
 Board of County Commissioners - Staff Report 

Service ● Excellence ● Collaboration ● Accountability ● Positivity ● Innovation 

Matters from Staff Agenda Item # 

Meeting Date: January 7, 2025 Presenter: Brian Schilling
Submitting Dept: Public Works - Pathways Subject: Consideration of Design Options for the 

Wilson Active Transportation Improvements Project 
(Downtown Wilson)    

Statement / Purpose:  

A) To consider options for specific design elements of the Wilson Active Transportation Improvements
project; and

B) To consider approval to advance the project to final design and bidding.

Background / Description (Pros & Cons):  

• Project Background
Staff provided an extensive description of the project background in the September 30, 2024 BCC workshop
staff report linked here and in the attachments:
https://tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31262/Workshop-Downtown-Wilson-Multimodal-
Transportation-Improvements-Project-Update. The staff report included a discussion of the numerous prior
planning efforts focused on the Wilson area, with the most recent being the Wilson Multimodal
Transportation Plan that was approved by the Board of County Commissioners (BCC) in February 2022, and
which forms the basis for the proposed Wilson Active Transportation Improvements (Downtown Wilson)
project. The staff report also highlighted the proposed elements of the Downtown Wilson 90% plan set, which
includes a 3-lane roadway (two travel lanes and a center turn lane) and 10’ wide pathways separated from the
roadway by a landscaped buffer.

The September 30, 2024 workshop was intended to be a project update and an opportunity for the BCC to 
provide input on the 90% plans and direction to proceed to final design and bidding. There was significant 
public input at the workshop, both in support of and opposed to the proposed project. Staff was directed to 
explore selected design options to bring back to the Board for consideration. Discussions and design 
development since the September 30, 2024 workshop have informed additional alternatives for consideration. 

• Key Policy Questions
Many of the comments received at the workshop and in subsequent discussions recommend changes to the
project design that would be a significant departure from the design and vision approved by the Board in the
February 2022 Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan (WMMTP). At that time, the Board of County
Commissioners directed staff to implement elements of the approved plan with the Wilson Active
Transportation Improvements project. There was a two-year process of public engagement, extensive and
thorough planning and design work, and multiple agency partners involved in developing the WMMTP. The
Wyoming Department of Transportation (WYDOT) submitted a letter of concurrence formally endorsing the
WMMTP in February 2022. The concurrence from WYDOT was a key milestone in the WMMTP process. Any
changes that substantively impact the goals of the plan or diminish the function of the preferred design
approved in the plan would require reopening the extensive public engagement and planning process,
including final approval by WYDOT.

https://tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31262/Workshop-Downtown-Wilson-Multimodal-Transportation-Improvements-Project-Update
https://tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31262/Workshop-Downtown-Wilson-Multimodal-Transportation-Improvements-Project-Update
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WMMTP Vision Statement: The Community of Wilson, Wyoming will be served by a safe and efficient 
transportation network that includes an improved multimodal main street corridor along with enhanced local 
streets and pathway connections that provide access for all modes of travel. This network respects Wilson’s 
community character while continuing to serve regional transportation needs for Highway 22 that connects 
Teton County, Wyoming and Teton County, Idaho. 

WMMTP Goals: 

• Maintain the rural character of Wilson.
• Use natural features to establish a gateway into the community.
• Encourage active transportation modes by developing safe bike and pedestrian circulation throughout

Wilson.
• Conserve, connect, and enhance natural open space.
• Formalize business access, circulation, and parking.
• Prioritize human safety for all modes, including walking, biking, and driving.

WMMTP Preferred Concept (Approved February 2022) 

Above: Figure 1 – Standard Cross Section (excerpted from Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan) 
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Below: Figures 2 - 5 – Preferred Concept Plan View (excerpts from Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan) 
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Above: Figure 6 - Photo rendering of the WMMTP Preferred Concept and the 90% Design looking east from Basecamp. 
Some elements shown are under consideration for changes. 

Key policy questions that should be reflected upon by the Board when considering the design options 
proposed by staff are as follows:  

1. Does the Board still support the project vision and goals as approved in the WMMTP?
2. Does the Board still support the preferred concept design as approved in the WMMTP?
3. How does the proposed design change align with the community’s goals in the Comprehensive Plan?

• Changes to Design Elements
The following design options for consideration by the Board have been identified at the September 30, 2024
BCC workshop, through public comment, or as recommendations from the project team. Each item identifies
the approved concept from the WMMTP, the current proposed design (90% Plan Status), which can be seen in
the 90% plan set linked below (see Attachments section), and one or more alternatives for consideration to
the 90% design.

In evaluating these options, staff has considered the effects of the proposed changes in relation to accepted 
engineering standards such as AASHTO as well as their impact on the core design principles for multimodal 
networks. For the Board’s reference, it is standard best practice that mobility networks for pedestrians and 
bicyclists should be developed and evaluated based on the following parameters: 

Design Principles for Multimodal Networks 
• Cohesion (or Connectivity) – Ensure that there are no gaps in the system and that access is

provided to the desired destinations for users of all ages and abilities.
• Directness – Offer the most direct route available and minimize detours, turns, and delays.
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• Safety – Reduce exposure to crash risk and possible conflict points. Separate users by speed and
mass. Also reduce exposure to health risks (pollution, noise, stress).

• Comfort – Include elements that make walking and biking comfortable and thereby a more
inviting option. Things such as intuitive layouts and alignments, smooth pavement conditions,
eliminating unnecessary stops or exertion, minimizing stressful situations, and providing route
finding assistance.

• Attractiveness – Not considered the most important factor, but attractive routes that include
greenspace and relaxing environments can be more desirable than routes on more industrialized
or high-traffic corridors.

Discussion key and notes: 
• * = Staff recommendation (also highlighted in green).
•  = change is significant and may require additional planning and public engagement
• Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans. “None” or

“No Change” indicates no change from the cost estimate for the 90% design.
• A table summarizing the Design Element Options is included in the attachments.
• A photo rendering of the Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan Concept Design that was

approved in February 2022 is included in the attachments.

• Design Options for Board Consideration

1. Pathway Alignment – Downtown Core
Detail/Question: Whether to include a north side pathway through the downtown core of Wilson
(between the base of Teton Pass and Fish Creek).

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Pathway is included on the north side (and south side) of WY22.

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. Pathway is included on the north side. Reference Sheets
C1.0-C1.2. 

Options: 

Option A* Option B  

Options Keep north side pathway through the 
downtown core 

Remove north side pathway in the 
downtown core 

Fiscal 
Impact1 No Change Estimated $400,000 decrease (but 

could jeopardize all project funding) 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans. 

Discussion: The comments recommending removal of the north side pathway generally state that it is 
redundant and is not needed to provide access to the businesses and residences on the north side of 
WY22 in the downtown core (or outside the downtown), as people on bikes or on foot can use a 
different route such as Main Street and West Street or the boardwalk from Owen Bircher Park, 
although these require a 1/3-mile detour for people traveling along WY22. 

Staff and the project team strongly recommend keeping the north side pathway as it is a key 
component for providing connectivity to the destinations on the north side of the highway, and its 
removal would significantly compromise the goals of the WMMTP and the function of the multimodal 
network. This component speaks to the most basic planning and design principles for all 
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transportation networks (bicycle, pedestrian, vehicular), including Connectivity and Directness, which 
are especially important for non-motorized networks. It also provides the fundamental Safety element 
of taking vulnerable users off the highway where there are high volumes of motorized vehicles, 
including large trucks, traveling through the corridor. Additionally, removal of this component would 
trigger the need to amend the BUILD Grant paper grant agreement with the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and could jeopardize funding for this entire project component, as well as other 
project components. 

The vehicular network provides direct connections to all the destinations in downtown Wilson with 
two travel lanes (and a third proposed), and parking in front of all the businesses. Bicycle and 
pedestrian networks should provide a comparable level of convenience and safety as the vehicular 
network. Or, as stated in the Comprehensive Plan, bicycle and pedestrian mobility should actually be 
prioritized over single-occupancy vehicle access. 

Staff Recommendation: Option A - Keep north side pathway as shown in the plans to provide basic 
connectivity and safety for all non-motorized users in Downtown Wilson.  

Public Engagement:  Option B would substantively impact the goals of the WMMTP and diminish 
the function of the preferred design approved in the plan. This would require reopening the entire 
public engagement and planning process. 

Fiscal Impact: None for Option A (staff recommendation) 

2. Pathway Width
Detail/Question: 10’ wide vs. 8’ wide pathway/sidewalk

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: 10’ wide pathways with short sections of 8’ wide in constrained
locations. 

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. 10' wide pathway generally with short 8' sections at 
constricted points. Reference Sheets C1.0-C1.2 and C3.1-C3.3. 

Options: 

Option A* Option B Option C  
Options Keep at 10' Reduce to 8' Reduce to < 8’ 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $21,000 
decrease 

Estimated $42,000 
decrease 

1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans. 

Discussion: Comments about the pathway/sidewalk width are mostly related to concerns that the 
overall project footprint is too wide, that the path cannot fit within the right of way, that the pathway 
is replacing street parking, that a wide pathway/sidewalk will result in speeding e-bikes through 
downtown Wilson, or not wanting cyclists in downtown Wilson in general. 

The engineering of transportation facilities including roadways, bike facilities, and pedestrian facilities, 
is informed by accepted design guidelines and standards. For shared-use pathways that provide 
facilities for both bicycle and pedestrian travel, the AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle 
Facilities is widely considered the standard for design and engineering. AASHTO also publishes manual 
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for roadway design and pedestrian facilities. The WMMTP identifies1 two-directional shared use 
pathways as the preferred design for downtown Wilson. Per the AASHTO manual (4th Edition): 

The minimum paved width for a two-directional shared use path is 10 ft (3.0 m). Typically, 
widths range from 10 to 14 ft (3.0 to 4.3 m), with the wider values applicable to areas with 
high use and/or a wider variety of user groups. 

In very rare circumstances, a reduced width of 8 ft (2.4 m) may be used where the following 
conditions prevail: 

o Bicycle traffic is expected to be low, even on peak days or during peak hours.
o Pedestrian use of the facility is not expected to be more than occasional.
o Horizontal and vertical alignments provide frequent, well-designed passing and resting

opportunities.
o The path will not be regularly subjected to maintenance vehicle loading conditions that

would cause pavement edge damage.

In addition, a path width of 8 ft (2.4 m) may be used for a short distance due to a physical 
constraint such as an environmental feature, bridge abutment, utility structure, fence, and 
such. Warning signs that indicate the pathway narrows [(W5-4a), per the MUTCD (7)] should 
be considered at these locations. 

The Teton County standard for shared-use pathway width is 10’. A minimum width of 10’ is desired in 
order to allow a cyclist to safely pass two pedestrians walking side by side. This scenario is expected to 
occur on a regular basis in downtown Wilson and should be accommodated safely. Less than a 10’ 
width does not provide enough space for this to occur safely.  

The effect of reducing the pathway to 8’ or less and trying to restrict use of the pathway/sidewalk by 
cyclists is that cyclists will either be forced to choose to ride in the roadway, which is unacceptable 
from a safety perspective, or will choose to still ride on the pathway/sidewalk which, at less than ten 
feet wide, would not safely accommodate shared use. Either way, this would create an unacceptable 
safety risk for cyclists, pedestrians, or both. The expectation that cyclists will dismount and walk their 
bikes through downtown Wilson is not realistic. However, the expectation that cyclists operate at a 
safe speed is reasonable and realistic, and concerns about the speed of cyclists should be addressed. 
This can be done through design elements that discourage higher speeds on the pathway, such as 
pathway surface texture and color, frequent crossings, signage, trees or other landscaping, or benches 
and other amenities that create “friction” and help slow speeds. Several of these are included in this 
list of recommended alternatives below. 

There is enough space within the existing right of way to accommodate 10’ wide pathways in 
downtown Wilson. The only location where the pathway narrows to 8’ is for a short distance near Ida 
Lane to avoid the existing overhead power utility poles. 

Staff Recommendation: Option A - Keep the pathway at a 10’ width to comply with AASHTO design 
guidelines and to provide safety for all non-motorized users in downtown Wilson. Incorporate 
additional design elements intended to slow down the speed of cyclists. 

1 Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan, Page 50, Preferred Design Element Option F. 
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Public engagement:  Option C (and Option B to a lesser degree) fundamentally alter the function of 
the pathways from a multimodal facility to a pedestrian-only facility. This significantly diminishes the 
function of the preferred design approved in the plan and could require reopening the entire public 
engagement and planning process. 

Fiscal Impact: None for Option A (staff recommendation) 

3. Pathway Surfacing, Texture, and Color
Detail/Question: Should the pathway surfacing, texture, and/or color be changed from black asphalt
to something else?

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Does not include a specific discussion about surfacing but shows
pathways as standard asphalt. 

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. Pathways are shown as standard black asphalt. Reference 
Sheets C0.4. See Attachment Item #3 Stamped and Colored Asphalt for examples of different options. 

Options: 

Option A Option B* Option C* 

Options Keep as black 
asphalt Change to concrete Change to stamped, 

colored asphalt 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $750,000 
increase 

Estimated $75,000 
increase 

1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans. 

Discussion: This design alternative is considered with the intention of slowing the speed of cyclists on 
the pathways. Fast moving cyclists, especially people using e-bikes, is a common concern. One 
strategy to encourage slower speeds is to introduce surfacing texture or color that indicates to users 
that they are entering a different zone where slower speeds are expected. Concrete is traditionally 
used for sidewalks and generally communicates a pedestrian-orientation to users, although it is used 
for shared pathways as well. Stamped, colored asphalt can be an effective way to convey a “slow 
zone” feel to an area. Surfacing needs to comply with ADA requirements and should be selected to 
not introduce significant maintenance challenges, but otherwise there are no functional or safety 
concerns with changing to a different material, texture, or color. See Attachment Item #3 Stamped 
and Colored Asphalt for examples of different options. 

Staff Recommendation: Option B or Option C. Staff favors Option C due to cost. 

Public engagement: This change could potentially impact the look and feel (character) of the project 
but likely does not substantively impact the goals of the WMMTP so it would not require reopening 
the public engagement process. 

Fiscal Impact: Potentially significant increases to project cost. Concrete could add approximately 
$750,000 to the project cost (estimate based on local concrete pricing). Stamped asphalt is not a 
commonly used local option, so a local estimate for stamped asphalt was not able to be obtained, but 
the design team estimates an increase of $75,000 for stamped and colored asphalt based on 
manufacturer pricing info. 
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4. Bus Turnouts
Detail/Question: Whether to keep or remove the proposed bus turnouts

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Includes bus turnouts at Hungry Jack's and the Fish Creek Center. 

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. Bus turnouts are shown at Hungry Jack’s and the Fish Creek 

Center. Reference Sheets C1.2 and C3.3.

Options:

Option A* Option B 
Options Keep bus turnouts Remove bus turnouts 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $150,000 decrease 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans. 

Discussion: Public feedback has suggested that the bus turnouts are too “urban,” take up too much 
room, eliminate shoulder parking, and will be dangerous for pedestrians. Page 50 of the WMMTP, 
preferred design element G ‘START Bus Pullouts’ indicated “providing pullouts for the START bus will 
help formalize stations for the existing START bus route while accommodating ADA access. Due to 
ROW constraints, easements from local property owners may be needed in order to construct bus 
shelters.” The START Board has also indicated that the bus turnouts are an important component to 
increasing regional service to Teton Valley, as well as local service between Wilson and other points 
throughout Jackson and Teton County, Wyoming. START has expressed support for formalized, safe, 
accessible bus stops to serve Wilson, WY.  

Staff Recommendation: Option A – Keep the bus turnouts as designed. The START Board and the 
project goals support providing safe bus turnouts and transit service in Wilson.  

