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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 II Water & Sewer.PDF
Dept of Revenue - Aspens I 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.O. Box 1727
Jackson, WY 83001
Phone:  307-732-8488
Fax: 307-739-8681
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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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Teton County, Wyoming
(307) 732-5786 (office)
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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 - 


I am sharing with you my comments to WYDOT regarding the Y intersection
reconfiguration and construction (below). I 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 I 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. I 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. I 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). I am extremely concerned about semi-truck trailers leaving
Albertson’s and needing to travel south to Maple Way in order to access the highway. I
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 I would imaging WYDOT would like to be responsible for. I
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, I had a pleasant discussion with Nick Hines. By day I am an
environmental consultant and I have completed several WYDOT Categorical Exclusions
(CEs) for pathways projects. Therefore, I 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. I 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 §771.117 (a)). I 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 I believe the proposed changes to the Y intersection will have
significant, negative impacts to the goals of the Integrated Travel Plan. Second, I believe that
you have not taken the pathways system into consideration with your planning of the
intersection. The maps that I 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 I 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: 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 §771.117 (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 WY22/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: 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


----- Original message -----


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=ox9uydFzh1LPGrC6lsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
        b=C/dGkHoNEMy3WvhH+pu/klgWN7roAKbrzRjJ/
3CDSsGnhnKzRA9VEXxYNtY5IBAbUS
         jUZOhcojBdXiLZqSUA1Q4JMdjrIQpfg3wtquZkJNA8k03jcfTGAR7nszONzusaj0nx6Q
         U68CrcRW36ek1vrCrSf/pWpoV+1p3AMlFpG6BDesMzhE2qG07Bn8XoGs
PASe1Z9512De
         xGqFyKUr8O8xzO4bGAi/iU/90Ndv3WUOQolJHjl/+
FhOUbqp74QroPBa3uVzlPegDMAq
         bd3FxKj61iQjDRmgVWlkWnwFDFENwmdgB/tNk+KvEn2sKtAAIDNvtYEy+
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=ox9uydFzh1LPGrC6lsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
        b=nLqNXGwr7PeHq0nlUG+SE4qYH9xDTWA75wnXRMCBz8lO06Tgx
HFgvmyS+D8qftgFyh
         48tD1Dxd6z8p0OZaax82jR6nPf1FbY0EqgYPObuVHT2XLobg+
fQbeVrBoaK13NYQSjLd
         X3mUfQIJKJ1WUrhMzdyE1n1T8UE057Z/+QJ6IV035iaYxFEK4U7cG2cYdifDBm8



mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org

mailto:mailer-daemon@googlemail.com

mailto:jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com

http://gmail.com/

http://1e100.net/





jV3JC
         lJ2g9rOgx5PK7P2H35DOTrkzVlzin9rBdtN0T409IrNANMSp8OEuZ2Qp1u+
SHo3HVHpr
         P44i+GXfHt6NTpb0np3xIWdx0gPHfO76Td71P3di5/p+
47S00FXvddmPLm996iG0G1BD
         vX6A==
X-Gm-Message-State: AKaTC02XbjJqMoTtzzWbVVAZPRlo3E
WOYGZBAMrl6WVA4fpegv47GkfdKHt5I4NkeCgmSgGtAWAlCmeOap+ltA==
X-Received: by 10.107.158.76 with SMTP id h73mr105837ioe.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-ID: <CAKGQDntx+zzoPUf+jtmUSyjr-rxnzFu5My6GVekAmjaP+vAGeQ@
mail.gmail.com>
Subject: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes
To: parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org, ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=001a1141c72a20f959054171315c


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: 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 redesign 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. I 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. I 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: 



 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: 



 Group 1 Projects – WY22 – Jackson to WY390 (p. 26) 



o Multimodal Reconstruction of the “Y” Intersection 



 Reconstruction of the Y Intersection (p. 30) 



o The intersection 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/ 



Components of Protected Intersections 



 Corner Safety Islands (raised areas to provide waiting 
areas for bikes/peds) 



 Forward Stop Bars (waiting areas for bikes/peds in view 
of turning motorists) 



 Approach Tapers (shifted bike lanes in advance of the 
intersection) 



 Yield for Pedestrians (bike traffic yields to pedestrians) 



 Setback Bicycle Crossing (Bike/ped crosswalks are set 
back from adjacent through travel lanes) 



 Signal Optimization (signal timing and phasing such as 
leading bike/ped intervals to mitigate/prevent turning) 



 Integration with Other Bikeways (transitioning where 
needed with bike lanes or cycle tracks) 



 Large Vehicle Accommodation (minimize corner radius 
needed for control and design vehicle) 



 Corner Aprons (traversable portions of safety islands or 



turning lanes for larger vehicle turning movements that 



discourage high speeds from smaller vehicles) 



(For more details, see Evolution of the Protected Intersection Section 4, p. 11-13 and Section 5, p. 15-23). 



