, the district directors shall make
findings of fact which shall include:

(i) The amount of each outstanding bond, coupon and other indebtedness, with a
general description of the indebtedness and the name of the holder and owner of each, if known;

(i) A description of each parcel of real property and interest in real property and, if
the property was acquired for delinquent taxes or assessments, the amount of those taxes and
assessments on each parcel of property;

(i) Uncollected taxes, assessments and charges levied by the district and the
amount upon each lot or tract of land,

(iv) A description of the personal property and of all other assets of the district;
(v) The estimated cost of dissolution.
(b) The district directors shall propose a plan of dissolution and liquidation.

(c) Within thirty (30) days after initiation of the dissolution proceeding, the findings of fact
and the proposed plan of dissolution and liquidation shall be filed in the office of the county clerk
and shall be available for inspection by any interested person.

22-29-403. Plan for dissolution and liquidation.

The plan of dissolution and liquidation may include provisions for transfer and conveyance of all
assets of the district to any other district or to the county or counties where the district is located
which have the authority and agree to assume the outstanding indebtedness of the dissolving
district, if any, and to continue to furnish similar services to the inhabitants of the district.

22-29-404. Election on dissolution; consent of creditors; content of notice.

(a) Within ten (10) business days after the district directors file the plan of dissolution and
liquidation required by W.S. 22-29-402, the district directors shall call an election to be held not
less than ninety (90) days nor more than one hundred twenty (120) days after the filing of the plan
of dissolution or liquidation for the purpose of submitting to the voters of the district the question of
whether the district shall be dissolved, its indebtedness liquidated and its assets disposed of in
accordance with the plan proposed. No election shall be called until the consent of all known
holders of valid indebtedness against the district is obtained or provision is made in the plan for
payment of the nonconsenting holders. The notice of the election shall contain a brief summary of
the plan of dissolution and liquidation and state that the plan of dissolution is available for
examination at the office of the county clerk.

(b) This election shall be conducted in accordance with W.S. 22-29-113 through 22-29-117.

22-29-405. Trustees for dissolved district; records to county clerk; limitation on
further elections.







(a) Upon canvassing the vote after the election, if it appears that a majority or more of the
votes on the proposition approve dissolution, the district directors shall declare the district
dissolved. The directors shall thereupon constitute a board of trustees under the supervision of
county commissioners, who shall pay the debts or procure releases thereof and dispose of the
property of the district. If the dissolved district was located wholly within the limits of one (1) county,
the board of the dissolving district may designate the county commissioners as the board of
trustees for the purpose of winding up the affairs of the district. If a majority of the votes cast on the
proposition is against dissolution, the district directors shall declare the proposal defeated and
cause the result of the vote to be made a part of the records of the district. In either case, the
results of the election shall be certified to the county commissioners immediately after the canvass
of the vote.

(b) If dissolution is approved after the affairs of the district have been fully settled all books
and records of the district shall be deposited by the board of trustees in the office of the county
clerk of the county in which the greatest area of the district was located. At the same time, the
board of trustees shall execute under oath and file with the county commissioners a statement that
the district has been dissolved and its affairs liquidated. From the date of the statement, the
corporate existence of the district is terminated for all purposes.

(c) If a majority of the votes cast on the proposition are against dissolution, no further
election for dissolution shall be called by the directors, upon petition or upon a resolution of the
commissioners, prior to the expiration of one (1) year from the date of the election on dissolution.

22-29-406. Power of trustees to convey assets.
(a) The board of trustees may convey to another district all assets of the dissolving district:

() If the other district assumes all debts and obligations of the dissolving district and
undertakes to continue to furnish the service provided by the dissolving district pursuant to the
plan of dissolution and liquidation; and

(ii) If the written consent of all the known holders of valid indebtedness against the
district has been obtained, or provision has been made in the plan for payment of the
nonconsenting holders.

22-29-407. Disposition of assets.

(a) Any surplus funds remaining to the credit of the district, after payment of the
indebtedness of the district, shall be transferred to the county treasurer. If the assets of the district
are insufficient to pay the indebtedness, the board of trustees shall levy taxes, within the limits of
the authority of the district, for the liquidation of the indebtedness.

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a) of this section, if the property of a district is located
within the corporate limits of a city, the property shall, upon dissolution of the district, vest in the
city in which located and the property of the district lying outside the corporate limits of any city
shall vest in the county until the formation of a city embracing the territory, at which time it shall
vest in the city.

(c) In each year that the county receives surplus funds to the credit of the district under
subsection (a) of this section, any funds in the account of the district on June 30, in excess of six
thousand dollars ($6,000.00) retained by the county for administration, shall be certified to the
county assessor and shall be disposed of as provided under one (1) of the following procedures,
as selected by the county assessor:







(i) The funds may be offset against that portion of the levies of taxing units levied
against the property values of property within the dissolved district. If the funds are offset as
provided under this paragraph, the funds shall be distributed to each taxing unit in the amount of
that taxing unit's offset;

(i) The amount may be credited to each property appearing on the tax roll for the
year for which the credit applies within the dissolved district on the basis of current assessed
value. If the surplus funds are distributed under this paragraph, the surplus funds shall be
deposited in the unsegregated tax collections account established and distributed in the same
manner as other funds in that account.

22-29-408. Dissolution without election.

(a) The election required by W.S. 22-29-404 shall be dispensed with and the county
commissioners shall declare the district dissolved if the county commissioners find that:

(i) Dissolution is in the interest of the people of the county; and
(i) Atleast one (1) of the following:
(A) The territory within the affected district is uninhabited;

(B) The district has failed regularly to elect district board members in
accordance with the principal act of the district; or

(C) That the district is not active and that there is no need for the district.

(b) The election required by W.S. 22-29-404 shall be dispensed with and the board of
county commissioners shall declare the district dissolved if the director of the department of audit
has notified the board of county commissioners of the district's failure to comply with the reporting
requirements of W.S. 9-1-507, and the district has failed to comply with W.S. 9-1-507(a)(vii) by
December 30 of that same calendar year.

On Thu, Oct 13, 2016 at 9:04 AM, Gail Jensen <gailkjensen@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Maryanns:

| apologize for the delay. Nance Parriott was out of town and just yesterday | was able to retrieve the needed
documents.

Please find attached the documents and F32 that you requested. As we have discussed, we want to dissove the Bar
Y SID as soon as possible. Our Bar Y Homeowners Association is current with the Wyoming Secretary of State and
will handle all the needs of our property owners.

Please confirm what are the next steps and the timing for transfer of the SID account balance $211.29 to the Bar Y
Association and closing the bank account to complete dissolution.

Thank you for your help with this.
Sincerely,

Gail Jensen

BarY SID

gailkjensen@gmail.com
(307)890-1333







Mary Ann Schwalbendorf

Executive Secretary to the Administrator

Wyoming Department of Audit

Phone: (307) 777-7799

Fax: (307) 777-5341 (ATTN: Mary Ann Schwalbendorf)

E-Mail to and from me, in connection with the transaction
of public business, is subject to the Wyoming Public Records
Act and may be disclosed to third parties.







ANNUAL MEETING
BARY ESTATES ASSOCIATION
October 4, 2016

The Annual Meeting of the Bar Y Estates Association was held Tuesday,
October 4 at 5:00 pm in the Community Room of Jackson Whole Grocer, 1155 US-89
in Jackson, Wyoming. Ten lots were represented in person. The homeowners
present were Martha Stewart, Nance Parriott, Gregory Burns, Dave Hansen, Dave
Coon and Gail Jensen, Libby and George Alcorn, Ned Thomas, Joyce Frye, Tom and
Penny Brewer, and David Brown. Proxy represented six lots. With 16 of the 28
Association lots represented either in person or by proxy, the secretary declared that
a quorum was present.

President Nance Parriott called the meeting to order. Ned Thomas made a
motion to approve the minutes of the 2015 meeting. Dave Hansen seconded the
motion and it was carried unanimously. Parriott then presented the financial reports
for the Homeowner’s Association and the Special Improvement District. It was noted
that chip sealing the road was a needed major expense in 2015. The speed bumps
and the lane striping at the entrance will be painted next spring. Ned Thomas made a
motion to approve the financial reports as presented. The motion was seconded by
Greg Burns and carried unanimously.

SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT (SID)

Gail Jensen reported for the SID and said that the state and local requirements
for the SID have become onerous with the amount of reporting to be done. She said it
has become so time consuming that it has become a full time job. Jensen suggests that
the HOA abandon the SID.

The SID was established in the early 1990’s to pave the road. The HOA
received a loan from the state to do so and homeowners were to pay their share of
the cost over time.

Jensen and Parriott will check with the insurance company to assure the road
has been properly insured abandoning the SID. All funds currently in the SID will
then transfer to the HOA.

Dave Coon made a motion to abandon the SID. Tom Brewer seconded the
motion and it was carried unanimously

WATER DISTRICT

Dave Coon reported that the water district will shut off water to some
homeowners on Thursday (10/6) to make repairs. Itis expected that the water will
be off for 5 or 6 hours. More repairs will be made on Monday or Tuesday (10/10,
10/11) for the remaining homeowners. Coon advised all homeowners to keep any
water use to a minimum. Three more water valves will be replaced next year.







SITE COMMITTEE
Dave Coon reported for the Site Committee and said there was only one small
project approved this year. The project is proceeding on schedule.

OLD BUSINESS

The combination lock on the trash transfer shed will be changed to 531 on
- Wednesday, 10/5. The trash transfer shed is to be used by residents only and
homeowners are asked not to give out the combination to anyone.

NEW BUSINESS
The trash transfer shed is scheduled to be painted this year. Nance Parriott
will contact the painter to make sure he can fit the project into his schedule.

NOMINATION/ELECTION OF SITE COMMITTEE

Nominations for Site Committee members included Dave Coon, Joyce Frye and
Tarzan Campbell. Gail Jensen made a motion to accept and elect the nominees. Greg
Burns seconded the motion and it was carried unanimously.

NOMINATION/ELECTION OF DIRECTORS

Nance Parriott was nominated for President, and Martha Stewart for
Secretary. Ned Thomas made a motion to accept and elect the nominees. Dave
Hansen seconded the motion, which was carried unanimously.

With no further business to be conducted, the meeting was adjourned.

Martha Stewart, Secretary







COUNTY / ilon CENSUS ID #

{to be entered enly by the Census Bureau)

Refurn to: Department of Audit  Survey of Local Government Finances - F-32
Public Funds Division
Herschier Bldg 4th West

Cheyenns, WY 82002

For the Fiscal Year Ending June 38, 2016

This form is ¢ F-32 for the U. S. Depariment of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, which annually requests cerfain kinds of
data from local government eptiies. Your entity is required to somplete and fiie this form per the W.S. 8-1-807 {a) (i)}
(vii}, and per the Depariment of Audif's Rules on file ai the Secretary of State’s office. This form is to be completed andg

raturned to our office by September 38, 2016 )
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{Please correct your address here T, i necassary)

General Instructions. ~ Please read carefully each part and all related definiions and instructions.

Mote especially the following:

1. Report data from vour entity’s fiscal vear,

2. Do not report bank transfers, or interfund transactions as Revenue or Expendilures. Report all interest earned on
investments (include interest on cash deposits), all fax or assessments collected through the county. Report entity
bitlings in the Cuwrent Charges section, and all payments for goods or services provided.

3. itis not necessary to have sudited numbers, unless you expect there would be a material difference from your
records.

4. information gathered may be classified as fo type, summarized and reported fo interested organizations, it may
also be used in fiscal analysis and for statistical purposes. Please make sure it is as acourale as possible. The
alpha numeric codes are Census Bureau coding and when applicable, those blanks, should be filted in.

REMARKS: Please indicate here any items that may not fit the form, giving a brief description of who sent it {if
revenue), and how it was 1o be spent.

i you would like to discuss anything on the form, you can reach the Local Governiment Program persons for
assistance at (307} 777-7798.

DATA SUPPLIED BY: | (Please correct any error of name or address on this form.)

Print Name:, “yace oA F Reguired Telephone Neo. {307}
Signature: - ' S RS s
Thile: i Date: FE AL T
E-rnail: Fax No.
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PART 1 - REVENUE

CURRENT REVENUE: Receipts from sales, rentals, tolls, fees, or other charges for commodities and utility
services including utility sales to State, Local or Federal Government.
Do not report loans or bonded debt in this section. (Use Part 3)

Description (Omit cents)

LD Lenldn
L0 4P| eA R

TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES ZAA

PROPERTY TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS: List all taxes and assessments on property measured by value or

benefit and collected for you by another government {e.g9. County Treasurer). Include penalties,
interest, and past due amounts.

Properiy taxes (based on value) 3 TO1
Assessments (for construction projects or repairs) $ ud
Other taxes (please describe) $ T99
Other taxes (please describe) $ T99
Other taxes (please describe) $ T99
TOTAL TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS | $ ,
|
REVENUES FROM OTHER GOVERNMENTS: Show all grants, DIRECT FEBERAL ASSISTANCE
reimbursements for services, rentals and shared revenues $
Separate into the proper sections for Federal, State, and Local 3
sources for all revenue received from other governments $
TOTAL REVENUE FROM FEDERAL K] | ZBB
DIRECT STATE ASSISTANCE
$
3
$
TOTAL REVENUE FROM STATE $
DIRECT LOCAL REVENUE
=
3
b
TOTAL REVENUE FROM LOCAL 3
RECEIPTS FROM SALE OF PROPERTY $ U1
{describe)
INTEREST EARNINGS $ Uz20
MISCELLANEQUS OTHER INCOME {describe) $ U9
MISCELLANEQUS CTHER INCOME {describe) $ Uog
TOTAL REVENUE all sources | ¢
{add all “alpha and alpha-numeric coded” entries for Total Revenue)

Page 2








b e RS
PART 2 — EXPENDITURES {Omit centis)
EXPENDITURES FOR CONSTRUCTION Include major repairs and alterations, projects ZFF
carried out by entity employees and / or by independent contractors. $/2,.565
PURCHASE OF EQUIPMENT, LAND AND EXISTING STRUCTURES (include lease / ZGG
purchase and installmeni contracts) , $
INTEREST ON DEBT include total interest paid on all debt, long-term and short-term. Do ZKK
not enter principal repaid. $
PAYMENTS TO OTHER GOVERNMENTS In lieu of taxes or TO STATE $ ZLL
reimbursements for goods or services. TO LOCAL $ ZNM
ALL OTHER EXPENDITURES (Less depregiation)
Administration 3 ZEE
Operations 3 ZEE
indirect Costs 3 ZEE
Subtotal All Other | $ ZEE
TOTAL EXPENDITURES | (all categories) $
1 l Z00
PART 3 - DEBT OUTSTANDING, ISSUED AND RETIRED
FmHA State Land All Other Toal
@ SLIB) (b) (©) (d)
1. Outstanding at beginning of Fiscal year $ $ $ $ 19U
2. Total issued during Fiscal year (add) $ $ $ 3 28U
3. Total retired during Fiscal year (subtract) | $ $ 3 $ 39U
4. Total outstanding at Fiscal Year end 5 3 $ $ 49U

PART 4 - CASH AND INVESTMENTS HELD AT END OF FISCAL YEAR
Cash cD QOther Total

A. Sinking Funds ~ reserves for redemption
of long term debt. Please classify as
restricted, committed or assigned in
following sections of this part $ $ $ $ W01
Reserves ~ Set aside for future use.
Please classify as restricted, commitied or
assigned in following sections of thispart. | § 3 $ $ W61
Bond Funds ~ unexpended proceeds
from sale of bond issuas held pending
disbursement. Please classify as
resiricted, cornmiitted or assigned in
following sections of this part $ 3 $ 3 W31
All other funds ~ (except for employee e o o
retirement funds)

Ceneral fund
Special revenue fund
Fiduciary (trust and agency) fund
Special assessment fund
Enterprise fund
Retirement
Cther
TOTAL CASH and INVESTMENTS

L8 [es LR en D a1es
7|60 O 1R LB R0 Eh ]
L8 |40 A AR B

3

—

Page 3







.B. Non spendable Fund Balance-Cannot be spent because it is not in spendable form or legally/contractually

required to remain intact,

a.

£
A rg

b.