Public engagement: Transit is not specifically addressed in the goals or vision statement of the 
WMMTP but is mentioned numerous times in the broader transportation goals discussed in the 
document. This change could potentially impact the general goals of the project (notably safety for 
transit riders) but may not require reopening the entire public engagement and planning process. 
Staff have discussed the bus turnouts with the FTA who have stated that removing them would likely 
not require amending the BUILD Grant paper grant agreement. 

Fiscal Impact: None for Option A (staff recommendation) 

5. North Side Pathway East of Fish Creek (East Segment Pathway)
Detail/Question: Whether to keep or remove the pathway segment on the north side of WY22 east of
Fish Creek that runs from the Wilson Medical Center to the residential driveway immediately west of
2nd Street.

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Includes the East Segment pathway.

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. The East Segment pathway is included. Reference Sheets
C2.0-C2.1. 
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Options: 

 Option A* Option B 
Options Keep East Segment pathway Remove East Segment pathway 

Fiscal Impact (change 
from 90% design 

estimate) 
No Change 

Estimated $300,000 immediate-
term reduction but with possible 

long-term cost increase 

Discussion: The comments suggesting removal of the East Segment pathway generally state that it is 
redundant or that it should not be constructed as part of this project because it would not (for the 
time being) connect to downtown Wilson across Fish Creek on the north side of the highway. At least 
one person commented that it will not be safe.  

Similar to the discussion of pathway connections within downtown Wilson, the rationale for including 
this segment is that it provides connectivity and direct access for people walking and on bikes. It will 
connect to residences, the Wilson Elementary School and the newly constructed pathway tunnel 
under WY22, will extend the existing pathway access along WY22 to 2nd Street, and, in the future, will 
be part of a complete pathway network connecting to downtown Wilson on the north side of WY22. It 
will provide a safe and convenient route for people wishing to travel from the HHR Ranch Road/2nd 
Street neighborhoods and the Wilson School to downtown Wilson. This addresses the multimodal 
network design principles of Connectivity, Directness, and Safety. Much as the roadway network in 
this area provides multiple routes and direct access to desired destinations, the pathway network 
approved in the WMMTP also identifies multiple routes that create convenient and safe travel options 
for residents and visitors traveling through the area.  

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends Option A. However, because the current project does not 
provide the full connection to downtown Wilson, the East Segment has less utility than it would if it 
did make the full connection across Fish Creek. Due to this current limited utility, it is not seen as a 
critically needed component at this time. If the East Segment pathway is not constructed as part of 
the current project (Option B), then it should be constructed later as part of the full connection from 
the Wilson Medical Center to downtown Wilson as approved in the WMMTP. This could be done 
when the highway bridge over Fish Creek is replaced or upgraded by WYDOT. Staff discussed this 
segment with FTA representatives, who have stated that removing it would likely NOT require 
amending the BUILD Grant paper grant agreement. 

Public engagement:  A permanent removal of this segment would substantively impact the goals of 
the WMMTP and diminish the function of the preferred design approved in the plan. This would 
require reopening the entire public engagement and planning process. However, if the removal of the 
East Segment is considered a temporary change (Option B) and there is a commitment to build the 
connection in a future project, perhaps in conjunction with the future highway reconstruction and Fish 
Creek Bridge replacement, then it would not require reopening the public engagement process. 

Fiscal Impact: Option A – None. Option B - Removing the East Segment pathway would eliminate 
approximately $300,000 from the current project cost, although this segment would have to be 
funded later and there could be a future cost increase due to inflation. 
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6. Landscaping  
Detail/Question: Whether to add irrigation conduit to the buffer strips and include street trees or 
other landscaping beyond the proposed native grasses. 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Mentions landscaping but does not provide specific 
recommendations. 

90% Plan Status: Consistent with the Concept Design. Native grasses proposed in the buffer strip. 
Irrigation conduit was recommended at the September 30, 2024 workshop but not formally added to 
the plan. Reference Sheet C0.4. 

Options: 

 Option A Option B* Option C* 

Options No change – 
native grasses Add conduit only Add conduit and street 

trees/other 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $50,000 
increase 

Estimated $85,000 
increase 

1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  

Discussion: There have been numerous requests to add street trees to the project to enhance the 
natural and rural feel of downtown Wilson and add greenery to the corridor. Street trees can have 
positive effects for traffic calming and aesthetics but require maintenance and irrigation. Tree 
maintenance would likely be the responsibility of the Parks and Recreation Department. The project 
team has proposed to add conduit for future irrigation connections to the buffer strip between the 
paths and roadway. Irrigation hookups will likely require agreements with adjacent property owners. 
Staff is exploring a street tree plan to determine where trees can be placed along the corridor. 
Installation of street trees must comply with WYDOT and other engineering standards pertaining to 
sight distance, clear zone requirements, setbacks from driveways, plowing considerations, etc. The 
number of street trees that can actually be installed may be less than is generally envisioned.  

Staff Recommendation: Option B – adding conduit is strongly recommended with an option to include 
Option C if agreements with adjacent properties can be reached for providing irrigation to street 
trees. 

Public engagement: Changes to landscaping would not require a reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: Additional costs for Option B estimated at $50,000 (2,100 LF @ $22.50 per LF + 
contingency). Option C (street trees) adds approximately $35,000. 

7. Retaining Wall and Safety Railing Style  
Detail/Question: Should the style of the retaining walls and/or the safety railings be changed? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Identifies retaining wall and safety railing locations but does not 
specify style or design details. 

90% Plan Status: Consistent with Concept Design. The 90% plans include concrete block walls with a 
54” tall metal safety railing. Reference Sheets C0.5 and C9.4. See Attachment Item #7 Wall and Railing 
Styles for examples of different wall and railing styles. 
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Options: 

 Option A Option B Option C* 

Options No change to wall 
or railing styles 

Change the wall style 
or the railing style 

Change the style of both 
the walls and the railings 

Fiscal Impact 
(change from 90% 
design estimate) 

No Change 
Variable cost 

increase depending 
on wall type selected 

Variable cost increase 
depending on railing type 

selected 

Discussion: Comments have been received that the aesthetics of the retaining walls and railings do not 
match the desired character for downtown Wilson and are too “urban.” Staff agrees that a different 
style for both the walls and the safety railings would be a better fit for Wilson and more consistent 
with what has been used on other pathway projects throughout Teton County. Options for the 
retaining walls include using a different material such as modular stone blocks, staining the walls a 
different color, or a combination of color and texture that softens the look of the walls. Railings made 
of wood or a combination of wood and metal are options. See Attachment Item #7 Wall and Railing 
Styles for examples of different wall and railing styles. Staff will present options and take direction 
from the Board on the desired style.  

Staff Recommendation: Option C – change the style/materials of both the walls and the railings to 
something that is more suited for downtown Wilson and reduce the safety railing to 42” tall. Note: 
this item may be eliminated altogether pending direction on Item #8 below. 

Public engagement: Changes to wall and/or railing styles would be in line with the goals of the 
WMMTP and would not require a reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: Variable from negligible to moderate, depending on the wall or railing type selected. 

8. Retaining Walls/Safety Railings at Nora’s, Stagecoach, TGR – Wall and Grading Options 
Detail/Question: Should the retaining walls at the Stagecoach, TGR, and Nora’s be eliminated if 
possible? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Retaining walls identified at Nora’s, Stagecoach, and TGR and 
shown on the Concept Design. 

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. There are 2-3’ tall retaining walls located directly in front of 
the existing buildings and parking lots on the Stagecoach, TGR, and Nora’s properties to accommodate 
the change in elevation from the pathway to the parking lots. Reference Sheets C1.0 (Stagecoach and 
TGR), C1.1 (TGR), C3.2 (Nora’s), and C10.1 (wall profiles). See Attachment Item #8 No-Wall Option for 
revised plans showing Option B. 

Options: 

 Option A Option B* 

Options Keep walls as 
designed 

Eliminate walls by sloping towards private property 
from back of curb (requires property owner consent) 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $125,000-$150,000 reduction 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  
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Discussion: Public comments have stated opinions that the proposed retaining walls are too urban and 
could inhibit wildlife movement. Comments have suggested to segment and/or step the retaining 
walls or replace the retaining walls with grading.  

The retaining walls were designed as a needed element to make up vertical grade differences 
between the roadway/pathway section elevation and that of the adjacent private properties. At the 
Stagecoach and Nora’s, the walls are located at the edge of the right of way and serve to preserve 
parking spaces on the private property to the maximum extent possible. The walls are located in the 
existing paved parking areas and are directly in front of the existing buildings, which also pose a 
barrier to wildlife mobility. At TGR there is an existing wall in the same location as the proposed wall 
on the outside edge of the existing sidewalk. The new wall would be slightly higher and would serve to 
limit grading onto the property and save the existing trees along the property frontage. 

 
As depicted in the diagram above, the design proposed in the 90% plans shows the components 
outside the curb (the buffer area and pathway) sloping up as they go out from the curb towards the 
edge of the right of way, to direct drainage back to the curb and gutter and away from the adjacent 
properties. The project team has developed a modified design that would eliminate the need for 
retaining walls in these three locations by reversing the slope of the buffer and pathway so that it 
angles down from the back of the curb and drains towards the adjacent properties. The buffer 
between the road and pathway would have a noticeable grade of 6:1 which allows the buffer to make 
up the majority of the elevation change between the road and the adjacent property. The pathway 
needs to be no greater than 2% cross slope from one edge of the path the to the other to meet ADA 
requirements. Outside the pathway, the wall would be replaced by a sloped grass area and a standard 
6” curb at the base of the slope. 



           Board of County Commissioners - Staff Report 

Service ● Excellence ● Collaboration ● Accountability ● Positivity ● Innovation 
 

Matters from Staff Agenda Item # 

Option A channels the roadway and pathway runoff to the gutter, while Option B channels the 
roadway runoff to the gutter and the pathway runoff to the adjacent property. So, while Option B 
does drain the pathway onto the adjacent property, the design is still a significant improvement over 
the existing conditions which currently drains all runoff from the centerline of the roadway onto the 
adjacent property. See Attachment Item #8 No-Wall Option for revised plans showing Option B. 

Staff Recommendation: Option B. This option will require consent from the adjacent property owners 
to allow the pathway to drain onto their property but does not otherwise encroach onto the property. 
Overall, Option B (without retaining walls) is a substantial improvement from the proposed 90% 
design with retaining walls. 

Public engagement: Eliminating the walls and railings would be in line with the goals of the WMMTP, 
would allow for better wildlife permeability, and would not require a reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: Significant reduction from the 90% plans (estimated $125,000-$150,000). Grading and a 
6” curb are less expensive than retaining walls and railings. 

9. Edmiston Springs Retaining Walls – Wall and Grading Options  
Detail/Question: Should the retaining walls at Edmiston Springs be replaced by a fill slope or shorter 
wall/fill slope combination if possible? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Retaining walls identified at Edmiston Springs and shown on the 
Concept Design. See Attachment Item #9 Edmiston Springs Wall and Fill Options for revised plans 
showing Options A and B. 

90% Plan Status: Same as Concept Design. There are retaining walls north and south of the 
roadway/pathway ranging from 2’-9’ tall. Reference Sheets C1.1 (north side), C3.2 (south side), and 
C10.1 (wall profiles). See attachments for revised plans showing Option B. 

Options: 

 Option A Option B* 

Options Keep walls as designed Replace walls with graded slopes or 
shorter wall/fill slope combo 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $50,000-$100,000 reduction 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  

Discussion: The proposed retaining walls at Edmiston Springs have generated significant comments on 
the project, mostly regarding concerns about wildlife mobility and aesthetics.  

The retaining walls are designed as a needed element to make up the vertical grade difference 
between the roadway/pathway section elevation and the spring elevation and to minimize impacts to 
the adjacent wetland areas, vegetation, and open water in and around Edmiston Springs. The existing 
roadway fill is approximately 9’ above the spring and the overall footprint fills approximately 75 linear 
feet of the spring from the north side to the south side of the roadway. There is a 36” culvert that 
conveys water underneath the roadway. 

Generally, when faced with potential impacts to wetland areas, the directive is to first avoid impacts, 
if possible, then minimize impacts, and lastly, mitigate any impacts. The retaining walls limit the 
impacts to wetlands to a very small area (0.035 acres) and less than 5 linear feet of additional fill, but 
have potential negative impacts to wildlife mobility and aesthetics. 
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An alternative would be to construct a fill slope or a combination of a fill slope with a reduced 
retaining wall to make up the grade change from the roadway/pathway section elevation down to the 
spring. A fill slope would have greater wetland impacts but is a better choice for wildlife mobility and 
aesthetics. The fill slope option would require the culvert to be extended on both sides of the roadway 
and would increase the linear distance of fill by approximately 20 feet on the north side and 10 feet on 
the south side. The County owns the parcel on the north side, but the south side parcel is privately 
owned, so the culvert extension (and possible headwall construction for the combo option) would 
require permission from the owner. See Attachment Item #9 Edmiston Springs Wall and Fill Options 
for revised plans showing Options A and B. 

 Retaining Wall Option Fill Slope/Combo Option 
Wetland Impacts Less (.035 acres) More (<0.1 acres) 
Wildlife Mobility Worse Better 

Aesthetics Worse (walls are not visible from 
the roadway but railings are). Better 

Cost $$$ $-$$ (depending on mitigation) 
Property Impacts Less (none) More (culvert extension and fill) 

The area of wetlands that the fill slope option would impact would be less than 0.1 acres (the 
threshold for the Army Corps of Engineers mitigation requirement) but the exact area is not known 
and may not be able to be fully assessed until spring. 

Staff Recommendation: Option B. Staff recommends the graded slope option given the strong 
resistance to retaining walls and safety railings, and the benefits for wildlife mobility, aesthetics, and 
cost. Either option will require careful consideration of the various environmental impacts and values 
as well as a review of planning and permitting implications. 

Public engagement: Eliminating the walls and railings would be in line with the goals of the WMMTP 
and would not require a reopening of public engagement. However, both options carry impacts to 
different resources, so either option will require careful consideration and should take into account 
input from planning and environmental experts. 

Fiscal Impact: The fill slope option could provide significant savings, but this depends on the amount 
of wetland mitigation work that would be needed. The elimination of the walls could save $50,000-
$100,000. 

10. Edmiston Springs Culvert  
Detail/Question: Should the existing culvert under WY22 at Edmiston Springs be replaced with a larger 
culvert that would facilitate fish and small animal passage? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: The WMMTP did not directly address the Edmiston Springs 
culvert, but the plan’s goals specifically support “ecological resiliency, wildlife corridor preservation, 
[and] protected water resources.” 

90% Plan Status: Consistent with the Concept Design. Does not replace the existing culvert. Reference 
Sheet C1.1.  
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Options: 

 Option A Option B* 
Options Keep the existing culvert Replace with a larger culvert 

Fiscal Impact (change 
from 90% design 

estimate) 
No Change 

Estimated increase of $150,000 
(engineering) plus $1,000,000 
(construction) = $1.15M total 

additional cost 

Discussion: The desire for improved wildlife mobility in downtown Wilson has been a major concern 
expressed in some of the public comments. Staff has identified an opportunity to replace the existing 
36” tall culvert with a concrete box culvert that would provide greater vertical clearance. Replacing 
the culvert will require significant analysis, design, and permitting work, some of which cannot be 
performed until spring when the ground will be visible and geotechnical analysis can be done, so 
information about the cost, feasibility, and possible benefits of this item is currently limited.  

Teton County staff are exploring design options to determine how much extra vertical clearance 
would be achievable. The exact increase was not known at the time of drafting this staff report, but 
staff hopes that the engineering work will have progressed enough to have an accurate estimate for 
the meeting. Based on the current elevation of the road, it does not appear that it will be possible to 
create enough clearance for the box culvert to be usable by moose or other large mammals, but it 
likely would be enough to provide a benefit for fish and small mammals. 

Construction will have a significant impact on vehicular traffic flow on WY22, so there will need to be 
extensive coordination with WYDOT to develop a robust traffic control plan.  