Figure 1 - Protected Intersection Components 





http://altaplanning.com/wp-content/uploads/Evolution-of-the-Protected-Intersection_ALTA-2015.pdf


http://altaplanning.com/wp-content/uploads/Evolution-of-the-Protected-Intersection_ALTA-2015.pdf


http://www.protectedintersection.com/








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/2rxUC4jMce12 ) 



 



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. A 5’ 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.  





https://goo.gl/maps/2rxUC4jMce12








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. 



 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. 



 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.  



 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.  



 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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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: from 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 2016
 13:49:05 -0700
Received: from [10.238.8.33] (HELO inbound.appriver.com)  by
 server75.appriver.com (CommuniGate Pro SMTP 5.4.4)  with ESMTP id 248420411
 for parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org; 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-Primary: parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org
X-Note: This Email was scanned by AppRiver SecureTide
X-Note: SecureTide Build: 9/27/2016 9:09:05 PM UTC
X-Virus-Scan: V-
X-Note: SPF: IP: 209.85.214.53  DOM: gmail.com ADDR: jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com
X-Note: SPF: Pass
X-Note-SnifferID: 0
X-Note: TCH-CT/SI: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-IP: 209.85.214.53
X-Note-Reverse-DNS: mail-it0-f53.google.com
X-Note-Return-Path: jacksonholestingrays@gmail.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-it0-f53.google.com ([209.85.214.53] verified)  by



mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org

mailto:jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com

mailto:ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc

mailto:rfc822%3Bparksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org

mailto:rfc822%3Bparksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org

http://server75.appriver.com/

http://mail.tetonwyo.org/

http://inbound.appriver.com/

http://server75.appriver.com/

mailto:parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org

mailto:parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org

mailto:parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org

http://gmail.com/

mailto:jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com

http://mail-it0-f53.google.com/

mailto:jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com

http://mail-it0-f53.google.com/





 inbound.appriver.com (CommuniGate Pro SMTP 6.1.7)  with ESMTPS id 109612782
 for parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 15:48:03 -0500
Received: by mail-it0-f53.google.com with SMTP id o1so73647641ito.1        for
 <parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org>; Wed, 16 Nov 2016 12:49:04 -0800 (PST)
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=ox9uydFzh1LPGrC6lsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
        b=C/dGkHoNEMy3WvhH+pu/klgWN7roAKbrzRjJ/3CDSsGnhnKzRA9VEXxYNtY5IBAbUS
         jUZOhcojBdXiLZqSUA1Q4JMdjrIQpfg3wtquZkJNA8k03jcfTGAR7nszONzusaj0nx6Q
         U68CrcRW36ek1vrCrSf/pWpoV+1p3AMlFpG6BDesMzhE2qG07Bn8XoGsPASe1Z9512De
         xGqFyKUr8O8xzO4bGAi/iU/90Ndv3WUOQolJHjl/+FhOUbqp74QroPBa3uVzlPegDMAq
         bd3FxKj61iQjDRmgVWlkWnwFDFENwmdgB/tNk+KvEn2sKtAAIDNvtYEy+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=ox9uydFzh1LPGrC6lsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
        b=c8YMqcGlkh4CUlpQM/FWKEaqV85D7521xUoUXovxuED4hrFccyUXeCncipaTEO90v9
         Y/b52dOmHJCJQ4bV/PeTYaqs9IEm4URHcDONgGC9qE1Mtc/SXd6a0lEThLwKnQVnfG/t
         OPDQGoOhfaky1LeHeU6EatVJQMqR6lemeECQmsO+Qo64r7cprDGyxiXcgtSNPCXwm3AQ
         npW6GY9wcI9O4yI/z7qE71xlIRzKb27LalH7RmbXHbQB3oSO4aAl0p6ufGjxjt4t7EC3
         95qb1t2FMEMkYWZWJjgoenCZOz+bzxl6tySyfJX9zjU4Kr11VpC5Vvc9VBp4apfSAHUp
         jf4Q==
X-Gm-Message-State: AKaTC01TzzZRfwyCbsfAytx4hpYYz0HTcIQvVPf3ll4x7aZgctww2Tqbtlbn
NvHIw9PvdYHdzuwddKQfwaRBBA==
X-Received: by 10.107.158.76 with SMTP id h73mr105837ioe.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-ID: <CAKGQDntx+zzoPUf+jtmUSyjr-rxnzFu5My6GVekAmjaP+vAGeQ@mail.gmail.com>
Subject: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes
To: <parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org>, <ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc>
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="001a1141c72a20f959054171315c"
Return-Path: jacksonholestingrays@gmail.com