.

R |6

C. Restricted Fund Balance-Constraints externally imposed or constrained by enabling
_legislation which has legal enforceability.

a.

b.

¢

s a R Rt

D. Committed Fund Balance- Amounts only allowed for a specific purpose pursuant to
onstraints of formal action by highest level of entity authority. Such purpose cannot be
hanged except by the same type of action (i.e. legislation, resolution, and ordinance.)

a

b.

[ c.

o R[5

E. Assigned Fund Balance - Amounts constrained by government’s intent to be used for
specific purpose, but not restricted or committed.

a.

b.

LAER]ER

C.
PART 6 - RECONCILIATION

1. _Grand totai cash and investments on hand at the beginning of the fiscal year

/0T ~

2. Total revenues {Page 2) {add)

3. Proceed from the sale of bonds or long-term loans received {Part 3, line 2 [d]) (add)

4, Grand total expenditures (Page 3, part 2) {subtract)

/0, 5¢ 5 -

5. Bonded indebtedness or long-term loans retired or paid during the fiscal year (Part 3, line
3[dh (subtract)

8. Other differences (axplain in no. 8 below)

7. Grand total cash and investments on hand at the end of the fiscal year (should agree with
Part 4)

4 (48] A | |eRies

A1) -

8. Explanation of other differences (line & above)

SALARIES AND WAGES - total salaries and wages, including District salaries for
construction, paid during fiscal year to all officers and employees of your entity, including
regular, temporary, full-time and part-time personnel. (This amount will aiready be
included in all the sxpenditures on page 3. Do not subtract it out and change the
numbers ahove; just show it in addition to the amounts reported.)
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BAR Y SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DIST At your service
P O BOX 2093

JACKSON WY 83001-2083 hankofthewest.com

1-800-488-2265

SE 1-800-659-5495 TTY/TDD

NN

Security Center

Stay informed. Visit the Bank of the West Security Center for tips and information

4 ) ; Get prepared for your Fall fravels. Visit
on financial scam awareness at bankofthewest com/fsecurity.

your Bank of the West branch to get your
Foreign Currency before you go. And
when you get back, your Bank of the
West banker can help you turn them back

into Dollars.

BASIC CHECKING - BUSINESS 808-003594

BAR Y SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DIST

ACGCOUNT SUMMARY EARNINGS SUMMARY

Beginning Balance $211.29 Interest this stalement period $0.00
0 Credits 0.00 Interest credited year-to-date $0.00
0 Deposils 0,00 Annual percentage vield sarned 0.00%
0 Withdrawals 0.00 Average monthly balance $211.29
0 Checks 0.00

Ending Balance $211.29

For your profec
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BAR Y SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DIST
P O BOX 2093
JACKSON WY 83001-2093

EMV: is yodr business ready?

Ensure that your business is prepared to accept chip/fsmart/EMV cards in time for
the October 1, 2015, liability shift. You can upgrade your peint-of-sale equipment
today and be prepared to accept both chip and NFC payments in the future. You'll
also be increasing the security of your payments processing and enhancing the
level of service you provide to your customers. We're here to help. Contact your

banker for more details.

Account Statement

June 1, 2015 - June 30, 2015

Page 1of 2

At your service
bankofthewest.com

E 1-800-488-2265

* Save time with Bill Pay! Make enline or
mobile payments to most people and
companies in the U.S. You can schedule
payments in advance and set payment
reminders, too. Visit
bankofthewest.com/billpay

BASIC CHECKING - BUSINESS 808-003594

BAR Y SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DIST

ACCOUNT SUMMARY

Beginning Balance $211.29
0 Credits 0.00
0 Deposits 0.00
0 Withdrawals 0.00
0 Checks 0.00

Ending Balance $211.29

For your protection:

EARNINGS SUMMARY

Interest this statement period $0.00
Interest credited year-to-date $0.00
Annual percentage yield earned 0.00%
Average monthly balance $211.29

Examine this staternent promptly. Any discrepancy must be reported within 30 days. Consumer customers: A discrepancy regarding an
slecironic payment or line of credit must be reported within 80 days.

In Seuth Dakota, Bank of the West operates under the name of Bank of the West California. EQUAL HOISRG
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BAR Y SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DIST
P O BOX 2083
JACKSON WY 83001-2083

Stay Informed with Email

Remember to confirm your email during your next branch visit or call our Contact
Center at 800-488-2265. OQur emgails Keep you educated about our services,

products and more.

%m';m

Account Statement

June 1, 2018 - June 30, 2016

Pageiof2

At your service

bankeofthewest.com

1-800-488-2265

SrF 1-800-659-5495 TTY/TDD

Thank you for banking with Bank of the
West. We appreciate your business and
fook forward to continuing o serve your
banking needs.

BASIC CHECKING - BUSINESS 808-003594

BAR Y SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DIST

ACCOUNT SUMMARY EARNINGS SUMMARY

Beginning Balance $211.29 Interest this statement period $0.00
0 Credits 0.00 Interest credited year-lo-date $0.00
0 Deposits 0.00 Annual percentage vield earmed 0.00%
0 Withdrawals 0.00 Average monthly balance $211.29
0 Checks - 0.00

Ending Balance 5211.29

-
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= days. Consurmer customers: 4
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%
1 Seuth Dakolz, Bank of the West operates under the name of Bank of the West Califomia. [











From: Shelley Fairbanks

To: County Commissioners

Subject: Direct Correspondence

Date: Thursday, November 17, 2016 2:58:34 PM
Attachments: SRSC Improvement and Service.pdf

Attached is direct correspondence received today via USPS.

Thank*"")

-

(. (. *youl”

Shelley Fairbanks

Deputy County Administrative Clerk,
Teton County

®.0. Box 1727

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: 307-732-8488

Fax; 307-739-8681



mailto:sfairbanks@tetonwyo.org

mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org



The State of Wyoming

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Herschler Building Telephone (307) 777-7961
2 i -

i MATTHEN, B MEAD, Governor LA G 2
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002-0110 DANIEL W. NOBLE, Director ExciseFAX (307) 777-3632
E-Mail: directorofrevenue@wyo.gov Mineral FAX (307) 777-7849
Web: http://revenue.wyo.gov LiquorFAX (307)777-6255

November 15, 2016

Snake River Sporting Club Improvement and Service
14885 Sporting Club Rd
Jackson, Wyoming 83001

Dear Jeff Heilbrun:

The Wyoming Department of Revenue has reviewed the petition for formation submitted for this district,
pursuant to W.S. 22-29-109(a) and W.S. 22-29-301. During the review, the Department mapped and compared
the proposed boundaries of your district to other taxing authorities that are currently formed and operating in the
county.

The Department approves the petition for formation. The petitioned area does not create any gaps or overlaps,
nor does it conflict with a district of like services.

Per Wyoming Statute 22-29-103(e)(i), all special districts shall file a copy of the documents authorizing
formation, a map and legal description, to the Department of Revenue within ten (10) days after the effective
date of formation. All documents provided to the Department must meet the requirements established in Chapter
21, Section 5 of our agency rules. You can find this document on the Department's website at
http://revenue.wyo.gov. If you do not have Internet access, we can mail a copy for your review.

If you have any questions or concerns regarding this matter, please feel free to contact us.

Sincerely

74

Dan Shadakofsky

Senior Busingss Applications Analyst
(307) 777-5432
dan.shadakofsky@wyo.gov

cc: Teton County Assessor
Teton County Clerk
Teton County Commissioners

7049










From: County Clerk Admin

To: County Commissioners

Subject: Direct Correspondence

Date: Monday, November 21, 2016 12:06:45 PM
Attachments: National Elk Refuge CCP.pdf

Attached is direct correspondence received via USPS today. The actual book is in the Commissioners
mailbox.

Thank* ")
LD

-

(- (. *you! *

Shelley Fairbanks

Deputy County Administrative Clerk,
Teton County

P.0. Box 1727

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: 307-732-8488

Fax; 307-739-8681



mailto:clerkadmin@tetonwyo.org

mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Mountain-Prairie Region

IN REPLY REFER TO MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATION:

FWS/R6/NWRS/Planning P.O. Box 25486, DFC 134 Union Boulevard
MAILSTOP 60130 Denver, Colorado 80225-0486 Lakewood, Colorado 80228-1807
Dear Reader:

We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), are pleased to provide you with a copy of the
comprehensive conservation plan (CCP) for the National Elk Refuge. The CCP will guide
refuge management over the next 15 years. These plans includes goals, objectives, and strategies
for refuge programs, and detail the combination of actions we will implement to protect species,
manage habitats, and support compatible, public recreational and other uses.

During the planning process, we worked closely with representatives from the National Park
Service, the Wyoming Game and Fish Department, and the Teton County Planning Department.
A draft CCP and EA were released in September of 2014 and underwent 60 days of public
review and public meetings. Based on an extensive review of feedback, comments, and internal
reviews, the Service has selected Alternative D as the preferred management alternative.

Alternative D is a blended option that would both increase public use opportunities with an
empbhasis on the six priority wildlife-dependent uses (hunting, fishing, wildlife observation and
photography, environmental education, and interpretation) and focus management efforts on
promoting natural processes and supporting the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem.

We will work closely with Wyoming Game and Fish Department and other Federal, State, and
local partners to evaluate and manage habitats for the benefit of bison, elk, migratory birds, and
other native species. An emphasis on adaptive management, including monitoring the effects of
habitat management practices and use of research results to direct ongoing management, will be
a priority.

We will use this plan, along with the Bison and Elk Management Plan (2007), as guidance for
managing the refuge over the next 15 years. This comprehensive conservation plan will
complement, not replace, the Bison and Elk Management Plan. A stepdown management plan is
currently being drafted for the Bison and Elk Management Plan. This plan will outline,
consistent with the Bison and Elk Management Plan, guidance to adaptively manage bison and
elk herds to meet the goals and objectives outlined in the Bison and Elk Management Plan.

Prior to finalizing the stepdown management plan, the Service will conduct a thorough public
engagement process with neighboring communities and other members of the public on how
they can help shape the future refuge experience and to listen to and address concerns they bring
to our attention. Public input is incredibly important to the Service.

Our public engagement process will include clearly explaining to the refuge’s neighbors and
other stakeholders what decisions have already been made as well as how their input will be used
and can influence the decisions that are yet to be made regarding how we move forward with the

RECEIVED W 11 108







stepdown management plan. We intend to listen to and implement feedback received from refuge
neighbors and other interested stakeholders.

The CCP document can be viewed online at https://www.fws.gov/mountain-
prairie/refuges/wy_ner.php. For more information about the CCP, please contact Steve Kallin.
Project Leader at (307) 733-9212, or Steve_kallin@fws.gov.

Thank you for your continued interest in this planning process.

Sincerely,

Sl __

Will Meeks
Assistant Regional Director

National Wildlife Refuge System
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From: Shelley Fairbanks

To: County Commissioners

Subject: Direct Correspondence

Date: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 11:59:47 AM
Attachments: Docket No. 2016-41 Oral Argument Order.PDF

Docket No. 2016-40 Oral Argument Order.PDF

Please see the attached direct correspondence that was received today via USPS.

Thank* ")
(- (. *you! *

Shelley Fairbanks

Deputy County Administrative Clerk,
Teton County

P.0. Box 1727

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: 307-732-8488

Fax; 307-739-8681



mailto:sfairbanks@tetonwyo.org

mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org



BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

FOR THE STATE OF WYOMING

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPEAL OF )
TETON COUNTY ASSESSOR FROM A )
DECISION BY THE TETON COUNTY ) Docket No. 2016-41
BOARD OF EQUALIZATION )
(Jackson Hole Hereford Ranch, LLC Property, )
2016 Property Tax Assessment) - )

ORAL ARGUMENT ORDER

THIS MATTER came before the State Board of Equalization (State Board) on
Petitioner’s Request for Oral Argument, filed October 31, 2016. The State Board having
reviewed the file herein, noting that Respondent filed no objection, and being otherwise
advised in the premises; '

IT IS ORDERED this matter shall come before the State Board for oral argument
(one hour with thirty minutes allotted to each party) at 1:30 p.m., February 21, 2017, in
Room 1722, State Board Room, Herschler Building, Cheyenne, Wyoming.

Dated this Zﬁ“ﬁay of November, 2016.

STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

Nl

E. Jayne(Mogkler, Chairman

ATTEST:

Qgiiea. . uoun
J CS@M. Brown, Executive Assistant

In re Teton County Assessor (Jackson Hole Hereford Ranch LLC Property), Docket No. 2016-41 — Page 1
meamroren MY 7 6 IR







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the 25Tlé)ay of November, 2016, I served the foregoing
ORAL ARGUMENT ORDER by placing a true and correct copy thereof in the United
States Mail, postage prepaid, and properly addressed to the following:

Keith M. Gingery William P. Schwartz
Deputy Teton County Attorney Ranck, Schwartz & O’Halloran, LLC
P.O. Box 4068 P.O.Box 3890
. Jackson, WY 83001 Jackson, WY 83001
Ounhiea. 17N T

Jessida M. Brown

E ive Assistant
State’Board of Equalization
P.O. Box 448

Cheyenne, WY 82003
Phone: (307) 777-6989

Fax: (307) 777-6363

cc:  Commissioners/Treasurer/Clerk/Assessor — Teton County
ABA State and Local Tax Reporter

In re Teton County Assessor (Jackson Hole Hereford Ranch LLC Property), Docket No. 2016-41 — Page 2









BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
FOR THE STATE OF WYOMING

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPEAL OF )
TETON COUNTY ASSESSOR FROM A )
DECISION BY THE TETON COUNTY )
BOARD OF EQUALIZATION )
(Lockhart Cattle Co., LLC Property, )
2016 Property Tax Assessment) )

Docket No. 2016-40

ORAL ARGUMENT ORDER

THIS MATTER came before the State Board of Equalization (State Board) on
Petitioner’s Request for Oral Argument, filed October 31, 2016. The State Board having
reviewed the file herein, noting that Respondent filed no objection, and being otherwise
advised in the premises;

IT IS ORDERED this matter shall come before the State Board for oral argument
(one hour with thirty minutes allotted to each party) at 10:30 a.m., February 21, 2017, in
Room 1722, State Board Room, Herschler Building, Cheyenne, Wyoming.

R
Dated this _ ay of November, 2016.

STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

’5@6\\ MJ?J@\

E. Jayn ckler, Chairman

ATTEST:

QM’M SPgun

Jess1ka M. Brown, Executive Assistant

Inre Teton County Assessor (Lockhart Cattle Company, LLC Property), Docket No. 2016-40 — Page 1







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the 15 day of November, 2016, I served the foregoing
ORAL ARGUMENT ORDER by placing a true and correct copy thereof in the United
States Mail, postage prepaid, and properly addressed to the following:

Keith M. Gingery Lockhart Cattle Company, LLC
Deputy Teton County Attorney P.O. Box 2812
P.O. Box 4068 Jackson, WY 83001

Jackson, WY 83001

tive Assistant
tate/Board of Equalization

P.O”Box 448

Cheyenne, WY 82003

Phone: (307) 777-6989

Fax: (307) 777-6363

cc:  Commissioners/Treasurer/Clerk/Assessor — Teton County
ABA State and Local Tax Reporter

In re Teton County Assessor (Lockhart Cattle Company, LLC Property), Docket No. 2016-40 — Page 2










From: Shelley Fairbanks

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Direct Correspondence
Date: Monday, November 14, 2016 1:23:25 PM
Attachments: Letter - Mullikin, Larson & Swift LLC.PDF

Dept of Revenue - Aspens Il Water & Sewer.PDF
Dept of Revenue - Aspens | Water & Sewer.PDF
BTNF Letter - WPLI.PDF

Attached is correspondence received today via USPS.