Staff Recommendation: Option B. There is a tangible benefit for the area’s natural resources, but there 
is a significant cost as well.   

Public engagement: Replacing the culvert would be in line with the goals of the WMMTP, as well as 
with the goals of the Teton County Wildlife Crossings Master Plan, although this specific location is not 
prioritized in the plan. It would not require a reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: Significant. Planning and engineering is estimated at $150,000, and construction is 
estimated at $1,000,000, for a total of $1.15M. There is a considerable amount of engineering and 
permitting required. Installation of a box culvert will require excavating the entire roadway which will 
require a complex traffic control plan. See Attachment Item #10 Edmiston Springs Culvert for a scope 
of work and proposals from Jorgensen Associates and Biota Consulting. 

11. West St. Crosswalk and RRFB  
Detail/Question: Should a Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) be added at the crosswalk at 
West St./Fall Creek Rd.? If WYDOT does not allow the RRFB, should the proposed crosswalk also be 
removed? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Shows a crosswalk and mentions that “an RRFB may also be 
considered at this location.” 

90% Plan Status: Consistent with WMMTP. A crosswalk is shown for West St., but no RRFB is shown. 
Reference Sheets C6.1 and C9.4 
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Options: 

 Option A Option B* 
Options No change (No RRFB) Add the RRFB 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $70,000 increase 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  

Discussion: Comments on this intersection have been nearly unanimous in support of adding an RRFB. 
Staff and the design team concur and had already planned to submit the request to WYDOT to allow 
an RRFB on the east leg of the Fall Creek/West Street/WY22 intersection as suggested in the WMMTP. 
See Attachment Item #11 RRFB Memo for a memo to WYDOT analyzing the intersection and 
requesting the RRFB. A key question to consider is whether to remove the crosswalk markings on 
WY22 if the RRFB is not permitted. Would it still be safe to have a marked crosswalk here without an 
RRFB? 

This section of road has the same road characteristics (< 30 mph, AADT 9k-15k, 3 lanes, no raised 
median) as Ida Lane, and thus also considered by the "FWHA Proven Safety Countermeasure Guide" as 
an acceptable candidate for an RRFB. The 2018 pedestrian counts recorded 4 pedestrian crossings 
within a peak hour. This is less than the 13 recorded near Ida Lane, but West St. has the following 
qualitative reasons for it to be considered a priority crossing within Wilson: 

o Primary commercial destinations the Stagecoach (northwest corner) and Basecamp (southeast 
corner) are adjacent to the intersection and generate need for pedestrians to cross WY22 
from the nearby residences coming from the north along West St (within 250 linear feet [lf]) 
and from the south along Lundy Lane/N. Fall Creek Rd (within 400 lf). 

o The proposed shared use paths will cross this intersection on both the north and south side, 
generating future crossing bike/ped traffic. 

o Ida Lane and West Street serve as the two primary pedestrian circulatory points for both 
residential and commercial access within the center of downtown Wilson, and thus would 
provide the most benefit for an enhanced RRFB crossing. 

Staff Recommendation: Option B. If the RRFB is not permitted, the County should consider removing 
the crosswalk striping across WY22. 

Public engagement: Adding the RRFB would be in line with the goals of the WMMTP and would not 
require a reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: The cost of an additional RRFB for West St. is estimated at $70,000. 

12. Gateway Monuments/Signage  
Detail/Question: Should gateway elements such as a structure or signage be added? Should they be 
included as part of this project or pursued as a separate effort? Should management of gateway 
elements be added to the Pathways program’s responsibilities? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: The WMMTP identifies gateway elements as one of the six key 
goals and an effective tool for slowing traffic speeds and maintaining rural character. 

90% Plan Status: The 90% plans do not include gateway elements, but they were recommended as 
part of the WMMTP (reference the WMMTP p. 50-51).   
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Options: 

 Option A Option B Option C* 

Options No change 
Add gateway elements to 

current project and 
relocate east gateway sign 

Add gateway elements and sign 
relocation as a separate project or 

independent community effort 

Fiscal 
Impact1 No Change Estimated $15,000-

$85,000 increase 

No change to current project. 
Estimated $15,000-$85,000 future 

cost to County or third party. 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  

Discussion: Numerous comments have been submitted supporting the addition of gateway elements 
and relocating the existing sign on the east end of Wilson to a more visible location. Gateway 
elements are identified in the WMMTP as a traffic calming and community enhancement opportunity. 
The WMMTP states: 

(Goal 2) Use natural features to establish a gateway into the community. The use of 
community gateways and streetscape enhancements such as landscaping, medians, or 
maximum setbacks will reinforce Wilson’s unique character while also calming traffic speeds 
on WY-22. 

Encouraging safe speeds for motorists entering Wilson and preserving Wilson’s unique 
character were two commonly cited requests from Wilson residents. Developing a gateway 
monument and associated landscaping, especially for motorists entering town from Teton 
Pass, can help signal to visitors that they are entering a community and slower traffic speeds 
should be expected. 

Staff supports the inclusion of gateway elements in Wilson. The main questions for the County 
concern timing, responsibility for project management and costs, and long-term 
maintenance/ownership. If gateway elements are added, would they be installed as part of the 
current project or through some other process? Staff feels that the development of new 
gateway elements should be a community-driven process. Long-term maintenance, capital 
funding, and ownership are also considerations. Should the long-term maintenance and 
ownership of gateway elements fall under the responsibility of the County Pathways program, a 
different County department, or a third (non-County) party? 

Staff Recommendation: Option C. Staff recommends adding gateway features as a separate project or 
as an independent effort. Due to workload issues and the amount of time and coordination this type 
of project could require, staff does not recommend adding this as part of the current project. These 
projects should be pursued as a community-based effort or as a separate project managed by the 
County or an independent (non-County) party at a later date. Staff has previously provided assistance 
with moving the east gateway sign by coordinating stakeholders and the Jackson Hole Land Trust to 
find a suitable location for the sign and outlining the process for Land Trust approval. However, the 
relocation of the east gateway sign has not yet occurred. 

Public engagement: Adding gateway elements is in line with the goals of the WMMTP and would not 
require a reopening of public engagement. 
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Fiscal Impact: A future effort could develop a cost estimate. Preliminary estimates for sign relocation 
are $5,000-$10,000 and staff time. A new gateway feature could range from $10,000-$75,000 (or 
more) plus staff time. 

13. Wayfinding/Informational Signage  
Detail/Question: Should wayfinding and/or informational signage be added to the project? 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: Wayfinding signage is briefly mentioned as a possible 
enhancement but is not included in detail. 

90% Plan Status: Consistent with the WMMTP. The current plan does not identify any wayfinding or 
informational signage. Reference Sheets C6.0-C6.8. 

Options: 

 Option A Option B* 

Options No wayfinding or informational 
signage 

Add wayfinding and/or 
informational signage 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Estimated $3,000-$10,000 increase 
1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  

Discussion: Many comments have expressed concerns about the possibility of cyclists, particularly e-
bikes, travelling too fast on the pathway. As discussed in Item #2, the expectation that cyclists operate 
at a safe speed is reasonable and realistic, and staff recommends that the project incorporate 
elements that discourage fast speeds by cyclists on the pathway. One way to communicate and 
encourage desired behaviors is through informational signage describing the standard expected 
pathway etiquette messages, such as “Travel to the Right, Pass on the Left,” “Pass Safely—Ring your 
bell or say ‘On Your Left’,” “Travel at a safe speed,” etc. 

Wayfinding signage could also be considered. This has not been raised as a concern in public 
comments, but wayfinding signage is commonly included in pathway projects. The County already has 
a pathway wayfinding signage system, so this would be relatively easy to incorporate (unless there 
was a desire to create a different style/motif for wayfinding signs for Wilson). 

Staff Recommendation: Option B. Creating a signage plan for wayfinding and informational signs and 
installing signs could be done as part of the current project or as a separate follow-up to the project. 

Public engagement: Adding wayfinding or informational signage is in line with the goals of the 
WMMTP and would not require a reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: Estimated $3,000-$10,000. 

14. Amenities   
Detail/Question: Option to add amenities such as benches, public art, interpretive signage, or other 
elements. 

WMMTP Approved Concept Design: The WMMTP does not specifically mention amenities, but 
amenities are related to some of the goals highlighted in the WMMTP including traffic calming, 
community character, and encouraging active transportation in downtown Wilson. 

90% Plan Status: Consistent with the Concept Design. Nothing has been identified or included. 
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Options: 

 Option A Option B* 
Options No amenities Identify locations for possible amenities 

Fiscal Impact1 No Change Future amenities costs to be determined and budgeted 
through separate project process 

1Fiscal impacts are noted in relation to changes from what is proposed in the 90% plans.  

Discussion: The term “amenities” describes any element that adds value, convenience, or comfort to 
the user experience. These include items such as benches, water fountains, interpretive signs, public 
art, and pocket parks. Amenities have not been mentioned much in public comment for this project, 
but the Pathways program receives frequent requests for seating (benches) and other amenities for 
downtown commercial areas and on the pathways system in general. Similar to Item #13 above, 
amenities could provide a pathway “traffic calming” effect that could slow down faster cyclists by 
adding friction to the edges of the pathways within the downtown Wilson core area. They can also 
add value to the user experience, provide a place for people to stop and chat with friends (which helps 
strengthen community), serve as a meeting place, or simply create a visual focal point to break up the 
homogeneity of a corridor. 

Staff Recommendation: Staff is neutral on this item but generally supports Option B. A full amenities 
plan may be too much to add to the project and outside of staff’s work plan. Staff recommends a 
smaller task of identifying candidate areas as placeholders for future installation of amenities such as 
benches.  

Public engagement: Adding amenities is in line with the goals of the WMMTP and would not require a 
reopening of public engagement. 

Fiscal Impact: A typical bench installation costs $4,000-$6,000 depending on the amount of site prep 
required. Other amenities can range in cost from $1,000 for interpretive signs to $25,000+ for a 
pocket park. Additional amenities could be installed later.  

• Design Elements – Summary 
A table summarizing the Design Element Options is included in the attachments. 

• Other Frequently Asked Questions/Information Items 
The following is a list of topics that come up as frequent questions and may be discussed in more detail at the 
meeting but are not proposed as options for design changes. 

1. How was the design for the Fish Creek pathway bridge selected?  
See Attachments - Fish Creek Bridge History 

Over the course of 5+ years, Teton County pursued multiple avenues to find a way across Fish Creek in 
the most cost effective and aesthetically compatible way possible while still meeting the need to 
provide safe connectivity for the Wilson-Stilson Pathway project and the longer-term goal of 
multimodal connections to and through Downtown Wilson. The attached Fish Creek Bridge History 
documents the extensive efforts that were made by the County to either not have to construct a 
separate bridge at all or to construct a low-profile bridge far enough south that it wouldn’t be affected 
by a future replacement of the highway bridge. Despite multiple years trying to work with WYDOT and 
adjacent property owners, the County was unsuccessful in these efforts and, by early 2022, it was 
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clear that the County’s only option was to construct a separate bridge in the space between the 
existing highway bridge and the right of way. This required free spanning a distance of just under 200 
feet while working directly beneath overhead power lines. The bottom chord of the bridge could be 
no lower than the bottom of the existing highway bridge, and the structural depth of the bridge was 
determined by the length of the span. These parameters and constraints are what dictated the 
structure’s design. On May 5th, 2022, the BCC reviewed options for the Wilson School Crossing and 
the Fish Creek Bridge design. The board approved the bridge design with the shortest overall profile 
based on four style options and directed staff to proceed with final design and installation. 

2. How does the project affect wildlife mobility? 
Transportation facilities such as roadways and pathways can potentially create barriers to wildlife 
mobility. In downtown Wilson, there are numerous existing barriers to wildlife mobility, including the 
highway, buildings, and fences that run behind the businesses. The Downtown Wilson project 
proposes to add a third vehicle lane (widening the highway in some areas), which is of some concern 
to wildlife given the high hazard posed to wildlife by automobiles. However, downtown Wilson 
currently does not have a high rate of vehicle-wildlife collisions and was not identified as a collision 
hot spot or priority crossing area in the Teton County Wildlife Crossings Master Plan. Additionally, the 
posted speed through downtown is 25mph, so while the addition of a third lane does increase the 
distance animals have to cross, it may not necessarily pose a significant threat to wildlife. Similarly, the 
presence of a pathway/sidewalk in an already heavily developed area is generally not a major concern 
for wildlife permeability. Pathways will be contained within the right of way adjacent to the highway 
and mostly in already impacted areas where there is currently compacted gravel or asphalt and do not 
pose significant barriers above those that already exist. Many public comments have expressed 
concern about retaining walls associated with the pathways in downtown Wilson. Other than at 
Edmiston Springs, the walls would be located directly in front of existing buildings and parking areas, 
and there would still be permeability throughout the downtown Wilson area. While the actual impact 
of the walls on wildlife mobility is not definitive, it is undoubtedly better to not have walls. The 
proposal to replace the walls with graded slopes would eliminate concerns about wildlife barriers and 
should be pursued. According to several wildlife advocacy groups, “one of the biggest existing 
deterrents to wildlife permeability is the 448 foot long, 6 foot tall privacy fence that runs on the north 
side of Ward Lane, behind the businesses on the south side of Highway 22.”2 The wildlife groups 
recommend exploring opportunities to remove this barrier as well.  

3. How will stormwater and runoff be treated? Will water quality and runoff into Fish Creek and 
Edmiston Springs improve? 
The proposed improvements include facilities to capture and treat stormwater before it makes its way 
into local waterways. The storm water runoff that currently goes untreated and eventually to Fish 
Creek would, post-project, go to a treatment unit for removal of suspended solids and oil/grease and 
then to a bioswale before going to Edmiston Spring and then Fish Creek. Wyoming DEQ will be part of 
the design review team to evaluate the proposed stormwater treatment improvements. The project 
will result in an improvement in water quality being discharged into local waterways. 

  
 

2     12/20/24 Letter from Jackson Hole Conservation Alliance and Jackson Hole Wildlife Foundation to Teton County 
Commissioners 
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4. Where will vehicles with failed brakes or other emergencies pull over? 
WYDOT has jurisdiction over the roadway section and right of way and has approved the 3-lane 
section as proposed in the plans. Even though there is only a narrow shoulder proposed through 
downtown Wilson, the 3-lane section will provide sufficient space for vehicles to pull over in 
emergency situations and still maintain two-way traffic. Additionally, there is much wider shoulder 
space available just outside of downtown across Fish Creek approximately 1000 feet east of the 
bottom of the Pass. 

5. Why is the shoulder parking and other right of way parking being removed? 
The scoping process for the Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan included requests from WYDOT to 
remove the on-street parking and delineate formal accesses and off-street parking areas outside of 
the public right of way to improve safety for motorists and maintenance workers and improve 
conditions for walking and biking through downtown Wilson. These recommendations from WYDOT 
remained consistent throughout the development of the Wilson Multimodal Plan. The WMMTP goals 
include “Formalize business access, circulation, and parking.” WYDOT’s letter concurring with the 
preferred concept of the WMMTP reiterates their support of the formalized access and parking. In 
terms of spatial constraints, the addition of a third vehicle lane (the two-way left turn lane) and 
provision of even basic accommodations for pedestrians and bicyclists require using most of the right 
of way, and there is not sufficient space in the public right of way to also provide for on-street parking 
serving the adjacent private properties. The project design has retained maximum parking for business 
use by utilizing the available area on the private properties. The design team has also explored ways to 
retain some of the existing on-street parking, which would require obtaining a narrow (3-4’) easement 
from the adjacent property owner, but the adjacent property owner is not interested in pursuing this. 

6. How are the locations and widths for driveway accesses determined? 
Proposed access widths and locations are designed to meet or exceed WYDOT access standards while 
balancing vehicle turning movements with pedestrian safety. Each access was evaluated to ensure 
that the width and location accommodates the necessary turning movements for the standard 
vehicles that will be accessing the properties. Driveways and roadways should be wide enough to 
accommodate the necessary turning movements but not overly wide that pedestrian safety is 
compromised. 