Original-Recipient: rfc822;parksandrecboard@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: MobileCause
To: County Commissioners
Subject: Your #GivingTuesday Countdown Starts Now!
Date: Tuesday, November 22, 2016 8:25:32 AM


 


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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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 I may not be able to attend the BCC meeting this
morning so I 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 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)


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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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) 
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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, 
 



      
Mary W. Gibson     Siva Sundaresan 
Community Planning Director   Conservation Director 
 
 
cc: Doug Brimeyer, Regional Wildlife Coordinator, WGFD 












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.
I 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



mailto:commissioners@tetonwyo.org





•   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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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: 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 I


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: 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
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November 7, 2016



Department of Environmental Quality
To protect, conserve and enhance the quality of Wyoming’s



environment for the benefit of current and future generations.



ZE IQ
Todd Parfift, Director



CERTIFIED - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED



Teton County Clerk
P.O. Box 1727
Jackson. WY $3001



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,



James (Josh) Nall
NSR Group Supervisor
Air Quality Division



Enclosures



Matthew H. Mead, Governor



200 West 17th Street Cheyenne, WY 82002 http://deq.wyoming.gov Fax (307)635-1784
ADMINIOUTREACH ABANDONED MINES AIR QUALITh’ 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 1 1.IL Turbo Charged engines, one hundred thirty-



two (132) 106 hp Doosan 8.JL 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 httn://deg.wvornin2.%ov/aod/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;



Sweebvater 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 l7” 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: 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 I 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: County Clerk Admin
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
P.O. 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: 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


----- Original message -----


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=ox9uydFzh1LPGrC6lsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
        b=C/dGkHoNEMy3WvhH+pu/klgWN7roAKbrzRjJ/3CDSsGnhnKzRA9VEXxYNtY5IBAbUS
         jUZOhcojBdXiLZqSUA1Q4JMdjrIQpfg3wtquZkJNA8k03jcfTGAR7nszONzusaj0nx6Q
         U68CrcRW36ek1vrCrSf/pWpoV+1p3AMlFpG6BDesMzhE2qG07Bn8XoGsPASe1Z9512De
         xGqFyKUr8O8xzO4bGAi/iU/90Ndv3WUOQolJHjl/+FhOUbqp74QroPBa3uVzlPegDMAq
         bd3FxKj61iQjDRmgVWlkWnwFDFENwmdgB/tNk+KvEn2sKtAAIDNvtYEy+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=ox9uydFzh1LPGrC6lsPXLSNjdnqHEzvxzbtYmQhflrc=;
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        b=nLqNXGwr7PeHq0nlUG+SE4qYH9xDTWA75wnXRMCBz8lO06TgxHFgvmyS+D8qftgFyh
         48tD1Dxd6z8p0OZaax82jR6nPf1FbY0EqgYPObuVHT2XLobg+fQbeVrBoaK13NYQSjLd
         X3mUfQIJKJ1WUrhMzdyE1n1T8UE057Z/+QJ6IV035iaYxFEK4U7cG2cYdifDBm8jV3JC
         lJ2g9rOgx5PK7P2H35DOTrkzVlzin9rBdtN0T409IrNANMSp8OEuZ2Qp1u+SHo3HVHpr
         P44i+GXfHt6NTpb0np3xIWdx0gPHfO76Td71P3di5/p+47S00FXvddmPLm996iG0G1BD
         vX6A==
X-Gm-Message-State:
AKaTC02XbjJqMoTtzzWbVVAZPRlo3EWOYGZBAMrl6WVA4fpegv47GkfdKHt5I4NkeCgmSgGtAWAlCmeOap+ltA==