Thank* ")
(- (. *you! *

Shelley Fairbanks

Deputy County Administrative Clerk,
Teton County

P.0. Box 1727

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: 307-732-8488

Fax; 307-739-8681



mailto:sfairbanks@tetonwyo.org

mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org



MULLIKIN, LARSON & SWIFT LLC
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
P.O. BOX 4099
155 E. PEARL ST., SUITE 200
JACKSON, WY 83001

TELEPHONE: (307) 733-3923
DAVID K. LARSON
FPHELPS H. SWIFT, JR. FAX NO: (30O7) 733-3947
SARA E. VAN GENDEREN R. MICHAEL MULLIKIN 1942-2006
MATTHEW E. TURNER

November 8, 2016

Teton County Board of Commissioners

Chairperson, Barbara Allen

Vice Chairperson, Mark Newcomb

Commissioner Natalia D. Macker

Commissioner Smokey Rhea

Commissioner Paul Vogelheim

P.O. Box 3594

Jackson, Wyoming 83001

Via U.S.P.S. and Electronic Mail: commissioners@tetonwyo.org

RE:  Development Plan Application 2016-0004 (“Application”)
Lot 5 Master Plan Subdivision Plat for Jackson Hole Racquet Club Resort
Plat No. 578

Supplement to Letter Dated October 10, 2016

Dear County Commissioners,

Please accept this letter to supplement my letter dated October 10 to the Teton
County Planning Commission which is attached for your convenient reference. This
Application raises novel and important legal questions.

The Application seeks to vacate certain requirements and conditions established
by Plat No. 578 and to preserve certain privileges granted by the same plat. If the
developer wishes to exploit the privileges to develop the Six (6) residential lots
established by the Master Plan, it must also accept the responsibilities, covenants,

conditions, and requirements established by the Master Plan that are contained in Plat
No. 578 and its conditions of approval.







Teton County Board of Commissioners
Chairperson, Barbara Allen

Vice Chairperson, Mark Newcomb
Commissioner Natalia D. Macker
Commissioner Smokey Rhea
Commissioner Paul Vogeltheim
November 8, 2016

Page?2 of 4

As the Board of County Commissioners, you are authorized to condition the
development plan with reasonable conditions and requirements to protect the public
interest and to preserve the rights and reasonable expectations of the proprietors within
the plat, a/k/a the Teton Pines residents. The conditions and requirements must be
imposed at this stage as plat review is too late for the imposition of development
conditions. See Teton County LDR 8.5.3C.

A plat contains important information and valuable protection for its proprietors
and owners. In the case of Teton Pines Plat No. 578, the plat grants private road
easements, creates lot lines and set backs, establishes residential densities, and imposes
covenants, conditions and restrictions on land use. A plat should not be vacated without
great care and deliberation. Both the Wyoming Statutes and the Teton County Land
Development Regulations (“LDRs”) recognize the integrity of a plat and expressly
protect its owners who reasonably rely upon said protections.

Wyoming Statute §34-12-108 provides:

Any part of a plat may be vacated under the provisions, and
subject to the conditions of this act; provided, such vacating
does not abridge or destroy any of the rights and privileges
of other proprietors in said plat...

Who will make the “determination” of which proprietors’ rights may be destroyed
or abridged? Initially, it is the Board of County Commissioner who must make this
determination. In making this determination, I implore you to consider the following
stakeholders:

e All Teton Pines Owners. To the extent that the Six (6) Lot 5 owners will
have access to the Teton Pines private roads and use its services, I would submit that
every owner in Teton Pines will potentially have their rights abridged or destroyed.
Accordingly, the appropriate determination is that each Teton Pines owner is a
“proprietor” as defined in the Wyoming Statute and the plat vacation may not abridge or
destroy their rights.








Teton County Board of Commissioners
Chairperson, Barbara Allen

Vice Chairperson, Mark Newcomb
Commissioner Natalia D. Macker
Commissioner Smokey Rhea
Commissioner Paul Vogelheim
November 8, 2016

Page 3 of 4

° Teton Pines Owners Association. Teton Pines Owners Association owns a
portion of Lot 5 (see Book 337 Photo 979). Can you replat only a portion of Lot 5 and leave
the remaining portion owned by the Owners Association as an island? As an owner of a
portion of Lot 5, it seems fundamental that it is a proprietor whose rights will be abridged
or destroyed by the vacation of Lot 5 and the many protections provided to it under the
Plat and Master Plan. The consent by Teton Pines Owners Association should be a
threshold requirement imposed by the Board of County Commissioners.

Notwithstanding your determination as to the proprietors who must be protected
under Wyoming law and the LDRs, there are certain conditions, covenants, and
restrictions that should be preserved and, in fact, strengthened:

° Continue all original Master Plan conditions to the development of Lot 5.
Many of these are fundamental such as road construction and the installation of certain
infrastructure but they also include certain covenants and restrictions.

° Preserve Plat No. 578 No-Access Easement for the reasons set forth in my
October 10 letter. Extend the No-Access Easement to the north boundary of Lot 5 to
respect the Teton Pines PUD boundary and to preserve Teton Pines as a self-contained
community as originally planned and approved.

o Require that the applicant/developer accept the Teton Pines Declaration of
CCRs. In the Owners Certificate on Plat No. 578 it states, that the subdivision is subject
to a Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions. The developer/applicant’s
predecessor, the Vandewaters, signed the Certificate of Owners and accepted that its
land, Lot 5, would be subject to the Teton Pines covenants and restrictions.

If the Lot 5 lots and owners are subject to the same covenants and community rules
applicable to the other Teton Pines lots and owners, the Master Plan will be honored and
the rights and privileges of the owners protected.

As a final comment, it should be highlighted that the applicant seeks to build roads
and improvements in environmentally protected lands. The application seeks relief from







Teton County Board of Commissioners
Chairperson, Barbara Allen

Vice Chairperson, Mark Newcomb
Commissioner Natalia D. Macker
Commissioner Smokey Rhea
Commissioner Paul Vogelheim
November 8, 2016

Page 4 of 4

the strict application of the LDRs Natural Resource Overlay protections. If the Board of
County Commissioners is inclined to approve the Application, it has the authority and
responsibility to protect the other One Hundred Eighty Four (184) Teton Pines owners

and residents by imposing the reasonable conditions, restrictions, and requirements
outlined above.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully yours,
Mullikin, Larson & Swift LL.C

o,
Phelps H. Swift, Jr.

PHS/tas

Attachment: October 10, 2016 letter to Teton County Planning Department

cc: Teton Pines Board of Directors
Teton Pines Owners
Keith Gingery, Chief Deputy Civil Attorney (via electronic mail: kmgingery@uwyoming.com)
Erin Weisman, Staff Attorney (via electronic mail: eweisman@uwyoming.com)

Roby Hurley, Staff Planner (via electronic mail: rhurley@tetonwyo.org)
V:\Teton Pines OA\VandewaterParcel5\2016DevPlan\ Correspondence \TCBCC 16_11_08.docx







MULLIKIN, LARSON & SWIFT LLG
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
P.O. BUX 4099
155 E. PEARL ST, SUITE 200
JACKSON, WY 83001
DAVID K. LAREON TELEPHONE: (307) 733-3923

PHELPS H. SWIFT, JR. FAX NO: (307) 733-3947
SARA E. VAN GENDEREN

R. MICHAEL MULLIKIN 1942-2006
MATTHEW E. TURNER

October 10, 2016

Teton County Planning & Development

Attn: Roby Hurley

Jackson, Wyoming 83001

Via Hand Delivery & Flectronic Mail: rthurley@tetonwyo.org,

RE:  Development Plan Application 2016-0004 ( “Application”)
Lot 5 Master Plan Subdivision Plat for Jackson Hole Racquet Club Resort
Plat No. 578 A

Dear Roby,

Thank for your time and the information regarding the history of the Jackson
Hole Racquet Club Resort (now known as Teton Pines) and the above referenced
Application to develop Lot 5. Our firm represents the Teton Pines Owners Association
(the “Association”). We look forward to participating: in the public review of the
Application and wish to bring several important matters to your attention. '

Teton Pines is a thriving “middle aged” real estate community. It consists of
commercial development, including townhomes, a golf resort, and a private residential
community. The Association manages the private residential community consisting of
approximately 184 residences. The Association has always understood and accepted
that Lot 5 would eventually become a part of the Teton Pines residential community
subject to the same privileges, rules, and regulations as its other residents.

The Teton Pines Community Rules include many rules, standards, and
guidelines such as speed limits, property covenants and restrictions, security and safety
regulations, and construction rules for the benefit of all its residents. The residents enjoy
a safe and well-managed community including safe roads, security services,
management services, residence maintenance, and common area maintenance. The
Teton Pines residents have the reasonable expectation that the same privileges, rules,







Teton County Planning & Development
Attn: Roby Hurley

October 10, 2016

Page 2 of 3

and regulations would apply to Lot 5. Furthermore, there is a reasonable expectation
that the laws of Wyoming, the County Land Development Regulations (“"LDRs”) and
our elected officials will protect and preserve these reasonable expectations.

Plat No. 578 contains a significant covenant and restriction on Lot 5 which
restricts access outside of the Teton Pines PUD by virtue of the “10 foot wide no
vehicular access easement” shown on the south and west boundaries of Lot 5 (the “No
Access Easement”). The redevelopment of Lot 5 will require an amendment to Plat No.
578 which must comply with Section 82.13 of the LDRs. In accordance with LDR
+ Section 8.2.13.C.1 “a recorded plat may be amended through the vacation process as
authorized by state statute...” Wyo. Stat. §34-12-108 provides as follows:

Any part of a plat may be vacated under the provisions, and subject to
the conditions of this act; provided, such vacating does not abridge or
destroy any of the rights and privileges of other proprietors in said
plat...

The No Access Easement protects the Teton Pines Community from vehicular traffic
from outside its boundaries. It further protects the natural resources within Lot 5 and
the bucolic character of Fish Creek Road from outside traffic and other adverse impacts.

On behalf of the Teton Pines residents, the Association’s position is that any
change to the No Access Easement restriction would require the approval by all owners
within Teton Pines. The Board’s position is reinforced by Paul Vaughn's letter dated
October 14, 1988 to the Board of County Commissioners wherein he stated, “that the ‘no
vehicular access easement’ was a requirement which had as its purpose the prohibition
of any connection between the subdivision and the Fish Creek Road.” Paul Vaughn, as
County Attorney, went on to state that to modify this particular plat restriction would
require approval by the County and all affected land owners in Teton Pines pursuant to
Wyoming law and the LDRs.

Therefore, we recommend that the County condition any Lot 5 development
approvals upon the preservation, or strengthening, of the No Access Easement
restriction. Furthermore, there should be a bold and clear legend conspicuously placed
on any new plat of Lot 5 to put both current and future owners on legal notice of the No
Access Easement. In order to further protect the Lot 5 natural resources as well as the
character of the Fish Creek Road, we also recommend that the No Access Easement be







Teton County Planning & Development
Attn: Roby Hurley

October 10, 2016

Page3 of 3

extended along the north bdundary of Lot 5 (its- omission was likely caused by a
drafting oversight). Perhaps, an instrument describing the No Access Easement
restriction should be recorded against Lot 5 and the adjacent property.

In reviewing the LDRs, I noticed an ambiguity in Section 8.2.13.C.4.d that states:
“the certificate of owners on the new plat shall have a clause vacating the original plat,
signed by all owners of land contained within the plat” T am curious whether this
regulation requires that all the owners in the original Plat No. 578 must sign the new
plat or only the owners within the new plat. This language should be clarified. In any
- event, it is clear that any change to the No Access Fasement or any other change that
would abridge or destroy any of the rights and privileges of the Teton Pines Owners
would require approval by all owners within the original Plat No. 578.

Again, we look forward to participating in the review of the development
proposal of Lot 5. We have several issues to negotiate with the developer of Lot 5 which
we hope can be accomplished without County involvement or legal proceedings. These
issues include making Lot 5 become part of the Teton Pines community by accepting its
CCRs and Community Rules in consideration of the benefits, privileges, and services
provided to all Teton Pines residents. If we are unable to reach agreement on these
issues with the developer, we will seek support from the elected officials.

Thanks again for your time and attention to this matter.

Very truly yours, -
Mullikin, Larson & Swift LL.C
Vel
Phelps H. Swift, Jr.
PHS/tas
cc: Teton Pines Owners Association Board of Directors

Teton Pines Owners
V:\Teton Pines OA\VandewaterParcel5\2016DevPlan \Correspondence\TCPI 16_10_10.¢3¢









The State of Wyoming

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Herschler Building Telephone (307) 777-7961
122 Went 251 Stce MATTHEW H. MEAD, Governor Propery Tax FAX (07 7777527
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002-0110 DANIEL W. NOBLE, Director Excise FAX (307) 777-3632
E-Mail: directorofrevenue@wyo.gov Mineral FAX (307) 777-7849
Web: http://revenue.wyo.gov Liquor FAX (307) 777-6255

November 8, 2016

Aspens Il Water and Sewer
PO Box 716
Wilson, WY 83014

Dear Greg Olsen;

The Wyoming Department of Revenue has received and reviewed the documentation
that was submitted for the dissolution of Aspens Il Water and Sewer. Based on the
documentation, the Department has processed this request and Aspens || Water and
Sewer has been officially dissolved.

This notice is the current, final determination and supersedes all other notices received

from the Department of Revenue. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Sincerely;

Vi

Mark Johnson

Senior CT Business Applications Analyst
307-777-5308

mark.johnson1@wyo.gov

cc: Teton County Assessor
Teton County Clerk
Teton County Commissioners

(committee_20161108)









Herschler Building Telephone (307) 777-7961

MATTHEW H. MEAD, Governor ok Man i G 7 3
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002-0110 DANIEL W. NOBLE, Director Excise FAX (307) 777-3632
E-Mail: directorofrevenue@wyo.gov Mineral FAX (307) 777-7849
Web: http://revenue.wyo.gov Liquor FAX (307) 777-6255

November 8, 2016

Aspens | Water and Sewer
PO Box 716
Wilson, WY 83014

Dear Greg Olsen;

The Wyoming Department of Revenue has received and reviewed the documentation
that was submitted for the dissolution of Aspens | Water and Sewer. Based on the
documentation, the Department has processed this request and Aspens | Water and
Sewer has been officially dissolved.

This notice is the current, final determination and supersedes all other notices received
from the Department of Revenue. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Sincerely;

ark Johnson

Senior CT Business Applications Analyst
307-777-5308
mark.johnson1@wyo.gov

cc: Teton County Assessor
Teton County Clerk
Teton County Commissioners

(committee_20161108)









USD United States Forest Bridger-Teton National Forest 340 North Cache Street
W

Department of Service Jackson, WY 83001
Agriculture
File Code: 1920; 2320
Date:  November 7, 2016
Mark Newcomb
Teton County Commissioner
PO Box 3594

200 South Willow St.
Jackson, WY 83001

Dear Mark;

Thank you for sending information in your letter of October 17, 2016 about Teton County’s
participation in the Wyoming Public Lands Initiative.

I appreciate your invitation for Forest Service staff to take a proactive role in staying informed
about the deliberations of the advisory committee. We look forward to responding to requests
for data and information. Please correspond with Pam Bode, Resources Staff Officer, at
pbode@fs.fed.us or 307-739-5513 for future updates and information requests.

Sincerely,

PATRICIA M. O'CONNOR
Forest Supervisor

cc: Garth Smelser, Forest Supervisor, Caribou-Targhee National Forest

Caring for the Land and Serving People Printed on Recycled Paper W










From: Megan Smith

To: County Commissioners; council@townofjackson.com

Cc: Brian Schilling; Sean O"Malley

Subject: Fwd: Comments on Jackson"s Y Intersection Construction Plans
Date: Sunday, November 20, 2016 12:07:25 PM

Dear Council and Commission -

| am sharing with you my comments to WYDOT regarding the Y intersection
reconfiguration and construction (below). | have deep concerns regarding this project
on several levels including traffic flow, safety, implications for the surrounding
intersections, negative impacts for mid-town residents (of which | am one), pathways
and WYDOT not abiding by their own environmental regulations for Categorical
Exclusions. Additionally, this construction project has direct, negative impacts on land
planning efforts that you all have worked so hard to create and implement
(Comprehensive Plan and the ITP). My comments to WYDOT below are merely the
tip of the iceberg. As you all know, each of these elements could be taken through a
much deeper analysis. My request to WYDOT is that they upgrade the light, maintain
the flow of traffic from Buffalo Way to Hwy 22 and use the time the current
intersection affords them to properly redesign and analyze this intersection for the
safety of all (traffic, mid-town residents, pedestrians and cyclists). My request to you
is that you hold WYDOT to a higher standard that takes into account your planning
efforts, the surrounding intersections and the best interest of our citizen's and visitor's
safety.