7. Where will snow be plowed? Will the pathways be plowed? 
Snow from the highway will be plowed outside the curb and gutter and stored in the buffer area 
between the roadway and the pathways. Snow may also be stored between the outside edge of the 
pathway and the right of way where space is available. It is possible that plowed snow may have to be 
hauled away in heavy snow years. The County may opt to plow the pathways through downtown 
Wilson. Currently, the County contracts snowplowing for other roads and pathways in the Wilson area 
and staff recommends adding the downtown segments to those plowing contracts. 

8. Why is the highway being expanded to three lanes? 
WYDOT is responsible for the design and operation of WY22. All planning documents and 
communications from WYDOT since at least the 2014 22/390 Planning and Environmental Linkage 
Study have consistently stated the intention to add a center turn lane to the roadway cross section in 
downtown Wilson. (Some of the planning documents also mention a raised median). The WMMTP 
project vision statement notes the requirement for “continuing to serve regional transportation needs 
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for WY22 that connects Teton County, Wyoming and Teton County, Idaho.” Initial scoping comments 
and all further input from WYDOT on the WMMTP required the three-lane section. Inclusion of a two-
way left turn lane through the commercial core will help improve access to local businesses, 
particularly during the peak hour when gaps in traffic are infrequent. It will help facilitate turning 
movements on and off the highway and will reduce delays experienced for through-traffic. 

9. How is the speed limit set in and around downtown Wilson? 
WYDOT sets the posted speed limits on WY22. This process typically involves a speed study and using 
85% percentile speeds to determine the appropriate posted speed limit. The downtown Wilson 
project does not propose any changes to posted speed limits. Local communities can request a review 
of the posted speed limit.   

10. Why does the project have curb and gutter? Is it necessary? 
The WMMTP notes that the curb and gutter is necessary to fit the widened highway, pedestrian 
and bicycle improvements, and other proposed improvements within the existing right of way. It 
allows more efficient use of the ROW space than using traditional shoulders. It also allows for 
more formalized access management of the corridor and helps control the haphazard shoulder 
parking that currently occurs. The plan notes that, despite these benefits, curb and gutter does 
somewhat detract from the rural character of Wilson and requires the treatment of stormwater 
before discharging it into local waterways, but these tradeoffs are necessary for the overall 
project. 

11. What traffic calming elements are or are not included? Why? 
Traffic calming is discussed extensively in the WMMTP and prior planning efforts as a desired feature 
and is a common request for downtown Wilson. The WMMTP proposes a few elements to help calm 
traffic, such as the reduced shoulder width (1’ shoulders adjacent to curb and gutter), 11’ wide travel 
lanes (narrower than is used on the higher speed stretches of WY22), curb and gutter, marked 
pedestrian crossings, gateway elements, and possible street trees or other landscaping. There are 
other effective traffic calming measures that have been shown in past planning efforts but were not 
approved in the WMMTP. The most notable is a raised median, which is an effective tool to slow 
vehicle speeds and provide refuge for pedestrians crossing the road, but is not feasible in downtown 
Wilson due to roadway geometry, maintenance, and snow removal challenges. 

• Next Steps and Timeline 
The next steps in delivering the project to bid include: 

• Receive direction from Board on design options 
• Update 90% plans for WYDOT review (95% plan set) 
• Finalize plans – incorporate edits and comments from 95% plans into the Final Plan Set 
• Obtain Temporary Construction Easements (in progress) 
• Prepare Project Manual and Bid Documents 
• Obtain Army Corps, WYDOT, and Teton County permits 
• Advertise for bids 

The original goal was to start construction in spring 2025 and complete the project in a single construction 
season; this is highly unlikely given the delays in the 90% plan set review process and the substantial changes 
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that may occur late in the project development. It is likely that two construction seasons (2025 and 2026) will 
be needed. The latest project schedule shows April 2025 as the earliest possible date for releasing bids. The 
County’s agreement with the Federal Transit Administration for the BUILD Grant requires that the project will 
be fully completed before September 2027.  

Stakeholder Analysis & Involvement: 
It is highly likely that the Downtown Wilson project has been provided the most extensive stakeholder 
outreach and engagement of any project in the County’s history. Teton County has conducted extensive public 
engagement work on this project over five years and involving dozens of public meetings, community events, 
targeted outreach, and individual meetings. The engagement encompassed several interrelated projects 
including the development of the Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan, the design process for Wilson 
Downtown project, and the larger Teton Mobility Corridor Improvements (BUILD Grant) process. 

The planning history for the WY22 corridor in and around Wilson dates back decades, some of which is 
documented in the WMMTP. Stakeholder and general public outreach for the most recent iteration of the 
Wilson-area projects, including the Wilson-Stilson Pathway, the Downtown Wilson project, and the Stilson 
Transit Center and other projects, started in earnest in 2017. Because the Wilson-Stilson Pathway and the 
Downtown Wilson projects are directly connected, there was considerable overlap in the outreach and 
planning processes for the two.  

Public outreach for the Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan started in 2019 and ran through 2022. It is 
documented in the WMMTP and included three public open houses, numerous steering committee meetings, 
individual stakeholder interviews, extensive coordination with WYDOT and local stakeholders, and public 
meetings to approve the Plan. 

For the Downtown Wilson Multimodal Improvements design process, staff has continued to coordinate closely 
with WYDOT, local stakeholder groups, and key interested parties (property and business owners in the 
project area). The general public has been kept informed through public open houses, including a review of 
the 30% design at the Old Wilson Schoolhouse in December 2023 and the Transportation Expos at Jackson 
Hole Middle School and the Wilson School in February 2024. The 90% design was publicly reviewed at the 
September 30, 2024 BCC Workshop and a community Open House at the Wilson School in October 2024.  

Additionally, County staff has hand delivered project information to every property owner and business in the 
project corridor, and has met individually with dozens of property/business owners to discuss project details 
and concerns. County staff and elected officials have met with dozens of project stakeholders on more than 
ten site visits to downtown Wilson over the last three months. 

The following is a timeline of selected public meetings, events, and other opportunities for public engagement 
in the various Wilson area projects since 2018. This list does not include every event or any of the press 
releases or news articles covering the projects, but is simply a representation of some of the opportunities 
that were available and advertised to the general public. 

2018 
April – Wilson-Stilson Pathway design contract approved – BCC 
September – Community Open House on Wilson-Stilson project – Old Wilson Schoolhouse 
October – Workshop to initiate Wilson Corridor planning – BCC 
November – Request to WYDOT approved for Wilson Corridor planning partnership - BCC 

2019 
January – Wilson-Stilson workshop - BCC 
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April – Approval of MOU with WYDOT for Wilson Corridor planning - BCC 
December – Wilson Multimodal Corridor Study contract approved - BCC 

2020 
March – Downtown Wilson Plan Public Open House – Old Wilson Schoolhouse 
March – BUILD projects workshop - BCC 
May – BUILD grant application approved - BCC 
September – Virtual Open House on Downtown Wilson Plan 

2021 
July – BUILD grant engineering consultant contract approved - BCC 
October – Teton BUILD grant website goes live 
October – Yellowstone Teton Clean Cities Coalition BUILD grant projects presentation 
November – BUILD Grant quarterly update – BCC and Town Council 
December – Chamber of Commerce Business Over Breakfast 
December – Contract update for Wilson Multimodal project – BCC 
December – Wilson Workshop for HHR and Fish Creek crossings – BCC 

2022 
January – Downtown Wilson Final Plan Review – BCC 
January – Chamber of Commerce Business Over Breakfast 
February – Final Downtown Wilson Plan Approval – BCC 
March – County Connection Open House at Recreation Center 
May – Fish Creek Bridge BCC workshop 
May – BUILD projects cost estimate presentation for BCC 
September – BUILD Grant Paper Agreement approved - BCC 
November – Transportation Alternatives SPET wins almost 60% of the vote 
December – Transportation Open House at Old Wilson Schoolhouse 

2023 
January – START Board retreat BUILD projects presentation 
January – Stilson Transit Center Open House at Teton Science Schools 
May – Rotary luncheon BUILD projects presentation 
November – Joint Monthly Meeting BUILD projects presentation 
December – Flyer distribution to all Downtown Wilson project area businesses and property owners 
December - Teton BUILD Grant Update on Wilson Projects at Old Wilson Schoolhouse 

2024 
February – Wyoming Society of Professional Engineers BUILD projects presentation 
February – Kiwanis Club BUILD projects presentation 
February – Regional Transportation Expo at JH Middle School 
February – Regional Transportation Expo at Wilson Elementary School 
March – Teton County, Idaho and Teton County, Wyoming BUILD projects presentation 
April – Teton Transportation Coalition BUILD grants projects presentation 
May – START Board meeting BUILD grant projects presentation 
September – Downtown Wilson 90% design review at BCC 
October – Downtown Wilson 90% Open House at Old Wilson Schoolhouse 
October, November, December – Project stakeholder site visits and walkthroughs 
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Fiscal Impact: 
Due to the requests for additional design options at the 90% stage, there has been a significant impact to the 
project’s engineering and design budget. Staff and the consultant are in the process of tabulating the total 
costs incurred so far, but it appears that the entire engineering budget for this project component of the 
Teton Mobility Corridor Improvements (BUILD) contract has been used up with the latest round of design 
work. The consultant may be able to shift budget from other projects in the larger TMCI contract to cover 
some of the remaining Wilson costs. However, dependent upon how many additional design options and 
variables are introduced at this stage, future design and engineering costs may be significant. Changes to the 
project construction costs are also potentially significant, depending on which elements are approved. Staff 
will present an update on the additional design and engineering fees at the BCC January 7, 2024 meeting.   

Staff Impact: This project has generated the greatest impact to Pathways staff of any project in the last 18 
years. There has been significant impact to staff from multiple departments over the course of the entire 
project, and the impact has increased considerably since the September 30, 2024 BCC workshop. Over the last 
three months, Pathways staff time alone has exceeded 200 hours, and there have been significant additional 
impacts to staff from Public Works, Legal, START, and Administration departments of more than 200 
cumulative hours. 

Legal Review: Gingery and Moore 

Staff Input / Recommendation: Staff is recommending that the Board provide direction on all fourteen design 
option items and direct staff to proceed to final design and bidding to keep the project on a timeline for 
possibly starting construction in 2025. This will limit further staff impacts and fiscal impacts and will reduce 
the risk of project delays and BUILD Grant delinquencies. 

Attachments: 
1. September 30, 2024 BCC Workshop Staff Report Link: 

a.  https://tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31262/Workshop-Downtown-Wilson-
Multimodal-Transportation-Improvements-Project-Update 

2. Wilson Multimodal Plan link: 
a. https://tetoncountywy.gov/2475/Wilson-Multi-Modal-Transportation-Plan 

3. Wilson Active Transportation Improvements 90% Plans: 
a.  https://www.tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31256/Downtown-Wilson-Active-

Transportation-Improvements---90-Plans---20240924 
4. Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan Photo Rendering 
5. Item #3 – Stamped and Colored Asphalt 
6. Item #7 – Wall and Railing Styles 
7. Item #8 – No-Wall Option 
8. Item #9 – Edmiston Springs Wall and Fill Options 
9. Item #10 – Edmiston Springs Culvert 
10. Item #11 – RRFB Memo 
11. Design Options Summary Table 
12. Fish Creek Bridge History 

  

https://tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31262/Workshop-Downtown-Wilson-Multimodal-Transportation-Improvements-Project-Update
https://tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31262/Workshop-Downtown-Wilson-Multimodal-Transportation-Improvements-Project-Update
https://tetoncountywy.gov/2475/Wilson-Multi-Modal-Transportation-Plan
https://www.tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31256/Downtown-Wilson-Active-Transportation-Improvements---90-Plans---20240924
https://www.tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/31256/Downtown-Wilson-Active-Transportation-Improvements---90-Plans---20240924
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Suggested Motion: 
I move to:  

A) Approve the Wilson Active Transportation Improvements project with the following design options:  

Item 1: Option A – Keep the north side pathway as approved in the WMMTP; 

Item 2: Option A – Keep the pathway width at 10’ as approved in the WMMTP; 

Item 3: Option C – Replace the pathway surfacing with stamped, colored asphalt; 

Item 4: Option A – Keep the bus turnouts as approved in the WMMTP; 

Item 5: Option A – Keep the East Segment pathway as approved in the WMMTP; 

Item 6: Option C – Add irrigation conduit and street trees; 

Item 7: Option C – Change the style of the retaining walls and safety railing. (Or may delete this item); 

Item 8: Option B – Eliminate the walls at the Stagecoach, TGR, and Nora’s; 

Item 9: Option B – Replace the retaining walls at Edmiston Springs with a fill slope; 

Item 10: Option B – Replace the culvert at Edmiston Springs with a larger culvert; 

Item 11: Option B – Add the RRFB at the West St./Fall Creek Rd. crossing; 

Item 12: Option C – Add gateway elements as a separate project or independent community effort; 

Item 13: Option B – Add wayfinding and/or informational signage; 

Item 14: Option B – Identify locations for possible amenities; 

And: 

B) To direct staff to advance the project to final design and bidding. 
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Attachment Item #3 – Stamped and Colored Asphalt Examples 
Asphalt can be stamped, colored, and textured to create a plaza or pedestrian-oriented feel. A few 
examples are shown below. 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 



 



Attachment Item #7 - Wall and Railing Style Examples 
There are a variety of retaining wall style options available. Concrete walls can be stained or 
textured to a wide range of different colors and finishes. A few examples are shown below. 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



Railings can be made of metal, wood, or a combination of wood and metal. A few examples are shown 
below. 
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December 24, 2024 

Mr. Brian Schilling 
Teton County Pathways Coordinator 
320 S. King St. 
Jackson, WY 83001 

RE: Downtown Wilson Edmiston Spring Culvert Replacement Fish/Small Mammal Passage Scope and Fee) 

Dear Mr. Schilling: 

Jorgensen Associates, Inc. (Jorgensen) is pleased to submit this scope of work and fee proposal for the 
replacement of the existing Edmiston Spring WY22 60-inch by 36-inch corrugated metal culvert.  The 
goal of the project is to enhance fish and small mammal passage through the culvert. This process 
includes the development of an Aquatic Organism Passage (AOP). To fully address all the AOP 
requirements specific and unique to this project, we have included Biota Design and Consulting (Biota) 
as part of our team.  

The responsibilities of our team includes: 
Jorgensen 

• Project Management
• Structure (culvert) type selection and design
• WYDOT coordination and communications
• Surveys specific to culvert design
• Geotechnical Investigation
• Culvert and WY22 Design (Concept, 60%, 90%, Contract and Permit Documents)
• Easement Coordination (this scope assumes TCE’s obtained for the BUILD Downtown

Wilson Project are sufficient)

Biota 
• AOP Design
• Hydrology and Hydraulics

Scopes of Work for Jorgensen and Biota are summarized below: 

Jorgensen Scope of Work: 

1. Project Management.
• Budget tracking/monitoring.
• Coordination and communications with project team.
• Monthly progress reports and invoicing.
• Schedule: Jorgensen will work with Teton County to identify and coordinate a schedule that reconciles the

Edmiston Spring Culvert Replacement project with the BUILD TCMI Downtown Wilson Project schedule.

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ /ƚĞŵ ηϭϬ Ͳ �ĚŵŝƐƚŽŶ ^ƉƌŝŶŐƐ �ƵůǀĞƌƚ ^ĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ tŽƌŬ ĂŶĚ WƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ
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2. Team Kickoff Scoping Meeting and Field Review 

• Coordinate roles and responsibilities, lines of communication, etc. 
• Scope of Work and Schedule Review.  
• Field Review – Review of the physical conditions and identify physical constraints (i.e. utilities) and right-of-

way and temporary construction easement limits. 
• Schedule. 