X-Received: by 10.107.158.76 with SMTP id h73mr105837ioe.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-ID: <CAKGQDntx+zzoPUf+jtmUSyjr-rxnzFu5My6GVekAmjaP+vAGeQ@mail.gmail.com>
Subject: Advisory Board Meeting Minutes
To: parksandrecboard@tetonwyo.org, ParksandRecBoard@jackson.jtc
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=001a1141c72a20f959054171315c


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: 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 Agreement 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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Robbin Levy, P.C.     



rlevy@jhattorneys.com 



 



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 
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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, 



 
Robbin Levy, P.C., of 



Levy Coleman Brodie LLP 



 



Encls. 



Cc. Mr. Doug Mackenzie 













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:
 
I writing to express both my support and concern for the new plans on Snow King Mountain.
 
I am a year-round resident neighbor of the hill and while I generally support the mountain’s gentrification
(new ticket center, ropes course, restaurants, etc.) and attempts to generate more revenue, I 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 I 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 I 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 I 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, I 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. I
can’t imagine that Snow King’s revenue’s would be compromised without these lines in place.
 
I am okay the addition of a gondola and restaurant at the top of the mountain. Although I personally will
miss the relative quiet at the top of the mountain, I 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: 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*´¨)
¸.·´¸.·*´¨) ¸.·*¨)
(¸.·´ (¸.·´ * you! *
 


Shelley Fairbanks
Deputy County Administrative Clerk
Teton County
P.O. Box 1727
Jackson, WY 83001
Phone:  307-732-8488
Fax: 307-739-8681
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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_Signed.pdf
TC_TCD_Wrkshp_ACE_RejectSite3and4designs_112816.docx
TC_TCD_Wrkshp_ACE_RejectSite3and4designs_112916_signed.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.
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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. 
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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*´¨)
¸.·´¸.·*´¨) ¸.·*¨)
(¸.·´ (¸.·´ * you! *
 


Shelley Fairbanks
Deputy County Administrative Clerk
Teton County
P.O. Box 1727
Jackson, WY 83001
Phone:  307-732-8488
Fax: 307-739-8681
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DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
Herschler Building Telephone (307) 777-7961



treet MATrHEW H. MEAl). Governor
Cheyenne. WyorningS2002-01 10 DANIEL W NOBLE, Directoi ExcisefAX (307) 777-3632
E-Mail: directoro&evenueyo.gov Mineral FAX (307) 777-7849
Web: http:/irevenue.wyo.gov LiqnorfAX (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,



2Dan Shadakof y
Senior Busin ss Applications Analyst
(307) 777-5432
dan.shadakofsky@wyo.gov



cc: Teton County Assessor
Teton County Clerk
Teton County Commissioners
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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 VandeWater 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 I am all for affordable
housing and would like to afford others the same opportunity that I 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: 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*´¨)
¸.·´¸.·*´¨) ¸.·*¨)
(¸.·´ (¸.·´ * you! *
 


Shelley Fairbanks
Deputy County Administrative Clerk
Teton County
P.O. Box 1727
Jackson, WY 83001
Phone:  307-732-8488
Fax: 307-739-8681
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United States Department of the Interior F1%kDEUFE



FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE



____



Mountain-Prairie Region \
MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATION:
P.O. Box 25486. DFC 134 Union Boulevard
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
emphasis 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 condctct 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 u’i



IN RFPLY REFER TO



fWS/R6/NWRS/Planning
MAILSTOP 60130











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



The CCP document can he viewed online at hts: ww.t\s.czov, imuntain
For more information about the CCP, please contact Steve Kallin.



Project Leader at (307) 733-9212, orSkaliinZfxvs.e.



Thank you for your continued interest in this piannin process.



Sincerely.



Will Meeks
Assistant Regional Director
National Wild1if Refuge System
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Comprehensive Conservation Plan
National Elk Refuge













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.O. Box 1727
Jackson, WY 83001
Phone:  307-732-8488
Fax: 307-739-8681
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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.  I
previously wrote to the planning commission expressing similar views to those included
here.  I am writing today to once again express my opinion in advance of your planed
November 15, 2016, discussion on this topic.


I 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."


I 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.  I also support the suggestion to, "reconsider
either the 6-0 or 4-2 plans that do not provide access from VandeWater via Lot 5." 


I 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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