Thank you very much for all your efforts on the behalf of our community. | stand
willing and able to provide more information or answer any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

Megan Smith

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Megan Smith <megansmith33@gmail.com>

Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2016 at 11:48 AM

Subject: Comments on Jackson's Y Intersection Construction Plans

To: stephanie.harsha@wyo.gov
Cc: nick.hines@wyo.gov

Dear WYDOT Representatives,

Thank you for considering public comment on Jackson’s Y intersection between Highway 22,
Broadway and Buffalo Way. | have some deep concerns about the design and models that
were presented in Jackson this last week.
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I am a resident of the “mid-town” section of Jackson which is directly adjacent to this
intersection. This is one of the most densely population areas in town and, under the
Comprehensive Plan, we are slated for more building and an increase in population density in
this section of town. Not only do we have a number of businesses (e.g. Albertson’s, Lucky’s,
the largest USPS in town, coffee shops, small businesses, physical therapists, dentists, an
outpatient surgery center, restaurants, etc. etc.) but we also have a large number of
condominium associations, apartment buildings and access to recreational opportunities such
as one of the most popular trailheads on the Bridger-Teton National Forest. In short, there are
a lot of people, at all times of day, that access mid-town and much of this access, to and from,
happens through the Y intersection. In addition to my residential location, I also work in an
office located immediately at the Buffalo Way and Maple Way intersection and am keenly
familiar with the traffic problems that persist here.

I was dismayed by your traffic model in that cars traveling south on Buffalo Way disappeared
before they made it to Maple Way. This intersection was clearly not considered in your model.
Please allow me to explain to you what traffic does at this intersection under our current
situation. This is an extremely busy intersection. It is already often difficult to turn off of
Buffalo Way onto Maple in either direction. The traffic from the Kmart light will frequently
back up to near this intersection as does the traffic from the USPS 4-way between Maple and
Powderhorn (to the east). | am extremely concerned about semi-truck trailers leaving
Albertson’s and needing to travel south to Maple Way in order to access the highway. |
honestly do not think that a semi can make the corner between Buffalo Way and Maple Way.
There are frequently parked cars on every imaginable side of these streets and I truly don’t
think there is room for a semi. Additionally, the increased danger from adding trailer truck
traffic to this area where there are bus stops (public and school), a cross-walk and several
businesses is not something that | would imaging WYDOT would like to be responsible for. |
strongly encourage you to reinstate the exit from Buffalo Way traveling straight through the
intersection and onto Hwy 22. To say that emissions will be decreased is totally incorrect. You
will be forcing all of the residents and users of mid-town to drive around the block in one
direction or the other in order to access Hwy 22. Adding a light with increased efficiency and
detection abilities would improve this intersection while maintaining the ability to cross
straight from Buffalo to Hwy 22.

At the open house meeting, | had a pleasant discussion with Nick Hines. By day | am an
environmental consultant and | have completed several WYDOT Categorical Exclusions
(CEs) for pathways projects. Therefore, | am very familiar with both WYDOT’s process and
requirements. Based on my discussion with Nick, it was clear to me that WYDOT has not
considered all of the aspects of a CE that your own regulations require of projects. | do not
feel that this project qualifies for a categorical exclusion. By definition, CEs can only be used

for actions that *“ do not induce significant impacts to planned growth or land use for the area; do not require

the relocation of significant numbers of people; do not have a significant impact on any natural, cultural,
recreational, historic or other resource; do not involve significant air, noise, or water quality impacts; do not have

significant impacts on travel patterns; or do not otherwise, either individually or cumulatively, have any significant
environmental impacts.” (23 CFR 8771.117 (a)). | would put forth that your current plan for the Y
intersection has significant impact to planned growth and travel patterns for the area in that it
will negatively affect the Jackson/ Teton County Comprehensive Plan’s vision for this





neighborhood and our already busy, but functional, travel flows. My concern is that this one
change at the Y will render our neighborhood non-functional in terms of travel flow.
Furthermore, it will negatively affect already strained traffic patterns rippling out to adjacent
intersections along Maple and Snow King Ave. This is a major cross town route for both cars
and bicycles and the additional traffic numbers forced on this route will have a significant,
negative effect. The Integrated Transportation Plan is another key element to our land use
planning for the area and | believe the proposed changes to the Y intersection will have
significant, negative impacts to the goals of the Integrated Travel Plan. Second, | believe that
you have not taken the pathways system into consideration with your planning of the
intersection. The maps that | was examining at the open house did not display the existing
pathways or the cycle tracks. If you’re not putting them on the map, you’re not considering
them! Our community recently put a lot of work into these pathways and they are receiving a
tremendous amount of use by both locals and visitors. To take an already tricky intersection
and make it completely unsafe for pedestrians and bicyclists is unethical.

Lastly, I learned at the meeting that this “temporary” fix to this intersection will only gain four
more years to the life of the intersection. This does not seem like a good use of taxpayer
money to only extend the life of an intersection by four years while also causing significant,
negative impacts to the adjacent neighborhood, adjoining pathways system and town/ county
land planning efforts. Therefore, I request that you do not do this “temporary” fix which does
not even abide by the requirements of your own policies. Rather | would like to see WYDOT
take the ensuing eight years that are available to you under your estimates for the current
intersection and redesign an intersection that has traffic calming attributes, is beneficial to
pedestrian and bicyclist, works with the already established land planning documents and
goals our community has worked hard to establish, and incorporates changes to traffic flow
that will result once the Indian Trails Connector is built. In the meantime, an upgrade to the
light at the Y without changing the traffic flow from its current configuration does seem like a
positive step forward for both traffic flow on Broadway and for the adjoining neighborhoods.

Thank you for incorporating my concerns into your planning process.

Sincerely,

Megan A Smith






From: Jackson Hole Stingrays

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 1:56:57 PM

How do we contact people if the email addresses on the P&R site is not correct. We are trying
to no avail to find Advisory Board minutes which are a matter of public record.

Thank you.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
Date: Wed, Nov 16, 2016 at 1:48 PM

Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

To: jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com

Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:
ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc

Technical details of permanent failure:
DNS Error: 75262347 DNS type 'mx' lookup of jackson.jtc responded with code NXDOMAIN
Domain name not found: jackson.jtc

DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed,
d=gmail.com; s=20120113;
h=mime-version:from:date:message-id:subject:to;
bh=0x9uydFzh1LPGrC6IsPXLSNjdngHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
b=C/dGkHoNEMy3WvhH+pu/klgWN7roAKbrzRjJ/
3CDSsGnhnKzRA9VEXXYNtY5IBAbUS
JUZOhcojBdXiLZgSUA1Q4IMdjriQpfg3wtquZkINABKO3jcf TGAR7NszZONzusajonx6Q
U68CrcRW36ek1vrCrSf/ipWpoV+1p3AMIFpG6BDesMzhE2qG07Bn8XoGs
PASel1Z9512De
XGgFyKUr808xzO4bGAi/iU/90Ndv3WUOQolJHjl/+
FhOUbgp74QroPBa3uVzIPegDMA(q
bd3FxKj61iQjDRmgVWIKkWnwFDFENwmdgB/tNk+KVENn2sKtAAIDNvtY Ey+
izUviLucDZ1
nPRw==
X-Google-DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d=1e100.net; s=20130820;
h=x-gm-message-state:mime-version:from:date:message-id:subject:to;
bh=0x9uydFzh1LPGrC6IsPXLSNjdngHEzvxzbtY mQhflrc=;
b=nLgNXGwr7PeHgOnIUG+SE4qYHIXDTWA75wnXRMCBz8I006 Tgx
HFgvmyS+D8qftgFyh
48tD1Dxd6z8p00Zaax82jR6nPf1FbYOEqgYPObuVHT2XLobg+
fQbeVrBoaK13NYQSjLd
X3mUTQIIKJI1IWUrhMzdyE1n1T8UE057Z/+QJ61V035iaYXFEK4U7cG2cYdifDBmM8
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jVv3iC
1J2g9rOgx5PK7P2H35D0OTrkzVIzin9rBdtNOT4091rNANMSp8OEUZ2Qplu+
SHo3HVHpr
P44i+GXfHt6NTpbOnp3xIWdx0gPHfO76 Td71P3di5/p+
47S00FXvddmPLmM996iG0G1BD
VX6A==
X-Gm-Message-State: AKaTC02XbjlgMoTtzzWbVVAZPRIo3E
WOYGZBAMrI6WV A4fpegva7GkfdKHt514NkeCgmSgGtAWAICmeOap+ItA==
X-Received: by 10.107.158.76 with SMTP id h73mr105837i0e.152.1479329294904;
Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:48:14 -0800 (PST)
MIME-Version: 1.0
Received: by 10.107.172.196 with HTTP; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:47:54 -0800 (PST)
From: Jackson Hole Stingrays <jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 16 Nov 2016 13:47:54 -0700

Message-1D: <CAKGQDntx+zzoPUf+jtmUSyjr-rxnzFuSMy6GVekAmjaP+vAGeQ@

mail.gmail.com>
Subject: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes

To: parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org, ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=001a1141c72a20f959054171315¢c

Please advise where we can find the Parks and Rec Advisory Board Meeting
Minutes.

We have searched the P&R site nothing there. The contact liste is no
longer working there.

Thank you
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From: Jackson Hole Stingrays

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Fwd: Undeliverable: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes
Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 1:57:51 PM

The address below does not work either.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: <postmaster@jackson.jtc>

Date: Wed, Nov 16, 2016 at 1:49 PM

Subject: Undeliverable: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes

To: jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com

Delivery has failed to these recipients or distribution lists:

ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc

Your message wasn't delivered because of security policies. Microsoft Exchange will not try to redeliver
this message for you. Please provide the following diagnostic text to your system administrator.

Sent by Microsoft Exchange Server 2007

Diagnostic information for administrators:
Generating server: tetoncounty.jtc

ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc
#550 5.7.1 RESOLVER.RST.AuthRequired; authentication required ##rfc822:parksandrecboard@

tetonwyo.org
Original message headers:

Received: Trom server75.appriver.com (207.97.224.142) by mail.tetonwyo.org
(172.16.180.10) with Microsoft SMTP Server id 8.3.485.1; Wed, 16 Nov 201

13:49:05 -0700 R R

Received: from_[10.238.8.33] (HELO |nbound.agEr|ver.com) by
server75.appriver.com (CommuniGate Pro SMTP 5.4.4) with ESMTP id 248420411
for garksandrecboard@tetonv_vyo.or%; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 15:48:04 -0500
X-Note-AR-ScanTimeLocal: 11/16/2016 3:48:03 PM

X-Policy: parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org
X—Prlmar¥é_garksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org

i

X-Note: s Email was scanned by AppRiver SecureTide

X-Note: SecureTide Build: 9/27/2016 9:09:05 PM UTC

X-Virus-Scan: V- ; R R R
X-Note: SPF: IP: 209.85.214.53 DOM: gmail.com ADDR: jacksonholestingrays@amail.com
X-Note: SPF: Pass

X-Note-SnifferlID: 0O

X-Note: TCH-CT/SI1:0-305/SG:5 11/16/2016 3:47:07 PM

X-GBUdb-Analysis: Unknown

X-Signature-Violations: 0-0-0-3629-c

X-Note-419: 0 ms. Fail:0 Chk:1320 of 1320 total

X-Note: VSCH-CT/SI: 0-1320/SG:1 11/16/2016 3:47:07 PM

X-Note: Spam Tests Failed:

X-Country-Path: ->->United States->United States

X-Note-Sending-1P: 209.85.214_53

X-Note-Reverse-DNS: mail-it0-f53_google.com

X-Note-Return-Path: jacksonholestingrays@amail.com

X-Note: User Rule Hits:

X-Note: Global Rule Hits: G275 G276 G277 G278 G282 G283 G409 G737
X-Note: Encrypt Rule Hits:

X-Note: Mail Class: VALID

X-Note: Headers Injected

Received: from mail-itO-f53.google.com ([209.85.214.53] verified) by
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inbound.appriver.com (CommuniGate Pro SMTP 6.1.7) with ESMTPS |d 109612782
Tor parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 15:48:03 -050
Received: by mail-i1t0-f53.google.com with SMTP id 01s073647641ito. for
<parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org>; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:49:04 -0800 (PST)
DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha 56; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d—gmgll_ggm s$=20120113;
h=mime-version:from:date: message-id:subject:to;
bh OX9UﬁdFZhlLPGrC6|SPXLSN danEzvxzthmthlrcf
b=C/dGkHoNEMy3WvhH+pu/kIgW 7r0AKbrzRJJ/3CDSSGnhnKzRAQVEXxYNtYSIBAbUS
juZOhcoj BXmLZqSUAl 4IMdJ r 1QpFg3wtquzZkINABKO3jcFTGAR7NsSzONZzusajOnx6Q
68CrcRW36ek1vrCrST/pWpoV+1p3AMIFpG6BDesMzhE2qG07BnN8X0oGsPASe179512De
XGFyKUr808xz04bGAi/1U/90Ndv3WUOQo 1 JHj I /+FhOUbgp74QroPBa3uVzIPegDMAQ
bd3FijGl|QjDngVWIkWnWFDFENwmdgB/tNk+KvEn25KtAAIDNthEy+|zUV|LucDZl
W::
X-Google- DKIM Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d=1el00.net; s=20130820;
:x—gm—message—state:mime—version:from:date:message—id:subject:to;
bh=0x9uydFzhI1LPGrC61sPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
b=c8YM cGIkh4CUI89M/FWKan 85D7521xUOUXovquD4hchcyUXeCnc|paTE090v9
Y/b52 OmHJCJQ4b PeTYaaSQIEm4URHcDONgGCQquMtC/SXdGaOIEThLWKnQanG/t
OPDQGOOhfakylLeHeUGEat JQMqRGIemeECQmsO+Q064r7cprDG¥x|Xc%tSNPCXWm3AQ
W6GY9wc 1904y 1/z7qE71x1 IRzZKb27LalH7RmbXHbQB30S04aA10p6uTGjxjt4t7EC3
fqbltZFMEMkY ZWJjgoenCZ0z+bzx16tySyfIX9zjU4Krl1l1VpC5VvcIVBpdapFSAHUp
J p——
X-Gm-Message-State: AKaTCO1TzzZwabeszytx4hpYYzOHTcIQvVPf3II4x7achtww2Tqbtlbn
NVHIw9PvdYHdzuwddKQfwaRB
X-Received: by 10.107. 158 76 with SMTP id h73mrl105837io0e.152.1479329294904;
Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:48:14 -0800 (PST)
MIME-Version: 1.0
Received: by 10.107.172.196 with HTTP; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:47:54 -0800 (PST)
From: Jackson Hole Stln%rays <jacksonholestingrays@gmail . com>
Date: Wed, 16 Nov 2016 13:47:54 -0700 B
Message—lD <CAKGQODNntx+zzoPUf+jtmUSyjr-rxnzFuSMy6GVekAmjaP+vAGeQ@mail .gmail . com>
Subject: AdV|sorg Board Meeting Minutes
To: <parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org>, <ParksandRecBoard@jackson.j
Content-Ty multlpart/alternatlve boundary="001a1141c72a20f9 90541713150

e:
Return—Patﬁ: |acksonhoIestlngrays@gmalI com

Original-Recipient: rfc822;parksandrechoard@tetonwyo.org
Final-Recipient: rfc822;ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc

Action: failed
Status: 5.7.1
Diagnostic-Code: smtp;550 5.7.1 RESOLVER.RST.AuthRequired; authentication required

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Jackson Hole Stingrays <jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com>

To: <parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org>, <ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc>

Cc:

Date: Wed, 16 Nov 2016 13:47:54 -0700

Subject: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes

Please advise where we can find the Parks and Rec Advisory Board Meeting Minutes.

We have searched the P&R site nothing there. The contact liste is no longer working there.

Thank you
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From: Martha Bancroft

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Homesteads in TV Lot 15 hearing
Date: Tuesday, November 15, 2016 7:35:51 AM

Good morning Commissioners,

I have work issues that have come up so | may not be able to attend the BCC meeting this
morning so | wanted to forward my comments along to you.