 
3. Geotechnical Investigation 

• Drill two bore holes (each end of culvert) and collect material samples 
• Laboratory testing 
• Geotechnical evaluation and recommendations 
• Install groundwater monitoring piezometers 

 
4. Supplemental Detail Topographic for Culvert Design 

• North side of WY 22 culvert inlet. 
• South side of WY 22 culvert outlet. 

 
5. Concept Design of Culvert (Note: This scope assumes no vertical changes to WY22 and Edmiston Spring stream 

elevations). 
• Structure Type Selection – based on sizing parameters/requirements from Biota: 

- Identify structure material type alternatives  
- This scope assumes a precast structure – structural will provide detail dimensions and structural 

specifications/requirements. Wingwall/headwall requirements and foundational elements will be 
designed for cast-in-place construction. 

- Identify foundation requirements 
- Edmiston Spring/groundwater mitigation options during construction 
- Right-of-Way/Easement needs and availability 
- Concept level cost opinions 

• Utility coordination. 
• Teton County Staff Review and review meeting. 
• WYDOT coordination meetings. 
• Wilson Sewer District Coordination meeting 
• Report Documenting Concept Design and Feasibility Analysis process – including selected alternative. 

 
6. 60% Design  

• Culvert Horizontal and Vertical Alignments.  
• Typical WY22 Section. 
• Water Mitigation during Construction. 
• Culver Horizontal and Vertical Design (including clearances for small mammal passage). 
• Construction Traffic Control Plan. 
• Preliminary Opinion of Construction Costs. 
• Teton County and WYDOT Review and Incorporate Comments. 
• Present at Board of County Commissioner Public Hearing/Workshop 

 
7. 90% Design 

• Advance Culvert Design level of detail to 90% 
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• Coordination and Review with Teton County and WYDOT 
• Plan and Profile Sheets 
• Typical Sections 
• Details and Quantities 
• Project Manual 

 
8. Construction Documents and Teton County Permit 

• Incorporate 90% TC Staff and WYDOT Review Comments 
• Advance 90% Plan Set to final Construction Documents 
• Construction Traffic Control Plan 
• Coordination with WYDOT 
• Finalize Project Manual 
• Prepare Teton County Grading and Erosion Control Permit Application 

 
9. Construction Administration – Assumes a 12-week Construction Schedule 

• Bidding 
• Contracting 
• Owner’s Representative – CA/CM 
• Contract Closeout – Including Record Drawings 

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this submission. 

Sincerely, 
JORGENSEN ASSOCIATES, INC. 

 

  
Reed Armijo, P.E. 
Principal Engineer 
 
cc: Mr. Chris Colligan, Teton County Public Works Project Manager 
 Ms. Heather Overholser, Teton County Public Works Director 
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Edmiston Spring Creek Fish Passage Project Proposal 

INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS 
Biota’s multidisciplinary staff specializes in the numerous areas of expertise required to advance 
Teton County’s Edmiston Spring Creek Fish Passage Project located in Wilson, Wyoming. Our 
team at Biota is pleased to submit this proposal to provide professional services to Teton County 
associated with Aquatic Organism Passage (AOP), hydraulics, hydrology, engineering, fluvial 
geomorphology, stream restoration, and project design development.  

Biota is a Jackson-based environmental consulting and licensed Professional Engineering firm that 
was established in 1980 as a corporation (an S-Corporation). Biota is a registered engineering firm 
in the state of Wyoming (EIN #83-0251789). 

1.0 PROPOSED PROJECT APPROACH 
The existing culvert on Edmiston Spring Creek appears to be a partial barrier to fish passage (due 
to impediments to fish passage during some seasonal conditions and due to impairment of fish 
passage for some age classes of native fish). The proposed project approach described below would 
include a highway crossing replacement that would address aquatic passage, improve sediment 
transport, provide for the passage if debris, and increase fluvial function.  

Biota professional staff would perform data collection, site assessment, site survey, and design 
development and refinement. Biota would work with Jorgensen Associates to provide them with 
project materials needed to complete civil, geotechnical, and (WYDOT) consultation components 
of the project. It is anticipated that the project permitting could be coupled with permitting efforts 
that are ongoing for the Wilson Downtown Improvement Project. The following subsections 
describe our approach to the elements anticipated to be required for the Edmiston Spring Creek 
Fish Passage project.  

Biota proposes to maximize the fluvial function and ecological value of projects by incorporating 
stream restoration tools during project assessment and design. Our typical approach to fluvial 
projects includes assessment of geomorphic condition, hydrologic regime, fisheries composition 
and condition, modeling of peak flow and low flow hydraulic conditions, quantification of 
sediment transport and local hydraulic conditions, and identification of wild fishery life history 
requirements. Biota would prepare all designs and construction plans for this project using various 
hydraulic modeling software packages (HEC-RAS, Fish Xing, Hydraulic Toolbox). Electronic 
copies of the final construction documents would be provided to Teton County.  

1.1 PROJECT KICKOFF  
Individual project efforts would begin with a kickoff meeting to discuss site-specific issues and 
design constraints. The kickoff meeting could be held virtually or at the project site, depending on 
the preference of Teton County. Project objectives would be outlined, and design criteria would 
be generated based on objectives. The design criteria would guide the AOP design process. In 
order to maintain the proposed project schedule, Biota would be available to attend the kickoff 
meeting as soon as possible.  

1.2 FIELD ASSESSMENT  
Professional grade GPS survey equipment would be used to collect geomorphic survey data 
describing channel morphology, floodplain characteristics, and site conditions within the project 
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area. Given the current season and the onset of winter conditions, field survey work cannot be 
accurately completed until snow recedes, which would likely occur in April of 2025. Biota 
proposes to complete geomorphic assessment and field data collection as soon as environmental 
conditions are suitable, with the intent to then advance the Edmiston Spring Creek Project in a 
manner that enables project construction to occur coincidentally with the Wilson Downtown 
Improvement Project construction. 

GPS control would be set to enable the survey data to be in real world coordinates and elevation. 
This would allow for the incorporation of available LiDAR data into project designs, as needed. 
The survey data would be used to generate existing condition data for design and hydraulic 
modeling. The stream assessment would quantify channel dimension, pattern, and profile through 
the project area, and include measurement of potential barriers to fish movement. 

Numerous aspects of channel geometry including mean and maximum depth, width-depth ratio, 
bankfull elevation, and flood-prone width would be evaluated within the project area in accordance 
with the stream simulation design approach. These data would be critical to understanding high 
flow and low water aquatic habitat and fish passage, peak flow shear stress, and sediment transport.  

If a suitable analog site (reference reach data) can be located downstream of the project sites, or in 
a nearby tributary, the analog site would be surveyed and collected morphologic data used to 
inform the project designs. In addition, Biota maintains a dataset of analog (reference reach) data 
that would be suitable for use in informing the project. We have developed this reference reach 
data set over the course of many years working in this region.  

Stream substrate, armoring, and available bedload would be investigated using pebble counts and 
subsurface sediment evaluation. Sediment data would be used during analysis and design efforts 
to investigate vertical channel stability and bedload sediment transport regime.  

1.3 HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULIC MODELING 
The hydrologic regime of the project area reach would be investigated using all available data in 
combination with statistical analysis techniques. Biota has flow data from past fluvial projects and 
assessments completed within Edmiston Spring Creek, and those data would be used to help 
quantify local hydrologic regime in this spring dominated system. Bankfull discharge would be 
determined based upon channel morphology, field-identified indicators of bankfull stage, and 
hydraulic analysis. 

Hydraulic modelling would be used to describe existing project area flow conditions based on the 
hydrologic analysis results. The hydraulic model is developed for use in computing estimates of 
velocity, flow depth, shear stress, and other hydraulic characteristics in riverine systems. Iterative 
modelling is completed in order to quantify the existing condition flood conditions (inundation 
depths, velocity, etc), and then the model is updated with the proposed site conditions. Comparison 
of output from the existing condition and proposed condition model output would be evaluated to 
ensure the effectiveness and stability of the proposed design.  

1.4 AQUATIC ORGANISMS PASSAGE AND STREAM SIMULATION 
Aquatic habitat and hydraulic conditions impacting upstream and downstream aquatic organism 
passage would be assessed in the context of native fish species, notably wild Snake River fine-
spotted cutthroat trout (SRC). Habitat resulting from existing channel and/or structure morphology 
(pool frequency, riffle length, cover, spawning habitat, refuge, diversion structures type and 
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dimension) would be quantified and assessed. Generated designs would ensure passage for all age 
classes of focal fish species during critical seasonal flow levels (both peak flow conditions during 
spring spawning and low flow conditions during out-migration, rearing, and over-wintering). In 
addition, the passage of beavers and other species of interest will be assessed.  

Culvert structure modifications or improvements would subsequently be designed as needed to 
achieve desired hydraulic conditions, design flow velocities, aquatic organism passage during all 
discharge rates, and appropriate channel stability. Instream structures would typically use native 
materials, with emphasis on utilization of wood, vegetation, root wads, and various bioengineering 
techniques. Project designs would achieve channel stability and would maximize aquatic habitat 
objectives based upon hydraulics, sediment load, and boundary conditions, and life history 
requirements of the target species.  

Biota has expertise in designing AOP projects using principles that are founded upon hydrologic 
investigations, morphologic condition, hydraulic analyses, sediment transport, and functional self-
maintaining channel morphology. We also have experience utilizing Stream Simulation Culvert 
Design techniques to develop crossing designs that achieve organism passage objectives while 
enabling natural fluvial processes. Utilizing the stream simulation design techniques ensures that 
the stream channel within the structure is representative of natural passable conditions and would 
be stable under the range of expected conditions.  

1.5 ALTERNATIVES AND CONCEPTUAL DESIGNS  
Biota has a proven track record of developing high quality designs, maintaining project schedules, 
and providing deliverables that are clear, concise, and accurate. All designs would evolve through 
an iterative process of hydraulic modeling to ensure channel stability and fish passage objectives. 
The design process would incorporate analog, empirical, and analytical design techniques. The 
Edmiston Spring Creek Fish Passage Project would include Stream Simulation design 
development and fish passage modeling based on target species (and age class) swimming abilities. 
These multiple analyses and design elements would ensure that the final design achieves:  

• Increase movement of fluvial SRC and other native fish upstream past the project location. 

• Configure infrastructure to provide fish passage at all flows. 

• Ensure the AOP design integrates properly with Hwy 22 and other project constraints. 

The design process is anticipated to include identification of at least two (2) alternatives for culvert 
replacement that meet the project goals and objectives. Culvert replacement alternatives could 
include a bottomless arch pipe, a bottomless concrete structure, an aluminum box culvert, a 
squashed pipe, a custom culvert structure, or a suite of structures. The alternatives would be 
identified and fully described within the project design materials. The pros and cons of each 
alternative, including relative cost, would be presented to Teton County, who would select the 
preferred alternative for design advancement. All presented alternatives would ensure AOP based 
upon the design criteria identified during project initiation. Example design alternatives from 
recent Biota projects are depicted in the project descriptions above.  

1.6 DESIGN DEVELOPMENT  
The advancement of the preferred alternative would involve iterative hydraulic modelling to 
ensure that the design meets the objectives of fish passage and site stability. HEC-RAS modelling 
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techniques would be conducted to quantify hydraulic characteristic for both the existing and 
proposed site conditions.  

Project design development steps will include a preliminary design (60%), the draft final design 
(90%), and the final design. Project design materials at each stage would be comprised of a basis 
of design report, design drawings that depict construction plans, construction materials quantity 
and volumes, documents, field benchmarks, and an engineer’s cost estimate of construction. The 
final design package would include all materials required for construction including technical 
specifications, material quantities, and a final engineer’s estimate of probable construction costs.  

Biota would provide the limits of disturbance and other design related information required for 
permitting. Biota staff is adept at project permitting, and we have decades of experience securing 
authorization for fluvial projects to comply with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (through the 
Army Corps of Engineers), and Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (through the Wyoming 
Department of Environmental Quality). Design and permitting materials could be provided to 
enable the Edmiston Spring Creek Project permitting to be completed within the ongoing 
Downtown Wilson Improvements Project permitting efforts, to the maximum extent feasible. 

Biota staff have decades of experience supervising construction and project implementation, and 
we would be available to complete these efforts for the Edmiston Spring Creek Fish Passage 
Project. Our office location in Jackson would enable us to readily and cost-effectively work with 
a contractor selected by Teton County to ensure that the project is constructed according to the 
plans, that project components are installed correctly, and that construction activities comply with 
any permit conditions imposed by regulatory agencies. We have experience managing projects in 
their entirety or working with project proponents in a team environment to complete construction 
staking, and construction supervision. We would be available to provide these optional 
construction oversight services under a separate contract as the project progresses, depending on 
the desires of Teton County. 

2.0 SCOPE OF WORK HOURS AND BUDGET 
Task Description          Cost 
Task 1 – Project Kickoff         $1,244 

• Project Manager/Fisheries Biologist, 4 hrs x $160 = $640 
• Professional Engineer, 2 hrs x $157 = $314 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist, 2 hrs x $145 = $290 

Task 2 – Field Assessment         $3,254 
• Project Manager/Fisheries Biologist,2 hrs x $160 = $320 
• Professional Engineer,2 hrs x $157 = $314 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist, 16 hrs x $145 = $2,320 

Task 3 – Field Alternatives and Conceptual Designs      $4,524 
• Project Manager/Fisheries Biologist,2 hrs x $160 = $320 
• Professional Engineer,12 hrs x $157 = $1,884 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist, 16 hrs x $145 = $2,320 

Task 4 – 60% Designs         $9,410 
• Project Manager/Fisheries Biologist,4 hrs x $160 = $640 
• Professional Engineer,30 hrs x $157 = $4,710 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist, 20 hrs x $145 = $2,900 
• Restoration Ecologist, 8 hrs x $145 = $1,160 

Task 5 – 90% Designs         $3,702 
• Project Manager/Fisheries Biologist,2 hrs x $160 = $320 
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• Professional Engineer, 16 hrs x $157 = $2,512 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist, 6 hrs x $145 = $870 

Task 6 – 100% Final Designs         $3,440 
• Project Manager/Fisheries Biologist,4 hrs x $160 = $640 
• Professional Engineer, 8 hrs x $157 = $1,256 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist, 8 hrs x $145 = $1,160 
• Restoration Ecologist, 2 hrs x $145 = $290 

Total Cost $25,574 

Note: Project scope of work and costs do not include regulatory agency permit application fees. 

 

3.0 RECENT PROJECTS AND REFERENCES 

Biota has completed dozens of fish passage projects during our 40+ years in business in the region. 
Biota recently completed several projects that highlight our specialties. The following project 
examples represent Biota’s recent experience working on fish passage projects and include project 
references that can attest to the professional capabilities and expertise. A list of recently completed 
fish passage projects is also included in Table 1 (below). 

Washington Department of Transportation Fish Passage Projects 
Point of Contact: Inder Atwal, Washington Department of Transportation, 360-591-5253, 
AtwalI@wsdot.wa.gov 
Location: Olympic Peninsula, Washington 

Project Description: Biota is currently working 
with a team of consultants designing four fish 
passage barrier performance management 
projects in western Washington. The projects 
are included in the federal culvert injunction 
that was issued in 2013. The permanent 
injunction requires the state to significantly 
increase the effort for removing state-owned 
culverts that block habitat for salmon and 
steelhead by 2030.  Biota’s senior staff are 
responsible for geomorphic assessment, 
analyses, hydraulic modeling, and engineering 
design for these projects.  
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Dry Fork Smiths Fork Fish Passage and Channel Restoration  
Point of Contact: Michael Fiorelli, Trout Unlimited, 435-899-1459, mike.fiorelli@tu.org 
Location: Lincoln County, Wyoming 
Project Description: Biota was contracted by a 
collaborative group that included Trout 
Unlimited, Lincoln County, WY, and the 
Bereau of Land Management to complete an 
assessment and develop a  fish passage and 
stream restoration design plan. A primary 
objective of the project was to provide 
upstream passage for Northern Leatherside 
Chub and other aquatic organisms. Additional 
project objectives were to improve roadway 
safety at the crossing and improve stream 
function and habitat throughout the project 
reach 

The crossing structure design was refined 
based upon stream simulation techniques to 
mimic natural channel conditions through the 
crossing in order to ensure passage for 
Northern Leatherside Chub. A specific size 
gradation of sediment to be placed within the 
crossing culvert was developed to optimize 
fish passage conditions based on the results of 
recent research. Project construction was 
completed in the summer of 2024 under the 
supervision of Biota.  
 