The developer has stated numerous times that they do not have any immediate plans for the
development of Lot 15. So what is the hurry to change the designation? It seems it would be
fair and prudent to hold an informative workshop about master plans in TV. When the
developer does come to BCC and the community with development plans, the desigantion
along with other plans can be reviewed, open for public comment, etc.

We know there are currently parking and trafic flow issues in the Homesteads. It seems like it
would be better to study and plan to find solutions rather than make this change that may just
compound the current issues and adversely affect the livability of our awesome community.

Thanks for your time.

Best~ Martha Bancroft
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From: Mary Gibson

To: County Commissioners; Roby Hurley; Tyler Sinclair

Cc: Doug.Brimeyer@wyo.gov; Alyson Courtemanch; Melissa Cassutt; Craig M. Benjamin; Siva Sundaresan
Subject: Lot 5 Vanderwater hearing; 11/15/16 BCC agenda

Date: Friday, November 11, 2016 11:16:24 AM

Attachments: Alliance Comments on Vandewater Lot 5 Proposal 111116.pdf

November 11, 2016

RE: Alliance comment on DEV2016-0004, an application for Development Plan approval for Lot 5 VVanderwater Estates
Subdivision

Dear Board of County Commissioners,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application for a subdivision on property both within and outside of the
Natural Resources Overlay.

We believe this application for Development Plan approval, involving an Environmental Assessment, misapplies the natural
resources regulations.

Habitat connectivity is a very large and important factor for natural resource protection, as afforded by the Natural Resources
Overlay (NRO). Any layout other than the 6/0 layout, 6 lots outside the NRO, and 0 lots inside the NRO, does not meet the
standards of the NRO nor achieve the purpose of the NRO.

In this case, the most important resource value is protection of habitat connectivity of crucial moose winter habitat. Allowing
any development within the NRO breaks up 30 acres of undeveloped and connected habitat. There are 8 acres outside the
NRO, where the 6 home building lots can be situated, per any number of configurations presented in the Environmental
Assessment (EA) prepared by Biota.

The Environmental Assessment process has demonstrated all 6 lots can be accommodated outside the NRO, and thus, only the
6/0 option meets the code criteria for approval, per the code language below:

5.2.1. Natural Resources Overlay (NRO) Standards (4/1/16)

Article 5. Physical Development Standards Applicable in All Zones Div. 5.2. Environmental Standards Applicable in
Specific Areas

E. Impacting the NRO

1. Minimizes Wildlife Impact. The location of the proposed development shall minimize impacts on the areas
protected (e.g., crucial migration routes, crucial winter range, nesting areas). For the purposes of this standard,
“minimize” is defined as locating development to avoid higher quality habitats or vegetative cover types for lesser
quality habitats or vegetative cover types. Only when avoidance is not practicable due to significant topographical
constraints related to the property, may higher quality habitats or vegetative cover types be impacted. (Emphasis

added)

As the Wyoming Game and Fish Department points out in their Plan Review Committee Comments transmitted to planning
staff on August 24, 2016, wherein they are serving as your own technical plan review committee:

“This open space provides an important wildlife movement corridor from upland habitats on the Bridger-Teton National
Forest to riparian habitats along the Snake River. Many habitats used by moose, elk and mule deer as foraging, thermal
and escape cover have already been converted to residential landscaping, buildings and roads by existing development
along Highway 390. Much of the habitat on this and adjacent undeveloped properties serve as important security cover
for ungulates.”

“The EA points out that there are only small differences in absolute number of acres affected between the three
alternatives. However, the configuration of the development is very different between the alternatives. The main
difference is the dispersed nature of the development in the proposed (4/2) and 3/3 plans versus the clustered nature of
the development in the alternative plan (6/0). The EA states that there is little empirical data to predict if the clustered
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JACKSON HOLE CONSERVATION ALLIANCE

November 11, 2016

RE: Alliance comment on DEV2016-0004, an application for Development Plan approval
for Lot 5 Vanderwater Estates Subdivision

Dear Board of County Commissioners,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application for a subdivision on
property both within and outside of the Natural Resources Overlay.

We believe this application for Development Plan approval, involving an Environmental
Assessment, misapplies the natural resources regulations.

Habitat connectivity is a very large and important factor for natural resource protection, as
afforded by the Natural Resources Overlay (NRO). Any layout other than the 6/0 layout, 6
lots outside the NRO, and 0 lots inside the NRO, does not meet the standards of the NRO nor
achieve the purpose of the NRO.

In this case, the most important resource value is protection of habitat connectivity of
crucial moose winter habitat. Allowing any development within the NRO breaks up 30
acres of undeveloped and connected habitat. There are 8 acres outside the NRO, where the
6 home building lots can be situated, per any number of configurations presented in the
Environmental Assessment (EA) prepared by Biota.

The Environmental Assessment process has demonstrated all 6 lots can be accommodated
outside the NRO, and thus, only the 6/0 option meets the code criteria for approval, per the
code language below:

5.2.1. Natural Resources Overlay (NRO) Standards (4/1/16)

Article 5. Physical Development Standards Applicable in All Zones Div. 5.2.
Environmental Standards Applicable in Specific Areas

E. Impacting the NRO

1. Minimizes Wildlife Impact. The location of the proposed development shall
minimize impacts on the areas protected (e.g., crucial migration routes, crucial
winter range, nesting areas). For the purposes of this standard, “minimize” is
defined as locating development to avoid higher quality habitats or vegetative cover
types for lesser quality habitats or vegetative cover types. Only when avoidance is

not practicable due to significant topographical constraints related to the property,
may higher quality habitats or vegetative cover types be impacted. (Emphasis
added)

Protecting the wildlife, wild places, and community character of Jackson Hole.
685 S. Cache St. » P.0. Box 2728 « Jackson, WY 83001 ¢ (307) 733-9417 « info@jhalliance.org « JHAlliance.org
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JACKSON HOLE CONSERVATION ALLIANCE

As the Wyoming Game and Fish Department points out in their Plan Review Committee
Comments transmitted to planning staff on August 24, 2016, wherein they are serving as
your own technical plan review committee:

“This open space provides an important wildlife movement corridor from upland
habitats on the Bridger-Teton National Forest to riparian habitats along the Snake
River. Many habitats used by moose, elk and mule deer as foraging, thermal and
escape cover have already been converted to residential landscaping, buildings and
roads by existing development along Highway 390. Much of the habitat on this and
adjacent undeveloped properties serve as important security cover for ungulates.”

“The EA points out that there are only small differences in absolute number of acres
affected between the three alternatives. However, the configuration of the
development is very different between the alternatives. The main difference is the
dispersed nature of the development in the proposed (4/2) and 3/3 plans versus the
clustered nature of the development in the alternative plan (6/0). The EA states that
there is little empirical data to predict if the clustered alternative plan would have
fewer impacts on moose than the dispersed proposal. On the contrary, there is ample
evidence in the ecological scientific literature that points to the negative effects of
habitat fragmentation on wildlife. It is well supported that wildlife like moose, elk and

mule deer rely on contiguous large patches of undisturbed habitat.”
() added for clarification

Avoidance of impacts to the NRO is possible and feasible as there are no topographical
constraints, much less significant topographical constraints, related to the property that
inhibit subdivision of 6 lots and their development outside of the NRO. Rather than
dismissing with the NRO boundary and cherry picking ordinal rankings of vegetation types
with which to allow impacts to contiguous large patches of undisturbed habitat inside the
NRO, the code requires that first you avoid impacts, which is wholly achievable in this case.

If the applicant insists on developing land that lies within the NRO, a more appropriate
approach would be to reconsider the location of the NRO though a zone change application.
Through the process at hand, the applicant has not demonstrated the overlay is located in
the wrong place.

Thank you for your consideration of our input.

Sincerely,

‘:,:'.'ii;’/.':-\ 1) ¢ £ . ’S_}M/
Mary W. Gibson Siva Sundaresan
Community Planning Director Conservation Director

cc: Doug Brimeyer, Regional Wildlife Coordinator, WGFD

Protecting the wildlife, wild places, and community character of Jackson Hole.
685 S. Cache St. » P.0. Box 2728 « Jackson, WY 83001 ¢ (307) 733-9417 « info@jhalliance.org « JHAlliance.org









alternative plan would have fewer impacts on moose than the dispersed proposal. On the contrary, there is ample
evidence in the ecological scientific literature that points to the negative effects of habitat fragmentation on wildlife. It is

well supported that wildlife like moose, elk and mule deer rely on contiguous large patches of undisturbed habitat.”
() added for clarification

Avoidance of impacts to the NRO is possible and feasible as there are no topographical constraints, much less significant
topographical constraints, related to the property that inhibit subdivision of 6 lots and their development outside of the NRO.
Rather than dismissing with the NRO boundary and cherry picking ordinal rankings of vegetation types with which to allow
impacts to contiguous large patches of undisturbed habitat inside the NRO, the code requires that first you avoid impacts,
which is wholly achievable in this case.

If the applicant insists on developing land that lies within the NRO, a more appropriate approach would be to reconsider the
location of the NRO though a zone change application. Through the process at hand, the applicant has not demonstrated the
overlay is located in the wrong place.

Thank you for your consideration of our input.

Sincerely,

Mary W. Gibson Siva Sundaresan
Community Planning Director Conservation Director

cc: Doug Brimeyer, Regional Wildlife Coordinator, WGFD

Mary W. Gibson

Community Planning Director
Jackson Hole Conservation Alliance
307-733-9417






From: dandjhhhi@aol.com

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Lot 5
Date: Sunday, November 13, 2016 2:12:41 PM

Board of County Commissioners
Roby Hurley

We have owned lot 34 in the Estates in Teton Pines since 1985. There is a constant parade of wild life in
the lot, most coming from lot 5.

Development of lot 5 would surely disturb the wild life. We have left 1 acre of our lot wild for habitat.

I will be unable to attend the Teton County Commissioners meeting due to ongoing cancer treatment.
We agree, with others, that the 6/0 development, if it has to be and it would border us on the South and
West, would be the best solution.

| am enclosing quotes from other letters:

Lot 5 is located in the central open meadow area, so it will be prominently visible to residents of the
Pines, Meadows, and Timber areas, and to all who travel Teton Pines Drive.

If the 6/0 version is used it would avoid the ‘ranchettes’ and all the issues that you have brought up. This would also
avoid opening up the northern boundary to his ranch. If he develops the northern end of the NRO how would we
ever know and monitor who it is that is using those roads.

The 3/3 version has the HIGHEST IMPACT on the wildlife habitat, including being the plan that most
FRAGMENTS this wildlife area. Also this plan, with a home site in the most northern region of Lot 5, opens up the
door for the developer’s lawyers to make a case for penetration of the northern boundary into Teton Pines.

The proposed entitled lots will be large (13 acres in one case) and as a result, they will effectively
constitute ranchettes rather than residential sites like those established at Teton Pines. If not regulated
effectively, these large lots could take on a sprawling "barnyard" character with fences, sheds, signs,
motorhomes, horses and animals, outside storage, playground equipment and other unattractive features.

Hence, it is particularly important that the developed Lots be subject to the CC&Rs and Community Rules
that specifically control the following:

» Access

* Buildings limited to one per Lot
» Construction site maintenance

» Landscaping and maintenance

» Residence use

» Residence maintenance

» Long-term only residence rental
» Parking

* No fences

» Trash containers and control of trash
* Signs and lights

* Noise and odors

» Playground equipment

» Motorhomes

» Motorcycles and off-road vehicles
» Dogs, cats and household pets
» Horses, animals and wildlife

» Children's activities and safety
» Guns and fireworks

* Hunting and fishing in ponds

» Swimming and boating in ponds
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» Skating and sledding on roads
Thank You

Deane & Richard Henderson






From: Scott Eskelson

To: County Commissioners; Roby Hurley; Erin Weisman

Subject: Lot Jackson Hole Racquet Club - Development Plan Application 2016-0004
Date: Monday, November 14, 2016 8:13:26 AM

Attachments: 16nov14-Teton Commissioners.pdf

On behalf of the VandeWater family, please see attached letter.
Thank you.

Scott P. Eskelson
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Law Offices of

MARTIN & ESKELSON, PLLC

Stephen E. Martin, E-mail: stephen@martineskelson.com
Scott P, Eskelson, E-mail: scott@martineskelson.com

P.0. BOX 3189
OFFICES:
IDAHO FALLS, iD 83403-318¢ 4255, HOLMES

PHONE: (208) 523-6644 IDAHO FALLS, ID 83401

FAX: (208) 5220791
November 14, 2016

Teton County Board of Commissioners
commissioners@tetonwyo.org

Roby Hurley
Teton County Planning & Development
rhurley@tetonwyo.org

Erin Weisman
Teton County Attorney

eweisman@wyoming.com

Re: Lot 5 Jackson Hole Racquet Club Resort; Development Plan Application
2016-0004

Dear Commissioners, Mr. Hurley and Ms. Weisman:

Our firm represents the descendants of Blake VandeWater, and specifically, the
entity they own, namely VW Properties #2 LLC (“VW Properties”). We are writing in
support of matters set forth in a letter addressed to you by local counsel, Robbin Levy, on
behalf of Jake Jackson Holdings, L.I.C. Specifically, we wish to confirm that the factual
statements of the history pertaining to the lack of inclusion of the VandeWater property
as subject to the CC&Rs for Teton Pines are correct. VW Properties opposes an
expansion of the CC&Rs to now include Lot 5. In addition, we also specifically want to
affirm and draw your attention to the discussion pertaining to the 10' wide no vehicular
access easement. Again, VW Properties opposes expansion of this easement created by
the original plat. In addition, it has long been the understanding of Bob VandeWater, who
was involved when his parents sold the land now included within Teton Pines, that the
easement was intended to: (i) continue to allow the VandeWaters to drive across their







Teton County
November 14, 2016
Page 2

property, including across that strip; and (ii) to prohibit, however, a through road in that
area which would connect Moose Wilson Road and Fish Creek Road.

Again, in summary, we would request your approval of the plan as submitted by
Jake Jackson Holdings as consistent with the prior documents and agreements pertaining
to this property and a reasonable plan to allow development of this property while
respecting the beauty of the surrounding area.

Very truly yours,

Scott P. Eskelson
cc:  Bob VandeWater
Dallas Addison

M:AM&E MFilesUD2\E38B6975-6C0C-4158-B207-62DF8B23 AD 12V0\88000-88999\88563\LALA 16nov 1 1-TetonCommissioners {ID 88563), wpd











From: b745@aol.com

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Proposed Development of Teton Pines Lot 5

Date: Monday, November 14, 2016 6:43:12 PM

We are homeowners in Teton Pines. We concur with the points made in our
Chairman's (Frank Christensen) letter of November 4, 2016 to the Board of
County Commissioners. If access from the Vanderwater thru lot 5 to Teton
Pines is allowed the increase in traffic from the owners and
service/construction vehicles would create a hazardous conditions for the
Teton Pines homeowners who like to walk on the road. Teton Pines Drive is
a circular road, you cannot see oncoming vehicles from a quarter mile away,
in many areas the view is blocked by trees.

Mel and Bonnie Shapanka
3055 White Pine Lane
Wilson, Wy., 83014
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From: Mary Smith

To: County Commissioners

Subject: Public Notice from Department of Environmental Quality
Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 8:52:37 AM
Attachments: DOC.pdf

Good Morning,
Please see attached Public Notice from Department of Environmental Quality we received in our morning mail.

Thank You

Mary Smith

Teton County

PO Box 1727

200 S Willow St Ste 9
Jackson, WY 83001
307.732.8422



mailto:msmith@tetonwyo.org

mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org



Department of Environmental Quality

To protect, conserve and enhance the quality of Wyoming's
environment for the benefit of current and future generations.

Matthew H. Mead, Governor

Todd Parfitt, Director

November 7, 2016

CERTIFIED - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Teton County Clerk
P.O. Box 1727
Jackson, WY 83001

Enclosed is a copy of one (1) Public Notice that we wish to have posted on your bulletin board for a
period of thirty (30) days, running from November 15,2016 through December 19, 2016. Please
notify, as appropriate, any affected comprehensive land use planning agency and county
commissioners.