Caboose Culvert Fish Passage Project 
Point of Contact: David Weskamp, Henry’s Fork Foundation – South Fork Initiative, 208-652-
3567, david@henrysfork.org 

Location: Rainey Creek, Swan Valley, Idaho 

Project Description: Biota was hired by the 
Henry’s Fork Foundation to complete an 
assessment and develop a fish passage and 
stream restoration design plan for a barrier 
culvert referred to as the ‘Caboose Culvert’, on 
Rainey Creek in Swan Valley, Idaho. The 
project is a follow up to a previously completed 
project that included installing multiple cross 
vane grade control structures and construction 
of a flood relief channel to the west of Rainey 

Before 

After:  
embedded squash culvert  

Before 



 

 Page 7 of 11 Biota Research and Consulting, Inc. 

Edmiston Spring Creek Fish Passage Project Proposal 

Creek for flood mitigation. The primary objectives of the Caboose Culvert project are to provide 
fish passage through the road crossing, improve habitat conditions for native Yellowstone cutthroat 
trout, and improve sediment  transport conditions.  

The project design process included an alternatives analysis to evaluate the pros and cons of several 
proposed crossing structures that would achive the fish passage and stream restoration objectives. 
The crossing structure alternates included a multi-plate arch pipe (BridgeCor), an aluminum box 
culvert (ALBC), a prefabricated concrete structure (Conspan O Series), and a prefabricated steel 
bridge (Big R). Construction of the preferred alternative (prefabricated bridge) is anticipated in 
2025. 

Salt Creek Restoration Project  
Point of Contact: Jim DeRito, Trout Unlimited; 208-360-6165; James.DeRito@tu.org 
Point of Contact: Luke Schultz, WY Game and 
Fish Dept.; 307-231-6996; 
Luke.Schultz@wyo.gov 
Location: Lincoln County, WY 
Project Description: Biota was contracted by a 
collaborative group that included Trout Unlimited, 
Wyoming Game and Fish Department, and US 
Forest Service to complete an assessment and 
develop a fish passage and stream restoration 
design plan for 3 miles of Salt Creek in the Thomas 
Fork drainage. Biota completed hydrologic 
investigations, a geomorphic assessment, 
application of stream simulation design techniques, 
a sediment transport analysis, and hydraulic 
modeling to design restoration treatments and an 
improved USFS road crossing of Salt Creek. The 
project replaced a perched corrugated metal pipe 
culvert with an aluminum box culvert to restore 
fish passage into the upper watershed. 
The final design incorporated a primary crossing 
structure that enabled conveyance of the 50-year 
recurrence interval flow while providing fish 
passage for native cutthroat trout. Floodplain 
conveyance culverts were then incorporated within 
the design to enable the conveyance of the 100-
year flood through the reach while maintaining fish 
passage even during base flood conditions. This 
final design also included bioengineered bank 
stabilization treatments throughout the 11,200 ft project reach. Design treatments in the vicinity of 
the USFS road crossing included establishment of stable channel dimension, pattern, and profile 
to be achieved using natural materials including log structures, willow clumps, herbaceous 

Before 

After:  
aluminum box culvert  
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vegetation mats, and native alluvium. The project was constructed in 200-2001 under the direction 
of Biota. 

Gibson Jack Fish Passage Project  
Point of Contact: Lynn Van Every, Idaho Department of 
Environmental Quality, (208) 236-6160; 
Lynn.Vanevery@deq.idaho.gov or  
David Teuscher, Idaho Department of Fish and Game, 
208-232-4703; david.teuscher@idfg.idaho.gov 

Location: Bannock County, Idaho 

Project Description: Biota was hired jointly by the Idaho 
Department of Fish and Game and the Idaho Department 
of Environmental Quality to complete site assessment and 
design work to restore fish passage at an existing perched 
pipe barrier on Gibson Jack Creek in southeastern Idaho. 
Biota complete geomorphic channel survey work and 
hydrologic modelling to inform the design of a fish 
passage solution. The designed crossing structure was 
ultimately implemented and included replacement of the 
perched 3-ft diameter culvert with a 30-ft long, 9-ft wide, 
6-ft tall, corrugated metal multi-plate culvert embedded 3 
ft and in-filled with a 50/50 blend of native alluvium and 
D50 of 9” rock gradation in order to achieve the specified 
live bottom simulation and vertical channel stability.   

Angus Creek Fish Passage Projects  
Point of Contact: Matt Woodard, Trout Unlimited, (208) 221.1353; (retired)  
Location: Caribou County, Idaho 
Project Description: Biota was hired by 
Trout Unlimited to complete site 
assessment and design of 2 road crossings 
of Angus Creek in the upper Blackfoot 
River basin. The project included design 
and installation of 2 concrete crossing 
structures sized for fish passage in-filled 
with alluvium to simulate live stream 
bottom conditions. The crossings serve a 
county road that experiences regular heavy 
equipment traffic, and the crossings have 
provided capacity for hydrologic inputs, 
improved fluvial function, and passage for 
native cutthroat trout.  
  

Before 

Before:  
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Table 1 Recent Biota Fish Passage Projects 

Project Name Project Location Status Completion 
Date 

Dry Fork Smiths Fork Fish Passage and 
Channel Restoration Lincoln County, WY constructed 2024 

Lava Creek Fish Passage Project Teton County, WY constructed  2024 
Washington Department of Transportation Fish 
Passage Projects Several counties, WA designed 2024 

Caboose Culvert (Rainey Creek) Fish Passage 
Project Bonneville County, ID designed 2023 

Carlson Ditch Improvement Project Carbon County, Wy constructed 2021 
Big Lost River, Flanigan Project Custer County, ID constructed 2020 
Salt Creek Fish Passage and Channel 
Restoration Project Lincoln County, WY constructed 2020 

Upper Gros Ventre River Tributary Restoration 
and Fish Passage Teton County, WY constructed 2020 

Morel Creek Restoration Project Teton County, WY constructed 2019 
Granite Ranch, Granite Creek Fish Passage 
Project Teton County, WY constructed 2019 

Taylor Creek and Alaska Ditch Restoration 
Project Teton County, WY constructed 2018 

Chippy Creek Fish Passage Project Caribou County, ID constructed 2017 
Rock Creek Ranch Diversions Project Blaine County, ID constructed 2016 
Angus Creek Fish Passage and Channel 
Restoration Caribou County, ID constructed 2016 

P-B Ranch, Burson Ditch Diversion Project Teton County, WY constructed 2016 
Gibson Jack Fish Passage Project Bannock County, ID constructed 2016 
New Fork River Fish Passage and Channel 
Restoration Sublette County, WY constructed 2015 

Spring Creek and Cody Creek Fish Screens and 
Channel Restoration  Teton County, WY constructed 2015 

Huyler Ditch Diversion Project Teton County, WY constructed 2015 
Canyon Creek Pump Stations Fish Passage 
Projects Madison County, ID constructed 2014 

Desert Canal Diversion Fish Passage Project, 
South Leigh Creek Teton County, ID constructed 2014 

Canyon Creek Upper Diversion Fish Passage 
and Restoration  Madison County, ID constructed 2013 

Lake Creek Ranch, Irrigation System 
Improvement Project Teton County, WY constructed 2012 

Kilpack Diversion Fish Passage Project Teton County, WY constructed 2010 
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4.0 PROFESSIONAL STAFF ROLES 
The Biota team is comprised of a senior river engineer (P.E.), a fish biologist, a senior fluvial 
geomorphologist, a senior wetland scientist, a hydrologist/aquatic ecologist, and a natural resource 
analyst. Our team of experienced practitioners provides a one-stop-shop for fish passage and river 
restoration projects, and our staff members hold the following relevant professional qualifications: 

• Wyoming Licensed Professional Engineer (Chad Bailey #17420) 
• Fluvial Geomorphologist (MSc. University of British Columbia) 
• Fisheries Biologist (American Fisheries Society, 2010-2020) 
• Certified Fluvial Morphologist (Rosgen Level IV, Wildland Hydrology) 
• Certified Professional Wetland Scientist (Society of Wetland Scientists) 
• Certified Professional Ecologist (Ecological Society of America) 

Our team includes senior staff trained by Robert Gubernick in the methods of AOP survey, 
assessment, and design. Key staff member bio-sketches are provided below.  

Ryan Colyer – Biota Principal/Fluvial Geomorphologist/Fisheries 
Biologist. Ryan is the principal at Biota and is a Rosgen Level IV certified 
fluvial morphologist and a fish biologist who has more than 20 years of 
experience. Ryan has completed geomorphic assessments and restoration 
projects across hundreds of streams. Ryan’s expertise includes the ability to 
incorporate advanced fluvial geomorphic techniques to complete 
comprehensive river restoration projects that achieve objectives associated 
with recreation, fluvial function, sediment transport, hydraulic analysis, 
floodplain connectivity, flood hazard mitigation, wild fish spawning and 
utilization, and fish passage.  

Chad Bailey, P.E.  – Biota Senior River Engineer. Chad is a 
Licensed Professional Engineer (WY, MT, WA, ID) with over 18 
years of experience. Chad has worked with TU on many recent 
fluvial projects and has demonstrated exemplary qualifications and 
expertise.  

Jeff Phillips – Biota Senior Fluvial 
Geomorphologist. Jeff is a fluvial 
geomorphologist with experience in 
hydrology and geology specializing in 
aquatic habitat restoration with over 16 
years of experience. He specializes in 
applying advanced geomorphic analysis techniques to identify and 
develop process-based restoration treatments and has developed dozens of 
in-stream, riparian, and floodplain restoration designs.  



 

 Page 11 of 11 Biota Research and Consulting, Inc. 

Edmiston Spring Creek Fish Passage Project Proposal 

Kent Werlin – Biota Senior Wetland Scientist. Kent is a Certified 
Professional Wetland Scientist and a Certified Ecological Restoration 
Practitioner. Specializing in wetland and riparian ecology, he has 
more than 20 years of experience conducting research, restoration, 
and rehabilitation of wetland/riparian ecosystems. He is an active 
member of the Society of Ecological Restoration and Ecological 
Society of America and the Society of Wetland Scientists. 
Additionally, Mr. Werlin has been certified as a Technical Service 
Provider for NRCS, and he has received advanced training in 
jurisdictional wetland delineation, wetland creation and restoration, revegetation design, 

bioengineering, hydric soils, fluvial geomorphology, NEPA/ESA 
compliance, and aquatic ecosystem monitoring/assessment.  

Pat Calhoun – Biota Hydrologist/Geomorphologist. Pat has an 
MSc. in environmental science and management from Idaho State 
University School of Engineering. He is a hydrologist and 
geomorphologist with more than 12 years of experience. He has 
completed hydrologic analyses, geomorphic assessments, and 
channel/topographic surveys across countless regional 
watercourses.  

5.0 SUMMARY 

Biota is confident that our multi-disciplinary approach, our understanding of fisheries and fluvial 
processes, and our experience in the region would enable us to provide Teton County with highly 
beneficial work products that restore fish passage and maximize channel stability, stream function, 
and aquatic habitat within the project area. We emphasize that our team possesses the required 
multi-disciplinary expertise in fluvial geomorphology, hydrology, hydraulic modeling, and fish 
passage. Biota has decades of experience implementing projects of similar scope and scale in this 
region. We would welcome the opportunity to work with Teton County to advance this 
ecologically important project.  
 



MEMORANDUM 

Alta Planning + Design, Inc. 1 Teton County 

To: Darin Kaufman, WYDOT 

From: Chris Allen, Alta Planning + Design  

Date: December 17, 2024 

Re: Justification for Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) Installation at Wyoming State HWY 22 

Pedestrian Crossing at Ida Drive and West Street 

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) Justification 

Background 
The proposed Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) are intended for installation at the Wyoming State HWY 22 
pedestrian crossing near Ida Drive and at the east leg of Wyoming State HWY 22 at West Street in Wilson, WY. These 
installations aim to enhance pedestrian safety at critical crossing points, coinciding with the planned roadway 
upgrade that will transform the current two-lane highway into a three-lane configuration featuring a two-way turn 
lane between travel lanes and new shared use paths on both sides of the roadway. The existing road at both locations 
is a Minor Arterial with a posted speed limit of 25 mph, which will remain unchanged under the proposed design. 
Pedestrian count data collected in June 2018 (see Appendix A) provides insight into pedestrian activity between the 
hours of 7:00 am and 9:00 am.  

Justification for RRFB Installation 
The purpose of this memorandum is to justify the installation of a Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) at the 
State HWY 22 pedestrian crossings of Ida Drive and West Street in conjunction with the planned roadway and Shared 
Use Path enhancements. Although there are no specific RRFB warrants based on pedestrian counts outlined in the 
WYDOT Pedestrian and School Traffic Control Manual or the FHWA MUTCD (2023, 11th Edition), several factors 
support the installation:   

 Compliance and Best Practices
 Land Use and Future Path
 Public Involvement

Compliance and Best Practices 
While the above referenced guidelines do not have RRFB warrants based on pedestrian counts, the traffic 
characteristics and proposed configuration of HWY 22  fit with FHWA guidance for RRFBs. According to the FHWA 
Proven Safety Countermeasures guide, RRFBs are particularly effective at multilane crossings with speed limits under 
40 mph, which corresponds well with the existing and proposed roadway conditions on State HWY 22. 
Implementation of RRFBs has shown to improve motorist yielding rates, up to 98%, and can reduce crashes by up to 
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47%, as documented in the FHWA guidelines. The FHWA Field Guide for Selecting Countermeasures at Uncontrolled 
Pedestrian Crossing Locations includes further detail on the range of roadway characteristics in which an RRFB is 
appropriate. The HWY 22 road characteristics at Ida Drive and West Street include 3 lanes without raised median, 
posted speed less than 30 mph, and an AADT (2021) of 10,3041. Applying these characteristics to the FHWA Field 
Guide Table 1 signifies that the RRFB countermeasure is a candidate treatment at a marked uncontrolled crossing 
location.  

 

The project location does not present any conditions that would render RRFBs inappropriate according to these 
guidelines.  

Pedestrian Activity and Land Use 
1. The crossing at Ida Drive is in Wilson's town center, surrounded by numerous and diverse local businesses , 

including the U.S. Post Office, Hungry Jack’s General Store, and Nora’s Fish Creek Inn. The businesses are 
located within 100 ft of HWY 22 and on opposite sides of the roadway from Ida Drive, [CA1] which generates 
need for pedestrian crossing. In a 2018 study, pedestrian crossing data was collected around the HWY 22 
crossing at Ida Drive, which is shown in Appendix A. Table 1, titled "Pedestrian Count Near WY State HWY 22 
Pedestrian Crossings – 5% Growth Rate Annually," summarizes the 2018 data and for pedestrian crossings 
near Ida Drive and applies a 5% annual growth rate to the peak hour volumes (PHV).  The "Expected 
Pedestrian Count per Hour" column in Table 1 is based on a PHV of 13 for Ida Drive, derived from pedestrian 

 
1 WYDOT Interactive Transportation System Map <https://apps.wyoroad.info/itsm/map.html> 
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counts observed within the vicinity of each intersection Nora’s Fish Creek Inn, the crosswalk, and 100 feet 
east of the crosswalk) between 7:30 and 8:30 AM.  