Also enclosed are related materials to be made available for public inspection upon request. At the
end of thirty days, please dispose of these materials.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

s ittt

James (Josh) Nall
NSR Group Supervisor
Air Quality Division

Enclosures

200 West 17th Street - Cheyenne, WY 82002 - http://deq.wyoming.gov - Fax (307)635-1784

ADMIN/OUTREACH ABANDONED MINES  AIR QUALITY  INDUSTRIAL SITING  LAND QUALITY  SOLID & HAZ. WASTE  WATER QUALITY
(307) 777-7937 (307) 777-6145 (307) 777-7391 (307) 777-7369 (307) 777-7756 (307) 777-7752 (307) 777-7781







Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality PUBLIC NOTICE: In accordance with Chapter
6, Section 2(m) of the Wyoming Air Quality Standards and Regulations, notice is hereby given that the State of Wyoming,
Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality, proposes to approve a request by Aggreko, LLC to operate
626 temporary portable rich burn natural gas fired generator engines consisting of two hundred forty-four (244) 362 hp
Doosan 14.6L Turbo Charged engines, ninety-five (95) 272 hp Doosan 11.1L Turbo Charged engines, one hundred thirty-
two (132) 106 hp Doosan 8.1L Naturally Aspirated engines and one hundred fifty-five (155) 256 hp Cummins GTA855E
engines to be operated at oil and gas well sites at various locations in Albany, Big Horn, Campbell, Carbon, Converse,
Crook, Fremont, Goshen, Hot Springs, Johnson, Laramie, Lincoln, Natrona, Niobrara, Park, Platte, Sheridan, Sweetwater,
Teton, Uinta, Washakie and Weston Counties, Wyoming. The natural gas fired engines will be equipped with non-selective
catalytic reduction (NSCR) catalysts and air/fuel-ratio controllers (AFRC) to control NOx emissions to 0.7 g/hp-hr, CO
emissions to 2.0 g/hp-hr, VOC emissions to 0.7 g/hp-hr, and formaldehyde emissions to 0.05 g/hp-hr.

For the duration of the public comment period, copies of the permit application, the agency’s analysis, and the

public notice are available for public inspection online at http:/deq.wyvoming.gov/agd/new-source-

review/resources/applications-on-notice/ and at the Albany County Clerk’s Office, Laramie, Wyoming; Big Horn County

Clerk’s Office, Basin, Wyoming; Campbell County Clerk’s Office, Gillette, Wyoming; Carbon County Clerk's Office,
Rawlins, Wyoming; Converse County Clerk’s Office, Douglas, Wyoming; Crook County Clerk’s Office, Sundance,
Wyoming; Fremont County Clerk’s Office, Lander, Wyoming; Goshen County Clerk’s Office, Torrington, Wyoming; Hot
Springs County Clerk’s Office, Thermopolis, Wyoming; Johnson County Clerk’s Office, Buffalo, Wyoming; Laramie
County Clerk’s Office, Cheyenne, Wyoming; Lincoln County Clerk’s Office, Kemmerer, Wyoming; Natrona County
Clerk’s Office, Casper, Wyoming; Niobrara County Clerk’s Office, Lusk, Wyoming; Park County Clerk’s Office, Cody,
Wyoming; Platte County Clerk’s Office, Wheatland, Wyoming; Sheridan County Clerk’s Office, Sheridan Wyoming;
Sweetwater County Clerk’s Office, Green River, Wyoming; Teton County Clerk’s Office, Jackson, Wyoming; Uinta
County Clerk’s Office, Evanston, Wyoming; Washakie County Clerk’s Office, Worland, Wyoming; Weston County Clerk’s
Office, Newcastle, Wyoming. In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, special assistance or alternate formats
will be made available upon request for individuals with disabilities.

Written comments may be directed to Nancy Vehr, Administrator, Division of Air Quality, Department of
Environmental Quality, 200 West 17 St., Cheyenne, Wyoming 82002 or by fax (307) 635-1784. Please reference A0002488
in your comment. Comments submitted by email will not be included in the administrative record. All comments received
by 5:00 p.m., Monday, December 19,2016 will be considered in the final determination on this application. A public hearing
will be conducted only if in the opinion of the administrator sufficient interest is generated or if an aggrieved party so

requests.










From:

To: Jackson Hole Stingrays; County Commissioners
Cc: Sherry Daigle

Subject: RE: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

Date: Thursday, November 17, 2016 8:30:01 AM

I have forwarded your public records request for further review and response to the County Clerk.

Thank* ")
(- (- you!

Shelley Fairbanks

Deputy County Administrative Clerk,
Teton County

®.0. Box 1727

Jackson, WY 83001

Phone: 307-732-8488

Fax; 307-739-8681

From: Jackson Hole Stingrays [mailto:jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 1:57 PM

To: County Commissioners <commissioners@tetonwyo.org>

Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

How do we contact people if the email addresses on the P&R site is not correct. We are trying to no avail to find Advisory
Board minutes which are a matter of public record.

Thank you.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
Date: Wed, Nov 16, 2016 at 1:48 PM

Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

To: jacksonholestingr mail.

Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:

ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc

Technical details of permanent failure:
DNS Error: 75262347 DNS type 'mx' lookup of jackson.jtc responded with code NXDOMAIN
Domain name not found: jackson.jtc

DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d=gmail.com; s=20120113;
h=mime-version:from:date:message-id:subject:to;
bh=0x9uydFzh1LPGrC6IsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
b=C/dGkHoNEMy3WvhH+pu/klgWN7roAKbrzRjJ/3CDSsGnhnKzRAIVEXXYNtY5IBAbUS
JUZOhcojBdXiLZqSUA1Q4IMdjr1Qpfg3wtquzkIJNABKO3jcf TGAR7nszONzusajOnx6Q
U68CrcRW36ek1vrCrSf/pWpoV+1p3AMIFpG6BDesMzhE2qG07Bn8X0oGsPASe129512De
XGgFyKUr808xz0O4bGAi/iU/90Ndv3WUOQolJHjl/+FhOUbgp74QroPBa3uVzIPegDMA(
bd3FxKj61iQjDRmgVWIkWnwFDFENwmdgB/tNk+KVENn2sKtAAIDNvtYEy+izUviLucDZ1
nPRw==

X-Google-DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d=1e100.net; s=20130820;
h=x-gm-message-state:mime-version:from:date:message-id:subject:to;
bh=0x9uydFzh1LPGrC6IsPXLSNjdngHEzvxzbtY mQhflrc=;
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b=nLgNXGwr7PeHqOnIUG+SE4qYHIXDTWA75wnXRMCBz8l006 TgxHFgvmyS+D8qgftgFyh
48tD1Dxd6z8p00Zaax82jR6nPf1FbYOEqQYPObuVHT2XLobg+fQbeVrBoaK13NYQSjLd
X3mUfQIIKIIWUrhMzdyE1n1T8UE057Z/+QJ61V035iaYXFEK4U7cG2cYdifDBmS8jV3JC
132g9rOgx5PK7P2H35D0TrkzVIzin9rBdtNOT4091IrNANMSp8OEUZ2Qplu+SHo3HVHpr
P44i+GXfHt6NTpbOnp3xIWdx0gPHfO76 Td71P3di5/p+47S00FXvddmPLmM996iGO0G1BD
VXB6A==
X-Gm-Message-State:
AKaTC02XbjJgMoTtzzWbVVAZPRIO3BEWOY GZBAMrI6WV Adfpegv47GkfdKHt514NkeCgmSgGtAWAICmeOap+ItA==

X-Received: by 10.107.158.76 with SMTP id h73mr105837i0e.152.1479329294904;

Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:48:14 -0800 (PST)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Received: by 10.107.172.196 with HTTP; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:47:54 -0800 (PST)

From: Jackson Hole Stingrays <jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com>

Date: Wed, 16 Nov 2016 13:47:54 -0700

Message-1D: <CAKGQDntx+zzoPUf+jtm jr-rxnzFuS5My6GVekAmjaP+vA mail.gmail.com>
Subject: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes

To: parksandrechoard@tetonwyo.org, ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=001a1141c72a20f959054171315¢c

Please advise where we can find the Parks and Rec Advisory Board Meeting
Minutes.

We have searched the P&R site nothing there. The contact liste is no
longer working there.

Thank you
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From: Chris Dickey | Purple Orange

To: County Commissioners

Cc: GREG EPSTEIN

Subject: Say no to the zip-lines on Snow King
Date: Thursday, November 17, 2016 2:24:02 PM

Dear County Commission:
| writing to express both my support and concern for the new plans on Snow King Mountain.

| am a year-round resident neighbor of the hill and while | generally support the mountain’s gentrification
(new ticket center, ropes course, restaurants, etc.) and attempts to generate more revenue, | am very
concerned about losing what makes this mountain so special to our community: its allure for human
powered recreation. Jackson Hole is world renowned destination not because we offer thrill-seekers
amusement-park rides and opportunities to jump off cliffs, but because people can come here and quickly
escape into an amazing and accessible front country experience. This experience is important to multiple
user groups: cyclists, hikers, runners, and horseback riders. For all 50+ years of its existence, Snow King
has offered the best and most accessible front country access in downtown Jackson Hole.

With the introduction of the mountain coaster, we cemented a loud, unsightly and uncharacteristic
attraction to our town hill. From my home | can hear the coaster running all summer long, with shrieking
riders and whooshing coasters. The other nine months of the year the attraction remains unused and
unproductive. And in 30 years | suspect the next generation of JH leaders will have to expensively reclaim
that footprint (unless our town finds itself fully transitioned from offering authentic wildness experiences to
Gatlinburg-style amusement rides).

What | vigorously protest is the addition of top-to-bottom zip lines across the belly of Snow King. As a
daily user of those trail systems, | can’t extol how important these trails are to myself and the local
residents of downtown Jackson. An enormous part of that experience is the relative quiet and the reward
of scenery as you climb the mountain. Zip lines will not only provide visual distraction, but are very noisy
(human screaming aside). Zip lines themselves generate an incredible amount of noise; the longer the
line, the more vibration in the system.

These zip lines won't serve locals; they'll serve tourists looking to get a cheap thrill on their vacation. |
can’t imagine that Snow King’s revenue’s would be compromised without these lines in place.

| am okay the addition of a gondola and restaurant at the top of the mountain. Although | personally will
miss the relative quiet at the top of the mountain, | can compromise on these points.

But no zip lines, please.
Chris Dickey

290 E. Kelly | Jackson, WY | 83001
p. 307.413.8667 e. chrisjdickey@gmail.com
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From: Carlin Girard

To: County Commissioners; Shelley Fairbanks; Keith Gingery; Cindy Harger
Cc: Tom Segerstrom

Subject: TCD Letters from 11.28.16 Workshop

Date: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 5:08:39 PM

Attachments: TC TCD Wrkshp ACE Letterofintent 112816.docx

TC TCD Wrkshp ACE Letterofintent 112916 Sianed.pdf
TC TCD Wrkshp ACE RejectSite3and4desians 112816.docx
TC TCD Wrkshp ACE RejectSite3and4desians 112916 sianed.pdf

Teton County Commissioners and Staff,

Thank you for inviting us to yesterday’s workshop, and for entertaining future Snake River
Restoration Project endeavors.

At your request, attached are the two letters we have prepared and signed for the US Army
Corps of Engineers. The letter of intent states Teton County and Teton Conservation District’s
non-binding interest in further participation of this project, and sets up how we would like to
see this project procced. And the Site 3 + 4 rejection letter speaks to our lack of interest in
continuing with the current projects that have been presented to us.

Please contact us with any questions, and with the expected timeframe for your review and
decision to participate. Thank you very much,

Carlin Girard

Water Resource Specialist

Teton Conservation District

420 W. Pearl Ave., PO Box 1070, Jackson, WY, 83001

(Office) 307-733-2110; (Cell) 307-774-5264; (Fax) 307-733-8179

Please Note: Email to and from me, in connection with the transaction of public business, is
subject to the Wyoming Public Records act and may be disclosed to third parties.
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Lieutenant Colonel Damon A. Delarosa


Walla Walla District Commander


US Army Corps of Engineers


201 North 3rd Avenue, 


Walla Walla, WA, 99362


Re: Letter of Intent to Continue the Established Partnership between United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and Local Partners Teton County and Teton Conservation District on the Snake River Restoration Project (SRRP).


This Letter of Intent confirms the joint interest of Teton County and Teton Conservation District in continuing as local cost-share partners with the USACE on the SRRP. We wish to focus work on existing SRRP sites, such as Site 9 on the east levee, and Site 12 on the west levee, because we believe the opportunities with the greatest biological benefits are located within these sites. Further, we would like to work with the USCAE to develop a restoration proposal for these sites that uses the “adaptive management” provisions out-lined in the Upper Snake River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study (USACE Walla Walla, 2000) to address our concerns of lower than expected biological response, low sustainability, high maintenance and private land issues of the previously constructed and proposed sites.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Lessons learned from the previously constructed sites have highlighted the need to consider levee realignment as a restoration feature. As a result, we have developed a conceptual level plan for the areas at and between Sites 9 and Site 12 using this approach. We would like the opportunity to present this concept for your consideration as part of the SRRP. Our restoration concept provides the same level of flood protection, yet meets the original intention of “restoring diverse and sustainable aquatic, wetland, riverside, and terrestrial habitats within the study area” (USACE Walla Walla, 2000). 


This new approach is important to us because it will help eliminate our current problem of long-term liability for maintaining ecological and hydrological functions of restored sites on private lands subject to subdivision and land use changes. Our conceptual plan helps to reduce this issue by limiting future restoration actions to County, Federal, or private lands only in locations where future residential or commercial development is prohibited. To further support this concept, we are working with the Bureau of Land Management to facilitate the transfer of their parcels along the Snake River Bottom to Teton County. Local match for the continuation of the SRRP will be occur through direct funding from existing taxation, gravel extraction where beneficial, and through private and grant funding.


We appreciate the opportunity to partner with the USACE and look forward to developing a proposal that meets the fundamental basis for this restoration project, and the purpose of the levee system as a whole. The new approach will enable us to overcome challenges that have previously kept the SRRP from realizing its full potential and will create meaningful mitigation to reduce negative ecological impacts of our highly valued levee system.








Teton County Commissioners								Date








Teton Conservation District Board of Supervisors						Date























Conserving our natural resources – air, land, water, vegetation, and wildlife
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420 W. Pearl Ave.


P.O. Box 1070


Jackson, Wyoming 83001
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Lieutenant Colonel Damon A. Delarosa
Walla Walla District Commander

US Army Corps of Engineers

201 North 3 Avenue,

Walla Walla, WA, 99362

Re: Letter of Intent to Continue the Established Partnership between United States Army Corps
of Engineers (USACE) and Local Partners Teton County and Teton Conservation District on the
Snake River Restoration Project (SRRP).

This Letter of Intent confirms the joint interest of Teton County and Teton Conservation
District in continuing as local cost-share partners with the USACE on the SRRP. We wish to
focus work on existing SRRP sites, such as Site 9 on the east levee, and Site 12 on the west
levee, because we believe the opportunities with the greatest biological benefits are located
within these sites. Further, we would like to work with the USCAE to develop a restoration
proposal for these sites that uses the “adaptive management” provisions out-lined in the Upper
Snake River Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study (USACE Walla Walla, 2000) to address
our concerns of lower than expected biological response, low sustainability, high maintenance
and private land issues of the previously constructed and proposed sites.

Lessons learned from the previously constructed sites have highlighted the need to
consider levee realignment as a restoration feature. As a result, we have developed a conceptual
level plan for the areas at and between Sites 9 and Site 12 using this approach. We would like the
opportunity to present this concept for your consideration as part of the SRRP. Our restoration
concept provides the same level of flood protection, yet meets the original intention of “restoring
diverse and sustainable aquatic, wetland, riverside, and terrestrial habitats within the study area”
(USACE Walla Walla, 2000).