2. The crossing at West Street is in Wilson's town center, surrounded by numerous and diverse local businesses 
that promote pedestrian crossings at the intersection.  In a 2018 study, pedestrian crossing data was 
collected around the HWY 22 crossing at Ida Drive, which is shown in Appendix A. Table 1, titled "Pedestrian 
Count Near WY State HWY 22 Pedestrian Crossings – 5% Growth Rate Annually," summarizes the 2018 data 
and for pedestrian crossings near West Street and applies a 5% annual growth rate to the peak hour volumes 
(PHV). The "Expected Pedestrian Count per Hour" column in Table 1 is based on a PHV of 4 for West Street, 
derived from pedestrian counts observed within the vicinity of the intersection at Stagecoach Bar and the gas 
station between 7:00 and 8:00 AM. The primary commercial destinations to be accessed by pedestrians from 
West Street such as the Stagecoach Bar on the Northwest corner and Basecamp Gourmet Grocery & Liquor 
on the south east corner are immediately adjacent to the West Street intersection and generate need for 
pedestrians to cross HWY 22 from the nearby residences coming from within 250 feet from the north side of 
West Street and from the south along Lundy Lane / North Fall Creek Road within 400 feet. The proposed 
shared use path will cross this intersection on both the north and the south side, generating future crossing 
bike/pedestrian traffic.  

 
Table 1. Pedestrian Count Near WY State HWY 22 Pedestrian Crossings – 5% Growth Rate Annually 

Year Expected Pedestrian Count Per Hour 

2018 - Ida Drive (Collection year, PHV) 13 

2025 – Ida Drive (Projected at Road Construction) 19 

2018 – West Street (Collection year, PHV) 4 

2025 – West Stree (Projected at Road Construction) 6 

 

This growth is anticipated to rise further with the addition of a Shared Use Path along HWY 22, which will channel 
more pedestrian and bicycle traffic to this crossing, particularly due to a proposed gap in the north side Shared Use 
Path necessitating use of the HWY 22 crossing to navigate to the south side to cross Fish Creek.   

Public Involvement 
The Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan (2022) facilitated input from local stakeholders, including business 
owners who expressed concerns about pedestrian safety at this crossing. Feedback highlighted instances where 
vehicles failed to yield to pedestrians, prompting specific requests for enhanced safety measures such as a flashing 
light at the crossing. This sentiment was echoed by a representative of Teton County School District, as the project 
location is within a 1-mile radius of Wilson Elementary School, where walking is required for students residing within 
the designated area. Installing an RRFB would further improve pedestrian safety within this school zone vicinity.  

Conclusion 
FHWA guidelines indicate that the uncontrolled crossings of HWY 22 at Ida Drive and West Street are an appropriate 
candidate for an RRFB enhancements based on the number of lanes, posted speed, and traffic volumes. Being the 
center of the Town of Wilson’s commercial activity, these crossings have a particularly higher need to accommodate 
pedestrian crossings on foot between the local businesses. Public feedback has supported interest in using this 
pedestrian crossings but reported crossing difficulty due to failure of vehicles to yield. Expanding the road to 3-lanes 
will likely further decrease vehicular yielding rates. The new shared use paths proposed along the north and south 
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sides of HWY 22 will generate more pedestrian traffic. The proposed shared use path on the north side will terminate 
shortly to the east of Ida Drive, which will require pedestrians and cyclists to cross HWY 22 at Ida Drive to access the 
crossing over Fish Creek. Given the current land use and future shared use path pedestrian demands at these 
particular crossings, RRFB’s are recommended to alert traffic to crossing pedestrians and increase vehicular yielding 
rates. Overall, Ida Drive and West Street serve as the two primary pedestrian circulatory points for both residential 
and commercial access within the center of downtown Wilson, and thus would provide the most benefit for an 
enhanced RRFB crossing. These two intersections are over 500 lf apart, therefore consolidating the enhanced RRFB 
crossing to only Ida Drive would require unreasonably out of the way travel for pedestrians coming from West St. 
 

Please contact me if you require any further information or clarification. 

Regards,  

Chris Allen 

Alta Planning + Design  
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Fish Creek Bridge History 

Introduction – This summary describes the progression of planning, discussions, and events that 
led to the eventual selection and implementation of the pathway crossing of Fish Creek. The 
summary discussion does not capture every discussion or event that occurred but provides an 
overview with key points and highlights from the process. It also does not restate the purpose and 
need for a bridge or reopen the discussions from the Wilson Multimodal Plan about connectivity or 
why it would have been a bad idea to end the pathway on the east side of Fish Creek. What it does 
do is demonstrate that Teton County, over a period of more than five years, made numerous 
attempts on multiple fronts to not have to build a bridge at all or to build a differently aligned, lower 
profile bridge. It also shows that Teton County staff and elected officials were acutely aware of the 
issues and the community’s sensitivity to aesthetics. Ultimately, the County’s attempts to craft a 
different outcome were not successful. 

Summary 

Teton County pursued multiple avenues to find a way across Fish Creek in the most cost effective 
and aesthetically compatible way possible while still meeting the need to provide safe connectivity 
for the Wilson-Stilson Pathway project and the longer-term goal of multimodal connections to and 
through Downtown Wilson. The top choice was to not have to construct a separate bridge at all, 
perhaps by utilizing space on the existing highway bridge or getting WYDOT to replace the existing 
bridge. But if this was not possible, the next best option was to construct a low-profile bridge far 
enough south that it wouldn’t be affected by the replacement of the future highway bridge. This was 
envisioned as a low-profile bridge that would be aligned south of the overhead power lines and 
outside of the highway right of way.  

Planning for a Fish Creek crossing started in late 2015 when the LOR Foundation contacted Teton 
County to discuss granting an easement on the east side of Fish Creek (the old Sandy Z parcel) for 
the specific purpose of being able to route a bridge via the shortest crossing distance and far 
enough south of the power lines that it would allow construction of a low-profile bridge. This 
easement was conveyed to the County in 2016. However, the easement only solved the problem on 
the east side of the creek--landing a bridge on the west side of the creek required getting an 
easement from the property owner on the west side (the Fish Creek Center parcel) as well. In 
September 2016, Fish Creek Investments LLC acquired both the Fish Creek Center property and the 
old Sandy Z parcel. Teton County attempted to engage the property owner of Fish Creek Center 
multiple times over the next several years to discuss a possible bridge easement and other 
elements of the Wilson-Stilson pathway design. These attempts were not successful. 

Concurrent with the planning process for a possible new bridge, Teton County was also pursuing an 
option to avoid having to construct a new bridge at all by exploring the possibility of reallocating 
space on the existing Hwy 22 Fish Creek WY22 highway bridge as an interim solution until the 
highway bridge could be replaced. Teton County submitted a proposal to WYDOT suggesting this in 
January 2019. WYDOT responded with a memo rejecting the proposal. (See memos). 



Starting in early 2020, the County began work on the Wilson Multimodal Transportation Plan, which 
included addressing the Fish Creek crossing as one of the key questions. This plan was approved in 
February 2022 and called for safe crossings on both the north and south sides of the highway. 

The County continued to try to engage the owners of the Fish Creek Center through the beginning of 
2022 to consider an easement that would allow for a lower-profile bridge, but the owners indicated 
repeatedly that they were not willing to consider it. (See email correspondence). 

During mid- to late-2021, the County made another effort with WYDOT to consider a revised 
proposal to reallocate space on the highway bridge. This process involved in-depth discussions 
with WYDOT staff, including Director Reiner, but ultimately WYDOT rejected the revised proposal 
and affirmed its position recommending that the County build a new, separate pathway bridge to 
the south of Highway 22. The County and WYDOT eventually signed an MOU in April 2022 regarding 
the Fish Creek crossing and other components of the Wilson-Stilson Pathway. (See meeting notes, 
proposal, letters from WYDOT, and MOU.) 

By early 2022, it was clear that the County’s only option was to construct a separate bridge in the 
space between the existing highway bridge and the right of way line (approximately 17 feet wide). 
This required free spanning a distance of just under 200 feet while working directly beneath 
overhead power lines. The bottom chord of the bridge could be no lower than the bottom of the 
existing highway bridge, and the structural depth of the bridge was determined by the length of the 
span. These parameters and constraints are what dictated the structure’s design.  

On May 5th, 2022, the BCC reviewed options for the Wilson School Crossing and the Fish Creek 
Bridge design. The board approved the bridge design with the shortest overall profile based on four 
style options and directed staff to proceed with final design and installation of the bridge. (See Staff 
Report). 

Project construction on the Wilson to Stilson Pathway started in 2023, and the bridge was installed 
in spring 2024. 

Timeline Highlights 

11/24/2015 - First discussion with LOR Foundation on Sandy Z parcel easement 

• The LOR Foundation contacts the County to discuss an easement on the east side of Fish 
Creek just south of WY22. Primary objective of easement was to help with alignment of 
pathway and bridge to get to downtown Wilson from the TCSPT parcel and minimize 
crossing distance of Fish Creek. 

11/2015 through 6/2016, ongoing coordination with LOR 

7/5/2016 - BCC approval of the Sandy Z/LOR (Green Investors) easement.  

• Staff report mentions “The easement under consideration is located directly west of the 
County-owned parcel and would greatly improve the County’s ability to make this 
connection across Fish Creek and into downtown Wilson.” 

• Easement included in attachments. 



9/2016 – Fish Creek Investments LLC acquires Sandy Z parcel and Fish Creek Center property 

Late 2016/Early 2017 – Start of initial planning for Wilson-Stilson Pathway 

6/12/2017 (week of) – first meeting with Kelly Kayem (Fish Creek Investors) 

• Met with Kelly Kayem and Jennifer (Kronberger) Overcast at Teton Pines to discuss the 
Wilson-Stilson project and Fish Creek Bridge. 

• Follow up emails with Stefan Fodor (Fish Creek Investors attorney) discussing the project 
and future plans for downtown Wilson. (see emails) 

2/1/2018 – emails with Fish Creek Investments attorney regarding meeting with property owner to 
discuss the Wilson-Stilson project and Fish Creek Bridge. (Emails included below) 

3/8/2018 – internal (staff) memo on Wilson to Snake Pathway Options (doc included in 
attachments). Excerpt: 

• West End drop options [options for ending the path in Wilson] 
o Stop project at Teton Raptor Center/Sandy Z property line 
o No bridge crossing of Fish Creek, just route users onto WY22 
o Pros 

▪ Eliminates bridge design and engineering 
▪ Eliminates bridge construction, power line conflicts 
▪ Eliminates need for easement discussion with Kayem 
▪ Makes current project pretty easy, just a straight shot pathway from TRC to 

Green Lane 
▪ Could do all engineering in-house (assuming bandwidth) for the TRC to 

Green Lane pathway. 
o Cons 

▪ Doesn’t get people safely to downtown Wilson. 
▪ Significant safety concerns of people on highway between TRC and 

downtown Wilson. 
▪ Doesn’t help with TRC traffic or connectivity 
▪ Doesn’t deal with bridge, which we’re gonna have to do at some point. 
▪ We’ll get blasted even harder for a pathway from nowhere to nowhere. 

4/10/2018 - Wilson-Stilson Pathway Civil Design Contract with Jorgensen approved 

• For preliminary design/planning on Wilson-Stilson Pathway, including Fish Creek Bridge  

6/25/2018 – Project Team Kickoff Meeting for Wilson-Stilson Pathway planning. 

• Meeting notes include (full doc included in attachments): 
o Bridge Types: 

▪ The group discussed potential bridge options for the Fish Creek crossing. 
Loris presented images of similar project bridges that could be considered 
for this project as well as images of construction material treatments to 
potentially match within Wilson (rough cut timber, rusted steel, etc). The 
following key points were discussed: 



▪ Character: match adjacent Wilson buildings 
▪ Bridge material:  mixture of timber and steel 
▪ Railing considerations: steel vs. timber or combination (42”-52”) 
▪ Finished surface: concrete decking preference for maintenance, timber 

preference for aesthetic 
▪ Cross Section: Minimize depth/overall mass  
▪ The group discussed considering alternative criteria based on cost, 

aesthetics, and construction materials. Loris explained the challenges of a 
free span relative to cost and aesthetics (depth of the cross section, use of 
trusses or higher vertical members). The design team will look into a 
hydraulic analysis of Fish Creek in order to include options for multi-span 
foundation elements to reduce the bridge cross section and overall depth of 
the bridge.  

▪ There was a short discussion on pathway cross section options. Primary 
consideration for a 10’ wide asphalt pathway with some consideration for an 
8’ asphalt path with a soft surface 2’ gravel shoulder for use by runners, 
dogs, etc.  

o Fish Creek Bridge: 
▪ The group discussed bridge options/information that would be worth looking 

into further: 
▪ Alignment relative to overhead power lines (contact LVE for options to bury 

lines) 
▪ Contact property owner for acquiring possible easement on west side 
▪ Western terminus to be connector from parking to highway shoulder 
▪ Consideration to include pathway within sewer easement to not further 

encumber property 
▪ Contact Stefan Fodor – Attorney and contact for Fish Creek Investments, 

LLC 

7/2018 through 9/2018 – Fish Creek Bridge engineering 

• Preliminary (but extensive) design and engineering to explore crossing options, hydraulic 
analyses, and permitting for single span and multi-span structures both in the existing right 
of way and further to the south. 

• Developing options to present at the Wilson Open House in September 

8/2018 – emails between Jorgensen Associates and Stefan Fodor (Fish Creek Investments attorney) 
indicating Fish Creek Investments not willing to discuss an easement. 

9/11/2018 – Wilson Open House for Wilson-Stilson project 

• Open House in Wilson to share project info. Meeting mostly focused on the design and 
alignment of a bridge over Fish Creek. (Power Point attached). Press release went out for 
this, and there was probably a newspaper article. 

1/28/2019 – BCC Workshop 



Staff report and presentation on the Wilson-Stilson pathway project included extensive discussion 
about the bridge and covers all the talking points that tend to come up. The meeting video backs 
this up. Excerpt from the staff report: 

• Segment 1 – Ida Lane/Downtown Wilson across Fish Creek to the Raptor Center parcel 
(approx. 850’) 

o Primary challenges are defining how the pathway terminates in downtown Wilson 
and how to provide a safe crossing of Fish Creek. 

o Also, integrating the pathway with existing use of the road shoulder (short-term 
parking) along the Fish Creek Center. 

o Note: there is a separate but related planning process in the works to address 
transportation issues in the Wilson area (Wilson Area Corridor Study), so for 
purposes of the pathway project the goal is to keep things simple in connecting to 
downtown. The recommendation is to terminate the pathway at Ida Lane in a 
manner similar to other pathways in Wilson. 

o The need for a connection on the north side of WY22 between the Wilson 
School/HHR Ranch Road across Fish Creek and to downtown Wilson was also 
discussed. This connection was not included in the scope of the current project; 
however it should be addressed in the Wilson Area Corridor Study. 

o Fish Creek Crossing 
▪ Two options currently being considered: 

• A separate bridge constructed south of the existing highway bridge, 
or; 

• Reallocating space on the existing roadway bridge and installing a 
barrier to physically separate users in a protected lane (see attached 
Fish Creek memo) 

▪ The project team is working with WYDOT to explore the option of reusing the 
existing bridge. This option is significantly less expensive and would 
eliminate a number of concerns with constructing an entirely new bridge. 
This could be considered a low-cost interim solution until WYDOT replaces 
the existing bridge with a new bridge that could provide protected pathways 
on both the north and south sides of the bridge. 

▪ The team has also done preliminary investigation of a separate bridge, 
including bridge type options, permitting issues, construction challenges, 
and costs. 

▪ If a separate pedestrian bridge is pursued, installation of a barrier could also 
be used to provide a protected sidewalk on the north side of the existing 
bridge. 