This new approach is important to us because it will help eliminate our current problem
of long-term liability for maintaining ecological and hydrological functions of restored sites on
private lands subject to subdivision and land use changes. Our conceptual plan helps to reduce
this issue by limiting future restoration actions to County, Federal, or private lands only in
locations where future residential or commercial development is prohibited. To further support
this concept, we are working with the Bureau of Land Management to facilitate the transfer of
their parcels along the Snake River Bottom to Teton County. Local match for the continuation of
the SRRP will be occur through direct funding from existing taxation, gravel extraction where
beneficial, and through private and grant funding.

Conserving our natural resources — air, land, water, vegetation, and wildlife
420 W. Pearl Ave. 307/733-2110 P
P.O. Box 1070 307/733-8179 F
Jackson, Wyoming 83001 tom(@tetonconservation.org







We appreciate the opportunity to partner with the USACE and look forward to
developing a proposal that meets the fundamental basis for this restoration project, and the
purpose of the levee system as a whole. The new approach will enable us to overcome challenges
that have previously kept the SRRP from realizing its full potential and will create meaningful
mitigation to reduce negative ecological impacts of our highly valued levee system.

Teton County Commissioners Date
-29-/¢
Teton Conservation District Board of Supervisors ' ' Date
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To: Rebecca Kalamasz


Planner/Project Manager


Walla Walla District, US Army Corps of Engineers


201 North 3rd Avenue, Walla Walla, WA, 99362


Re: Local Partners Teton County and Teton Conservation District Decision of “No Support” for the Proposed Restoration at Site 3 and 4 on the Snake River Restoration Project (SRRP). 


[bookmark: _GoBack]This letter is in response to your request for review and comment on the proposed restoration concepts at Sites 3, 4 north and 4 south. Thirty percent designs, cost estimates, and a summary of the strengths and weaknesses for each site were submitted in May 2016. Designs for Site 3 and 4 south were prepared by Biota, Inc., for the sponsors; and designs for Site 4 north were prepared by the NWW-USACE. Based on this material and our follow up discussion on July 27, 2016, related to water rights, operations, and other private land issues specific to these sites, we are no longer interested in supporting the proposed restoration designs for Sites 3 and 4 north and south. The designs proposed for these sites exacerbate the liability and management issues on private lands we have been dealing with under the SRRP, and continue to support the outdated theory that we can continue to add hardened structures to the river without creating additional ecological impact. 


Unlike many other rivers, the riverbed of the Upper Snake River project area is owned by adjacent land owners, much of which is in private ownership. The real-estate plan in the feasibility study intended for the existing flood control easements to be sufficient for restoration activities, but this has not proved to be the case. While this approach allowed construction for restoration projects, it did not provide easements or perpetual protection for habitat created on private lands. When private lands are sold, the new owners are under no obligation to support the restored area. As a result, Teton Conservation District and Teton County inherit the long-term liability for maintaining the ecological and hydrological function of a project for which we have no control because the projects are on private lands subject to subdivision and land use changes. 


Specifically, Site 3 and 4 require the use of a privately-owned irrigation head gates to provide flows into the restored area. Issues are related to who owns the water rights, who has responsibility for seasonal water operations to sustain the restored habitat, and which entities’ decisions take precedence on the management of the project.  


Finally, the sustainability of some of the restoration features and the resulting effect on the aquatic and riparian habitat make us question the viability of localized restoration improvements at the cost of system-wide ecologic and hydrologic function.  


Both Site 4 north and south introduce hardened structures at a constriction point in the river. This results in levee protection to small areas of riparian forest and creation of habitat for fish. However, these structures contribute to additional constraints on the river and increased negative impacts the SRRP was intent to mitigate. 


Although we do not support the specific designs proposed for Sites 3 and 4, we continue to support the overall SRRP.  To help redirect the restoration focus from site-specific to a system level approach, we are developing a restoration concept for areas at and between Site 9 and Site 12. We would like to present our initial concept to you and collaborate on integrating this approach into the SRRP. 


 





Teton County Commissioners								Date








Teton Conservation District Board of Supervisors						Date
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From: Michael & Janet

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Teton Pines Lot 5, Vanderwater property
Date: Wednesday, November 09, 2016 2:57:13 PM

Dear County commissioners,

It is unclear to us why you are diluting the comprehensive plan and the LDR’s. Why are the
detailed rules and comp plan policies not being fully enforced on the highest priority in the
development plan of Lot 5?

By endorsing the 3/3 development plan of the developer you are approving a plan that has the
HIGHEST IMPACT ON WILDLIFE, by allowing building to happen in the NRO, when it is
not necessary. Also this 3/3 plan has the HIGHEST FRAGMENTATION of development,
instead of clustering, and therefore once again has the HIGHEST IMPACT on the wildlife
habitat. That is why the 6/0 plan is recommended that has the least impact on the wildlife
habitat as well as being the plan most in conform with the current development in Teton Pines.
There are a number of “estate lots’ that are only 1/2, 3/4 of an acre. The idea of as one goes
west it is appropriate to have bigger lots is not necessarily the case and in fact is irrelevant.

Another consideration is the impact of this 3/3 plan on the Teton Pines community and
possible breaking through of Lot 5’s northern boundary as well as very negative
considerations if the Teton Pines CC&R’s are not applicable to any development plan. Please
read the following points:

The TPOA Directors are concerned that approval of the proposed development of the entitled
units on Teton Pines Lot 5 will result in degradation of the Teton Pines residential
environment and a reduction in property values if access from VVandeWater is not eliminated,
and if the CC&Rs and Community Rules are not made applicable to the Lots.

Lot 5 is located in the central open meadow area, so it will be prominently visible to residents
of the Pines, Meadows, and Timber areas, and to all who travel Teton Pines Drive.

The proposed entitled lots will be large (13 acres in one case) and as a result, they will
effectively constitute ranchettes rather than residential sites like those established at Teton
Pines. If not regulated effectively, these large lots could take on a sprawling "barnyard™
character with fences, sheds, signs, motorhomes, horses and animals, outside storage,
playground equipment and other unattractive features.

Hence, it is particularly important that the developed Lots be subject to the CC&Rs and
Community Rules that specifically control the following:

* Access

Buildings limited to one per Lot
 Construction site maintenance

* Landscaping and maintenance
Residence use

Residence maintenance

» Long-term only residence rental
Parking
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No fences

Trash containers and control of trash
Signs and lights

Noise and odors

Playground equipment
Motorhomes

Motorcycles and off-road vehicles
Dogs, cats and household pets
Horses, animals and wildlife
Children's activities and safety
Guns and fireworks

Hunting and fishing in ponds
Swimming and boating in ponds
Skating and sledding on roads

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO DELVE INTO THE ABOVE MENTIONED
MATTERS TO RETAIN THE CHARACTER AND VALUE OF TETON PINES

All the best
Michael & Janet Sluszka
3225 Teton Pines Drive






From: Bain Campbell

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Teton Village Homesteads: Removal of Lot 15 Non-Profit Plat Designation, Future Affordable Housing at Lot 16
Date: Monday, November 14, 2016 1:42:22 PM

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing to follow up on the removal of the non-profit designation for Lot 15. It is the
hope of myself and several members of the community that this remain designated for non-
profit. This is a thriving residential community made up of working class, blue color

families. Transient workforce housing and a sheriffs substation is not an appropriate use for
this lot. This type of high density development would make an compact sight, even tighter.
The tighter roads and increased traffic present a safety hazard to the many neighborhood kids
that play in area. It would negatively affect the traffic flow, and the values of the homes in the
development.

Many residents who purchased their Homestead unit in 2003, had the option to by free market
homes in others areas of Jackson. When presented with the site plan and future development,
CSR represented that Lot 15 would be a 9 to 5, 5 day a week, non-profit office with parking
available for the residents in the office lot available in the evenings and weekends. With
CSR's proposed development there would be no additional parking available and further stress
on the already taxed infrastructure. Unfortunately, the free market opportunities that were
available in 2003 are financially out of reach for most, so its the hope that long term solutions
can be found to the tight roads and the lack of handicap/guest parking.

In addition, we will be facing challenges with the development of Lot 16 and the additional
proposed housing. With the inadequate infrastructure currently maxed to capacity and no
parking, the additional 10 units, with the introduction of 20-25 cars, along with the existing 26
to 30 cars in the neighborhood will be problematic. Please note that | am all for affordable
housing and would like to afford others the same opportunity that | have been fortunate realize
myself, however, it needs to be done in a thoughtful way that will ensure the safety and
sustainability of the neighborhood for many years to come.

In the last County Commissioners meeting there was mention of a public workshop to look at
CSR's plans to develop Lots 15 and 16 and discuss its affect on the existing property owners,
and discuss what has worked and and what has not worked in the development. The
Homestead homeowners would welcome this workshop and would also like to host and open
house on site. An onsite visit would give you, the Commissioners, a chance to see the site first
hand and the neighbors a chance to meet you. CSR is moving fast to get as much of their
required development built and fulfilled to keep moving forward with the development at
Shooting Star, however, their required build out needs to be done in a responsible and
thoughtful way that provides a safe infrastructure for the existing/new children and families.
Thank you for your consideration.

-Bain Campbell
Homestead Property Owner
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From: Mark Breedlove

To: County Commissioners; Barbara Allen; Mark Newcomb; Natalia Macker; Paul Vogelheim; Smokey Rhea
Cc: Howell Breedlove

Subject: Tetons Pines Lot 5 Development Plan

Date: Thursday, November 10, 2016 8:36:05 AM

Reference: Teton Pines Owners Association letter dated November 4, 2016

My family is a current property owner in the Teton Pines community, and a long time property
owner in Teton County dating back 1993, with a resident registered Wyoming voter. |
previously wrote to the planning commission expressing similar views to those included

here. | am writing today to once again express my opinion in advance of your planed
November 15, 2016, discussion on this topic.

| agree with the conclusion expressed in the Teton Pines Owner's Association letter stating
that, "Access to Teton Pines through Lot 5 from the VandeWater properties would be
severely detrimental to the quality of life and property values of the Teton Pines
Community."

| reiterate my own proposed remedy here that mirrors that proposed by the TPOA: Extend
the No Vehicular Access Easement to and across the northern border of Lot 5 as part of the
approval of the proposed development plan. | also support the suggestion to, "reconsider
either the 6-0 or 4-2 plans that do not provide access from VandeWater via Lot 5."

| also fully support the TPOA request that, “"the Commissioners require that the Teton Pines
CC&Rs (and associated Community Rules) be made applicable to Lot 5 and its entitled lots

as a part of any approval of the proposed development plan."

Please consider my views when making your decisions and enter my concerns and comments
into the record as appropriate.

Thanks for all your good work on behalf of the residents of Teton County,

Mark H. Breedlove
Breedlove-WY, LLC
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From: Cindy Harger

To: County Commissioners
Subject: Top 5"s Reminder
Date: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 10:28:04 AM

Hi, Commissioners & Sherrie.

Just a friendly reminder that if you want to participate in our social media marketing campaign “Top
5 Tuesdays,” year-end accomplishments are a great way to remind the community all that we’ve
done over the year.

Natalia has submitted her Top 5, which will run a week from today. Her draft is below, if you would
like an example. It would be nice to schedule something from each of you between now and the
year-end, if you are willing and able.

These can vary as you would like. For instance, Barbara might want to do a Top 5 over her full term
as commissioner; they could be Top 5 ways the county saved money this year; Top 5 ways the
county met one of your personal strategic goals (conservation or housing, perhaps), or they could be
a sampling of various things across the spectrum of what you and the county do on behalf of the
community.

Thanks!

#Top5Tuesday

As the calendar year winds down, we are asking officials to reflect on their TOP 5
TETON COUNTY ACCOMPLISHMENTS for 2016. Natalia Duncan Macker kicks
things off:

There are so many things to be proud of in Teton County this year. A few of my
favorites from across the spectrum...

1. 24 families became homeowners and moved into Phase 2 of The Grove (which was
also finished early & under budget);

2. Wildlife Crossings master planning is underway;

3. Energy Conservations Works is launching a commercial loan program with a grant
from the USDA so that businesses can take advantage of energy efficiency upgrades;

4. Through START, we added commuter bus routes to/from Idaho; and...

5. The first annual chili cook-off for county departments!

Cindy Harger
Public Information Specialist
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From: Tim Young

To: Town of Jackson; County Commissioners
Subject: West Broadway-Buffalo Way-WY22 Intersection Comment
Date: Saturday, November 12, 2016 5:31:53 PM

Dear Jackson Town Council and Teton County Commissioners,

I’m writing to comment on the proposed changes WYDOT has recently proposed for to the 4-
Way intersection of West Broadway, WY-22, and Buffalo Way. Thank you for your
engagement in this at the JIM meeting, and for representing our community’s needs in this
important project.

As proposed, the project raises deep concerns in four critical areas: 1. Access to and from the
Town street system to the State Highway system; 2. Adherence to the goals of the Comp Plan
and Integrated Transportation Plan; 3. The need to follow NEPA with a meaningful public
involvement process; 4. Providing essential accommodation of transit, bicycle, and pedestrian
modes in all transportation projects.

1. Access to and from the Town street system to the State Highway system. The WYDOT
proposal severely impacts the legitimate access needs of Town of Jackson residents and
everyone traveling from from the busy West Jackson commercial areas along Buffalo Way
that desire west bound access to WY-22, and for right turn access for US-89 south bound
movements.

While there are currently congestion problems with north bound motor vehicle traffic on US-
89 making the left turn onto WY-22, forcing a second left turn lane at the expense of severely
restricting Town access to use Buffalo Way for west and south turning movements simply
shifts the current problem from the 4-way intersection to Scott Lane and Maple Way lights,
both of which are also highly congested, and to the unsignalized intersections at Meadowlark,
Powderhorn, and Virginian Lane. Forcing west bound traffic from Buffalo Way to make right
turns only onto Broadway will also create dangerous U turns from frustrated people trying to
get to 22, like Town residents going to work or ski in Teton Village, or the START Bus routes
which use that critical access.

2. Adherence to the goals of the Comp Plan and Integrated Transportation Plan. This is a
tipping point for our community Comprehensive Plan transportation goals, and we need your
leadership. WYDOT’s proposed redesign of the 4-way intersection fails to meet the Comp
Plan or ITP goals that mandate all projects must safely accommodate all users of the public
right-of-way.

Alternatives must be developed to make a better functioning intersection for all modes of
travel. Please be firm in demanding that WYDOT go back to the drawing board and develop
real solutions that meet community planning goals.

3. The proposed project is clearly a failure to comply with NEPA, with a total lack of a
meaningful public process and dictatorial approach to transportation planning being fast-
tracked by the Wyoming Department of Transportation. The WYDOT Local Engineer stated:

“WYDOT will hold a meeting with the Town to let them know what we are doing and
hold a public meeting to let them know what we are doing. This work is being done
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under a Cat Ex. No formal public process. With this being a technical improvement to
an intersection, we will rely on our experts to determine the proper intersection design
for this short term solution.”

That is frightening, and even worse, WYDOT's lack of NEPA compliance is becoming a
pattern, as seen in the Truck Ramp CE recently used on Teton Pass, and the WY-390/22
Intersection just this summer. There is no question - this proposed project fails to comply with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Its a multi-million project that far exceeds the
level of impacts that can be moved forward under a Categorical Exclusion, which basically
does not require any public comment or review. WYDOT’s project creates significant impacts
to bike/pedestrian/transit access, and has harsh impacts to Town of Jackson travel patterns and
planned land use for the area. Such severe impacts do not qualify as a "technical
improvement.”

For the record, The FHWA defines Categorical Exclusions as (23 CFR 8771.117 (a)):

“Actions which meet the definition contained in 40 CFR 1508.4, and, based on past
experience with similar actions, do not involve significant environmental impacts. They are
actions which: do not induce significant impacts to planned growth or land use for the area; do
not require the relocation of significant numbers of people; do not have a significant impact on
any natural, cultural, recreational, historic or other resource; do not involve significant air,

noise, or water quality impacts; do not have significant impacts on travel patterns; or do not
otherwise, either individually or cumulatively, have any significant environmental impacts.”

Clearly, this project fails to meet that test.

4. The 4-Way Intersection must function for bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit users as well as
for motor vehicles. In its current form, the proposed redesign will have significant negative
impacts to bicyclist and pedestrian safety, and to transit access. Redirected motor vehicle
access will also impact bicycle and pedestrian traffic on adjacent town streets.

Any change to the 4-Way WY 22/US89/Buffalo Way intersection must address the
community’s goals of creating safe, efficient access for transit, bicyclists, and pedestrians in
addition to improving traffic flow for motorists.

There was no staff report posted on the Town Website, so it is not clear what information is
available on land use changes. But it is clear there are major land use changes on the horizon
on the west side of the intersection, which will only increase the importance of addressing the
bike, pedestrian, and transit users access needs in any redesign of the 4-Way intersection.

The Town Council and County Commission should request qualified engineering expertise be
brought into this project that can address the alternative transportation modes. The design
challenges of this project exceed the typical WYDOT intersection designs. One option that
should be developed is incorporating elements of a “protected intersection” to the design in
order to improve safety for people on foot or bike.

By doing this, the project has an opportunity to improve conditions for all users—bicyclists,
pedestrians, and transit riders included—in addition to increasing the capacity for motor
vehicles. Without these changes, the intersection will fail to be safe or accessible for cyclists
and pedestrians and will fail to meet the goals of Town and County planning efforts.





Thank you for considering these comments. Unfortunately I’m out of town for the JIM
meeting Monday, but would like you to keep me informed as this project develops. If it would
be helpful, I’d be happy to assist the town with gathering additional professional advice to
explore better design solutions to the challenges of this important 4-Way intersection.

Best regards,
Tim

Tim Young
Executive Director
Wyoming Pathways
tim@wyopath.org
307-413-8464
www.wyopath.org
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From: Brian Schilling

To: Town Council; County Commissioners

Cc: Sean O"Malley; Bob McLaurin (bmclaurin@ci.jackson.wy.us); Tyler Sinclair; Alyssa Watkins
Subject: Y intersection - Pathways staff review

Date: Wednesday, November 09, 2016 2:52:52 PM

Attachments: Y Intersection - WYDOT redesian 2016 JHCP Comments.pdf

Jackson Streets WYO22 Intersection Y-int Grading Plans EXCERPT 20161018.pdf

Council and Commissioners,

Several weeks ago, plan sets for the WY22/US89 (“Y”) intersection were provided by WYDOT to
several Town/County staff members for review. In advance of Monday’s JIM, Pathways staff
reviewed the proposed plan from the perspective of bicycle/pedestrian access and prepared
comments to deliver to WYDOT. | wanted also to make these comments available to the Town
Council and County Commission for purposes of Monday’s discussion.

In brief, there are a number of issues with the proposed plan that are of concern for bicyclists and
pedestrians. Overall, the redesigned intersection does not meet the Comp Plan or ITP goals of
reconstructing the Y to safely accommodate all users of the public right-of-way. There are also
additional concerns for transit and impacts to surrounding streets and neighborhoods. Staff
recommends incorporating elements of a “protected intersection” to the design in order to improve
safety for people on foot or bike, bringing engineering expertise specific to bicycle/pedestrian issues
into the project team, and engaging the public and stakeholders to evaluate the impacts to
surrounding areas and explore possible improvements for transit. By doing this, the project has an
opportunity to improve conditions for all users—bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit riders included—
in addition to increasing the capacity for motor vehicles. Without these changes, the intersection will
fail to be safe or accessible for cyclists and pedestrians and will fail to meet the goals of Town and
County planning efforts.

Another area of concern (which was not fully addressed in the comments to WYDOT) is compliance
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The project is being moved forward under a
Categorical Exclusion, which basically does not require public comment or review, as a “technical
improvement,” but there are potentially significant impacts to bike/ped access, transit, and travel
patterns and planned land use for the area. If these impacts were deemed “significant” then a more
extensive public input and review process would be required. (Additional background information
can be provided). Review by an attorney familiar with NEPA and environmental compliance is
recommended.

The attached comments to WYDOT go into much greater detail on staff’s analysis and
recommendations. | would be happy to answer any questions you have, so please feel free to
contact me, and thank you for your attention to this very important project

Brian

Brian Schilling

Pathways Coordinator

Town of Jackson/Teton County
307.732.8573 (w)
307.690.9896 (c)
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Jackson Hole Community Pathways

Memorandum

Comments on the WYDOT Plan Set dated 10/18/16 for the
WYO22 Intersection (Y Intersection) Project Design

To: Bob Hammond, District 3 Resident Engineer (WYDOT)
From: Brian Schilling, Pathways Coordinator (Town of Jackson and Teton County)
Date: November 3, 2016

Introduction

As the primary point of entry to the Town of Jackson from the west, the Y intersection of US Hwy 89
(West Broadway) and WY Hwy 22 must accommodate a large volume of all modes of traffic. Recent
improvements to the bicycle infrastructure and pedestrian sidewalks have provided safe, high-quality
facilities for non-motorized users on the approaches to the WY22/US89 intersection on WY22 and on
West Broadway (east of the intersection), but the intersection itself remains problematic and unsafe for
non-motorized users. (Due to budget and project scope constraints, the recent pathway project was
able to implement only modest improvements around the intersection). The Wyoming Department of
Transportation (WYDOT) has announced plans to introduce a major reconfiguration of the intersection,
which provides an opportunity to significantly improve conditions for bicyclists and pedestrians while
concurrently increasing capacity for motor vehicles. Jackson Hole Community Pathways staff has
reviewed the first draft design and recommends implementing additional measures to enhance safety
and connectivity for bicyclists and pedestrians at the intersection.

Background and Planning Documents

Jackson Hole Community Pathways (JHCP) was asked to provide comments on the WYDOT “Jackson
Streets - WYO 22 Intersection” engineering plan set dated 10/18/2016. As a Town of Jackson/Teton
County agency, JHCP has applied the framework defined by local planning documents in its review, as
well as considering current best practices and design for bikeway and pedestrian networks. The Town of
Jackson and Teton County use several documents to guide community goals relating to transportation
decisions, including the Jackson/Teton County Comprehensive Plan and the Jackson/Teton Integrated
Transportation Plan which a) generally describe the long-range community goal of providing a
transportation network that is safe and efficient for all modes of travel; and b) identify reconstruction of
the WY22/US89 intersection as a high-priority project that should safely accommodate all users of the
public right-of-way.

The Jackson/Teton County Comprehensive Plan states:
e Principle 7.2—Create a safe, efficient, interconnected, multimodal transportation network
(Section 7, p. CV-3-20)
o Policy 7.2.a: Create a transportation network based on “complete streets” (p. CV-3-20)







=  Complete Streets are designed and operated to enable safe access for all users.
Pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities must
be able to safely move along and across a complete street.

= To achieve the community’s transportation vision, improvements should safely
accommodate all users of the public right-of-way, including: pedestrians,
bicyclists, automobile drivers, trucks and transit riders.

o Policy 7.2.d: Complete key Transportation Network Projects to improve connectivity (p.
CV-3-21)

= Reconstruct the “Y” to accommodate all modes (Highway 22/89/26

intersection).

The Jackson/Teton Integrated Transportation Plan identifies the Y intersection as a “Group 1” (high
priority) capital project, and notes the following in Chapter 5 — Major Capital Projects:
e Group 1 Projects — WY22 — Jackson to WY390 (p. 26)
o Multimodal Reconstruction of the “Y” Intersection
e Reconstruction of the Y Intersection (p. 30)

o Theintersection is an important regional multimodal facility and a gateway into Jackson.
Reconstruction will fully accommodate the needs of all modes (motor vehicles, bus
transit, bicycle and pedestrian), including future high capacity bus transit needs, such
as signal prioritization. The PEL study identified four workable design options and
concluded that this intersection would have the highest priority for improvement of all
the elements studied in the PEL for the WY-22 and WY-390 corridors. It is also identified
as a high priority project in Section 7 of the Comprehensive Plan.

In summary, the local planning documents identify reconstruction of the WY22/US89 intersection as a
high-priority project that should safely accommodate all users of the public right-of-way.

Existing Conditions

In 2014 and 2015, the Town of Jackson and Teton County constructed bicycle and pedestrian facilities on
US89 (West Broadway) east of the Y Intersection and on WY22 north of the Y Intersection. The West
Broadway facilities include a one-way cycle track (protected bike lane) and a pedestrian sidewalk on
either side of the highway. On WY22, the cycle track extends from the Y Intersection to Spring Gulch
Road on the east (or north) side of the highway, and there is a 10’ wide multi-use (bicycle/pedestrian)
pathway on the west (or south) side of the highway. These facilities have significantly improved access
and safety for bicyclists and pedestrians from the prior conditions by providing fully-separated and
protected bike lanes and sidewalks. However, due to budget and project scope constraints, at the
intersection itself only minimal changes were made, and conditions are still sub-optimal for non-
motorized users looking to cross West Broadway, Buffalo Way, or WY22 in the vicinity of the Y.

Recommendations

An intersection that fails to meet the needs of all users is a failed intersection. Any change to the
WY22/US89 intersection should address the community’s goals of creating safe, efficient access for
bicyclists and pedestrians in addition to improving traffic flow for motorists. In its current form, the
proposed redesign of the WY22/US89 intersection will have significant negative impacts to bicyclist and
pedestrian safety, and will also have a significant impacts to transit and other motor vehicle access
which will also impact traffic on other town streets. There needs to be a much more extensive public







outreach process in order to determine whether the project has sufficiently identified and met the
needs of the public for safe access for all users, and to fully understand what the impacts of the
proposed design will be. While this review identifies a number of concerns and makes a few specific
recommendations, it does not attempt to address or analyze every detail but rather recommends that
the project incorporate bicycle/pedestrian design expertise into the design process and offers
recommendations on a general approach to improving safety for bicyclists and pedestrians.

The Y Intersection, without doubt, presents complex challenges in accommodating all users of the public
right of way in that it must convey a high volume of motor vehicles, including large trucks, busses, and
maintenance vehicles. As presented in the 10/18/16 draft, the Y Intersection redesign presents major
concerns for access and safety of people walking or riding bicycles. However, by incorporating simple
elements of modern bikeway and intersection design (notably elements of a “protected intersection”),
and improved connectivity to the existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities (with consideration for future
extensions of these networks), the Y Intersection could achieve vastly improved function for bicyclists
and pedestrians while also providing increased capacity for motor vehicles.

Protected intersections are a relatively new concept domestically, but there are new resources available
and a growing expertise within the engineering community for implementing designs that make it
possible for bicyclists and pedestrians to cross complex intersections safely and comfortably.

Protected Intersection Resources
1. Evolution of the Protected Intersection — Lessons Learned. Alta Planning + Design paper,
December 2015. Link: http://altaplanning.com/wp-content/uploads/Evolution-of-the-Protected-

Intersection ALTA-2015.pdf

2. http://www.protectedintersection.com/
. Signal
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(For more details, see Evolution of the Protected Intersection Section 4, p. 11-13 and Section 5, p. 15-23).
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Many of these elements can be incorporated without major changes to the intersection geometry, but it
will require an active effort to integrate the bicycle/pedestrian networks into the design process. The
Burrard St/Cornwall Ave intersection in Vancouver, BC is a similarly sized intersection to the Y and
features multiple turning lanes, wide turning radii, and multiple bike/pedestrian network legs feeding
into the intersection. (Google Maps view of the intersection: https://goo.gl/maps/2rxUC4iMcel2 )

Figure 2 — Burrard St/Cornwall Ave Protected Intersection (Vancouver, BC)

The Y Intersection project design should have input from an engineer that specializes in bicycle/
pedestrian facility design. If expertise on protected intersections (or general bicycle/pedestrian design)
is not present within the existing project design team, then this should be added to the project team.

Other Notes and Recommendations

The WY22/US89 intersection is the only crossing point of US89 for several hundred yards in
either direction. There are destinations on all sides of the intersection and along the adjoining
roadways (Cutty’s, Albertsons, housing, Wells Fargo Bank, bus stops, hotels). It needs to
accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians safely.
Extensions of the bicycle network to the west and south should be planned for and incorporated.
o Likely extensions would include protected bike lanes similar to the existing cycle tracks
on West Broadway (6’-wide one-way bike lanes at the back of curb). Future extensions
along US89 west of the intersection and along Buffalo Way to the south are desirable.
Connections to the existing bike/ped network and the flow of bicyclists and pedestrians through
the intersection should be intuitive and provide access to all destinations. Crossing movements
for bicyclists and pedestrians should be evaluated and accommodated.
Pedestrian sidewalks and pathways should be separated from the back of curb. A5’ attached
sidewalk (as appears to be shown on the southeast corner) is inadequate for pedestrian safety
or comfort. Similarly a 10’ attached pathway (as appears to be shown near the Cutty’s north
access on WY22) is not desirable.
o The 6’ cycle tracks attached to the back of curb have functioned adequately, but
facilities for mixed use or pedestrian traffic need to have a buffer from the travel lanes.
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o Adjoining sidewalks in the immediate vicinity have been sized at 8’ wide and detached
from the curb edge to allow comfortable 2-way mixed-use travel.

e Closing the left turn/straight movement off of Buffalo Way will have impacts and consequences
for the surrounding Town of Jackson streets and neighborhoods south of US89. These impacts
should be fully understood and evaluated.

e Additional evaluation needs to be given to the south side of the intersection from Buffalo Way.
North bound transit vehicles (and emergency vehicles) from Buffalo Way to WY22 should be
accommodated. The flow of access for bikes/peds along the south side of Broadway (in both
directions) should be better thought out and accommodated.

e Right turn slip lanes on Buffalo Way (and right turn lanes generally):

o These lanes should be sized and oriented with appropriate radii so that vehicles are
slowed down (slower vehicle speeds = greater safety for peds/bikes.

o Corner aprons that are visually distinct from the roadway and sidewalk should be used
to discourage fast speeds from smaller vehicles while still allowing larger vehicles
sufficient width to make the turn (see Evolution of the Protected Intersection p. 26).

o The vehicle yield lines in the slip lanes should be located in advance of the ped/bike
crossings, not after them, to provide a safe crossing area for pedestrians and cyclists.

e The high-speed right and left turning movements are a particular concern for people crossing
the intersection. There are several conflict points that have the potential for high-speed
collisions that would likely be fatal for pedestrians. These should be identified and mitigated
(noting that simply prohibiting access for bikes and pedestrians is not an acceptable solution).

Summary

The proposed design for the WY22/US89 “Y” intersection does not meet the community’s goals for
providing safe, comfortable access for all users of the public right of way. The intersection is not
conducive to a cycling or pedestrian-friendly environment as envisioned in the Town of Jackson or Teton
County community’s goals. In no way does it indicate that bikes/peds are welcome or encouraged here,
and it barely provides the minimum accommodation for even the most fearless, hardcore cyclists and
pedestrians to cross the street. As proposed, there will be significant negative impacts to non-motorized
users (bicyclists and pedestrians) as well as transit and other motor vehicle access, which will in turn
lead to additional impacts on other town streets. These impacts should be understood and addressed
through a public input process that considers not only the goal of moving motor vehicles through the
intersection, but also the larger goals of creating a transportation network that works for all users. On a
broad scale, the design should safely accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians by incorporating elements
of a “protected intersection” and integrating with existing and future bicycle/pedestrian networks in
addition to providing increased capacity for motor vehicles. The design team should invite specialized
bicycle and pedestrian engineering expertise to address access for non-motorized users, and should
explore options to accommodate transit and emergency vehicle access from Buffalo Way. It would be
helpful to sit down with WYDOT staff to describe these concepts and ideas in more detail and discuss
how to integrate them into the project.

The Town of Jackson appreciates the opportunity to comment on the project, and we would be very
open to assisting WYDOT with the design process to move the project forward in a manner that
improves safety and access for all users.
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Subject: Your #GivingTuesday Countdown Starts Now!

Date:
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New eBook: #GivingTuesday
Survivors Guide for Fundraisers

Running behind on #GivingTuesday planning for next week? It's not too late!
Download our latest eBook to learn the 10 simple-yet-essential steps your

organization can take to launch a successful #GivingTuesday campaign and reap
the benefits of joining in on the fun and generosity of this global day of giving.
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About MobileCause: MobileCause provides mobile and online fundraising solutions
for a new generation of donors. Click here to request a free #GivingTuesday
consultation with a fundraising expert to strengthen your upcoming campaign today.
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