▪ Teton County holds an easement on the parcel on the east side of Fish Creek 
for possibly locating a bridge outside of the highway right of way corridor. In 
order to make use of this easement, there would need to be an easement on 
the parcel on the west side of the creek as well. However, the property owner 
on the west side of Fish Creek is not currently willing to consider an 
easement, which restricts the County’s ability to use the easement on the 
east side parcel for a bridge. 

o Segment Recommendation 
▪ Terminate pathway at Ida Lane 
▪ Align pathway in highway ROW 



▪ Request approval from WYDOT to allocate space on the existing Fish Creek 
bridge 

1/2019 to 2/2019 – Request to WYDOT to reallocate space on existing highway bridge 

• Teton County spent considerable time developing a design to reallocate space on the 
existing highway bridge to create a temporary protected space for pedestrians and cyclists 
until the eventual replacement of the highway bridge. This would have been an interim 
solution that would have provided an 8’ wide, concrete barrier-protected path on the south 
side of the bridge. The County submitted the proposal to WYDOT in mid-January. WYDOT 
rejected the proposal. 

• Teton County memo (1/11/2019) and response from WYDOT (2/27/2019) attached. 

3/19/2019 Wilson - Stilson Phase 2 Civil Design Contract approved 

• From the Staff Report: “Segment 1 (Ida Lane to Fish Creek Bridge) – includes design for the 
alignment using the existing highway bridge as opposed to constructing a new, separate 
pathway bridge. The County is exploring the opportunity to utilize the existing highway 
bridge as an interim solution, which would save the project approximately $850,000 in the 
short-term and would avoid conflicts with existing power lines and potential future conflicts 
with replacing the highway bridge. WYDOT has not been favorable to this approach so far, 
but due to the significant cost savings, staff feels that it is worth pursuing further.” 

11/2019 to 12/2019 - emails with Jennifer Overcast requesting a meeting with Fish Creek Investors 
to discuss bridge alignment and a possible easement. Jennifer explains that the owners are not 
willing to grant an easement and recommends that the County work within the existing WYDOT right 
of way to cross Fish Creek. 

1/27/2020 – BCC project update 

• Discussion with BCC on key decisions for Wilson-Stilson project. Excerpt from the Staff 
Report: 

• Segment 1 – Ida Lane/Downtown Wilson to the Raptor Center parcel (approx. 850’)  
o Status: On hold. The crossing at Fish Creek is unresolved.  
o Recommendation: postpone Segment 1 for the foreseeable future. In the 

meantime, the Wilson Area Corridor Study process currently underway should 
develop options with WYDOT and/or private property owners for crossing Fish 
Creek, and also develop options for a safe crossing of WY22 at HHR Ranch Road to 
the Wilson School.  

o TBD/Unknowns  
▪ Crossing Fish Creek—there are two options here to provide safe 

bicycle/pedestrian access to downtown Wilson: use the existing bridge or 
construct a new bridge south of the existing bridge. WYDOT was not open to 
the proposal to provide bicycle/pedestrian access on the existing Fish Creek 
Bridge. The private property owner on the south side of WY22 has not been 
receptive to granting an easement for a separate pathway bridge. At this 
time, there is no option available for dedicated access across Fish Creek, so 
the pathway will terminate east of Fish Creek for the time being.  



o Next Steps  
▪ Proceed with Wilson Area Corridor Study to resolve Fish Creek and HHR 

Ranch Road crossing issues.  
 

January 2020 through February 2022 – Wilson Multimodal Plan development 

• The Wilson Multimodal Plan specifically addresses the question of the Fish Creek crossing 
(both north and south sides) in the document planning and recommendations. 

• Acknowledges that future reconstruction of the highway bridge is likely to impact a pathway 
bridge to the south. 

• The Fish Creek ped bridge receives the highest level of support for proposed design 
elements of any element in the whole plan. 

• The plan is available here: https://tetoncountywy.gov/2475/Wilson-Multi-Modal-
Transportation-Plan 

• From the plan: 
o Fish Creek Pathway Bridges – Preferred Design Elements 

▪ With pathways planned for both sides of WY-22 and little space available on 
the existing Fish Creek roadway bridge, it is necessary to develop 
independent pathway bridges on both sides of the highway to facilitate 
connectivity between the commercial core, the east end of Wilson, and 
beyond. While there is adequate space on both sides of the existing bridge 
within the ROW, future reconstruction or widening of the roadway bridge will 
likely impact the southern pathway bridge. Teton County should continue to 
collaborate with WYDOT regarding the WY-22 corridor and if, or when, 
reconstruction of the Fish Creek bridge is contemplated, it should include 
pathway accommodations on both sides of the highway. This may be 
facilitated with independent pathway bridges, or an integrated roadway and 
pathway bridge. 

o Fish Creek Bridge Implementation 
▪ The 2014 WY-22/390 PELS document identified the Fish Creek Bridge as 

being in poor condition, however there is currently no timeline associated 
with its replacement. As the Fish Creek Bridge exists today it would not be 
able to accommodate a three-lane section if the current two-lane 
configuration is deemed insufficient for future traffic demands. The Fish 
Creek Bridge was also identified as being eligible for historic status and if 
replaced would be classified as an adverse impact under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act. Teton County should continue to 
coordinate with WYDOT on the status and timing of the replacement of this 
bridge as well as the addition of pedestrian enhancements with special 
consideration of providing pathway accommodations along either side of 
WY-22 (if they do not already exist as a separate structure by the time of 
bridge replacement). In approaching WYDOT, Teton County should be 
prepared with cost sharing opportunities to help fund the pathway 
component of the bridge. 

https://tetoncountywy.gov/2475/Wilson-Multi-Modal-Transportation-Plan
https://tetoncountywy.gov/2475/Wilson-Multi-Modal-Transportation-Plan


6/2021 through 11/2021 – continued Fish Creek crossing engineering and revised proposal 

• In light of the ongoing challenges and cost of constructing a separate bridge within the 
WYDOT right of way, Teton County and the design team continue to pursue alternatives, 
including developing a revised proposal to use the existing Fish Creek Bridge. (Proposal 
from 8/19/21 attached.)  

• Excerpt from the 7/22/2021 project team meeting notes: “Coordinating with the Wilson 
Study to re-analyze options at Fish Creek in an effort to investigate connectivity on the 
south side of WY 22 to include crossing [using] the bridge shoulder or a new ped bridge to 
the south within WYDOT ROW. Set-up discussions with WYDOT on the framework of 
agreements necessary for the scope of improvements that may be impacted if future 
widening occurs.” 
 

10/8/2021 – Meeting with WYDOT staff in Rock Springs 

• The County meets with WYDOT to discuss Fish Creek crossing issues in general and the 
revised proposal to use the existing bridge instead of constructing a new, separate bridge. 
This meeting followed up discussions with WYDOT staff over the past several months trying 
to resolve the crossing issues. Meeting minutes included in attachments. 

• WYDOT responds with a letter dated 11/1/2019 (included in attachments) stating that the 
proposed use of the existing bridge is not acceptable to WYDOT, and that the only 
acceptable option is to construct a new, separate bridge south of the existing highway 
bridge.  

11/8/2021 and 11/9/2021 – Meetings with WYDOT Director and staff on Fish Creek Crossing 

• BCC members meet with WYDOT senior staff (Director Reiner, Chief Engineer Gillett) on 
Wilson-Stilson project. Project team follows up with District staff reps on Wilson-Stilson 
project. Excerpt from meeting notes (full doc included in attachments): 

o Fish Creek Bridge – WYDOT will not allow a protected shoulder on the existing 
highway bridge for pedestrians and cyclists, as the County requested. WYDOT is 
asking County to use BUILD funds to install temporary bridge structure within 
WYDOT ROW on the south side of highway bridge; County to construct bridge as 
part of the Wilson-Stilson pathway project in 2022-2023.   

▪ County still approach the Kayems to see if they will provide easement so 
that it could potentially become a permanent structure.  In that case, 
WYDOT would not need to include pedestrian space on the new highway 
bridge when it is constructed. 

▪ If in WYDOT ROW and not a permanent structure, WYDOT would only need 
pedestrian area on the south side of the bridge because pathway users 
could use the pedestrian bridge on the north. 

▪ County complete pathway project in sync with these other elements – 
bridge, underpasses, etc. 

▪ County will install pedestrian bridge on north side of highway bridge – either 
in the pathway project or the Wilson downtown improvements project. 



• NOTE: subsequent to this meeting, the proposal to construct a north side bridge in addition 
to the south side crossing was postponed indefinitely. 

11/24/2021 – Letter from WYDOT Director Luke Reiner for Fish Creek crossing and other 
Wilson-Stilson items (included in attachments). 

• Letter from WYDOT Director Reiner to BCC Chair Macker confirming the agreement 
between Teton County and WYDOT to construct a separate bridge, funded by the County, 
within the WYDOT right of way. 

12/20/2021 – BCC approves letter of concurrence to WYDOT (included in attachments). 

• BCC discusses the Fish Creek crossing and other Wilson-Stilson items at three consecutive 
meetings and approves a letter on 12/20/21 concurring with WYDOT’s request to construct 
a new, separate bridge.  

4/12/2022 – BCC approves the MOU with WYDOT for Wilson-Stilson Pathway crossings 

• Includes the agreement for crossing Fish Creek with the County funding and constructing a 
new bridge in the WYDOT right of way. Staff report and MOU included in attachments. 

5/10/2022 BCC approves the bridge concept design 

• Decision by County Commission to proceed with a separate pathway bridge south of the 
existing highway bridge. The keystone arch design is selected, as it is the lowest profile of 
the four viable options presented. Staff report included in attachments. 
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Attachment 1 – Selected Emails 

Selection of emails showing attempts by the County or the property owners to coordinate on the 
project. There were many other emails and discussions in addition to what is shown here—these 
primarily serve to highlight a couple instances when it was communicated to the County that the 
property owner was not willing to consider granting an easement, or when the County reached out 
to the property owners to offer to share project information and plans. 

 

6/2017 Emails with Stefan Fodor following up on initial meeting with Kelly Kayem and 
providing materials on future plans for downtown Wilson. 

From: Stefan Fodor [mailto:stefan@fodorlaw.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 10:48 AM 
To: Brian Schilling <bschilling@tetonwyo.org> 
Subject: Wilson Pathways - Fish Creek Investments properties 

Brian: 

I hope all is well.  I represent Fish Creek Investments, LLC which owns both the property located 
at 5660 Ward Lane and the Fish Creek Commercial Center at 1230 N. Ida Drive. 

I was meeting with the principals today discussing a number of related land use matters and 
Kelly Kayem mentioned that the two of you had spoken recently.  She indicated you gave her a 
courtesy notice of Pathways’ intent to flag the easement on the Ward Lane property and that 
you were seeking permission to flag and survey the Ida Drive property. 

The Kayems are supportive of the pathways in general.  They would, however, like to see what 
the long term vision is for pathways in Wilson before moving any further on the Ida Drive 
property. 

I assume you have some preliminary plans for the Wilson pathway and if so, would you be kind 
enough to share those with me? 

Thanks in advance. 

Stefan 

Stefan J. Fodor 

Fodor Law Office, PC 

307.733.2880 

From: Brian Schilling  
Sent: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 1:42 PM 
To: Stefan Fodor <stefan@fodorlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Wilson Pathways - Fish Creek Investments properties 

Stefan, 

mailto:stefan@fodorlaw.com
mailto:bschilling@tetonwyo.org


I’ve attached a copy of the 2001 Wilson Charrette. This document represents probably the most 
extensive planning process that has been attempted for downtown Wilson, but it really should 
not be considered to be a “final” plan. If I had to guess, I would bet that any proposed changes 
to the look and feel of the public realm in downtown Wilson will go through significant 
additional public review and process, and while the end result might share some common 
components with what’s presented in the Charrette, many of the details could differ 
significantly from the “Preferred Alternative” in Section IV. I hesitate to speculate what that will 
be, but I would expect that generally it would include features such as bike lanes, a sidewalk or 
shared-use pathway, and safer crossings—basically elements to help non-motorized users 
travel along and across WY22 safely. ** 

However, the Charrette is a good reference in documenting the characteristics of downtown 
Wilson, the design challenges, and many of the community’s values—I think that despite the 
passage of 16+ years, these components have remained largely intact and that we would hear 
similar feedback if the process were repeated today. 

For purposes of the current project (which we’re referring to as the “Path 22 – Wilson to Snake 
River” project), the primary focus on the west end is how to terminate the pathway in downtown 
Wilson. How the pathway interacts with the Fish Creek Center parcel will be a key question—
alignment of the pathway, terminus point (options seem to include the south edge of WY22, the 
east edge of Ida Lane, or the north edge of the parking lot), possible amenities or other 
opportunities to enhance interaction with the businesses, and options for pathway users at the 
pathway terminus. WYDOT has authority over Hwy 22 so we will also be working with them to 
address pathway questions--this could include some minor changes to the road and getting 
pedestrians across WY22, but the current project scope does not include substantial changes 
to downtown Wilson west of Ida Lane.  

The project will include a public process, so I expect that many of these questions will be 
addressed during that. I’m hoping to do some outreach events in Wilson later this summer but 
have been holding off on any announcements until I had the opportunity to connect with the 
private property owners that will be most directly affected by the project. Similarly, we are in the 
very preliminary stages of planning—the notification, property owner contact, and information 
gathering stage—so at this point no design work has been completed. 

Thanks for your help with the Kayems, and please call if you have any questions.  

Brian 

Added note: ** - literally all of this paragraph ended up being a 100% spot-on accurate 
prediction.  

 

2/1/2018 – Emails with Stefan Fodor regarding meeting with Kayems to discuss the Wilson-
Stilson project and Fish Creek Bridge. 

From: Stefan Fodor [mailto:stefan@fodorlaw.com]  
Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2018 10:59 AM 

mailto:stefan@fodorlaw.com


To: Brian Schilling <bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov> 
Cc: Brian Schilling <bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov> 
Subject: FW: Pathways Project Contact 

Brian: 

It is my understanding you are interested in discussing pathway options for the Fish Creek 
Commercial Center located at 1230 N Ida Lane owned by my client Fish Creek Investments, 
LLC. 

I am the point of contact for all discussions relating to pathways and would be happy to sit 
down and visit with you.  If you want to offer up some times that work for you, I can then let you 
know what works for me. 

Regards, 

Stefan J. Fodor 

Fodor Law Office, PC 

307.733.2880 

From: Brian Schilling  
Sent: Thursday, February 1, 2018 12:27 PM 
To: Stefan Fodor <stefan@fodorlaw.com> 
Subject: RE: Pathways Project Contact 

Stefan,  

Yes, I would very much like to get together with you to discuss this…we are in the process of 
hiring a consultant to head the planning and design process for the pathway connection from 
Wilson east toward the river. We plan to have the consultant on board by February 20th and I’m 
hoping to do a public outreach meeting in Wilson sometime in March, so I wanted to touch base 
with Kelly before that process gets underway. I was able to meet with her last year to introduce 
the general project concept, but wanted to make sure that we connect again prior to any sort of 
public rollout or discussion. Two of the key design elements will be integrating the path with 
downtown Wilson and determining the bridge alignment and design, both of which will involve 
extensive coordination with Kelly.  

I’m available next week Monday 11-2, Tuesday before 11 and after 2, and Thursday I’m flexible. 
Thanks for reaching out, talk to you soon, 

Brian 

 

8/2018 - Email from Stefan Fodor to Brendan Schulte (project team member from Jorgensen 
Associates), who had reached out to Stefan to ask about coordination with his client (the Fish 
Creek Center property owners). 

On Wed, Aug 22, 2018 at 5:05 PM, Stefan Fodor <stefan@fodorlaw.com> wrote: 

mailto:bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov
mailto:bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov
mailto:stefan@fodorlaw.com


Brendan: 

I did not get a voicemail from you.  I represent Fish Creek Investments.  I will not have any time 
to discuss this before I leave as I have a stack of mounting deadlines. 

I can tell you, however, that my clients are unlikely to be receptive to any advances by the 
County on a pathway easement.  They have been put through the wringer, and continue to be, 
by the County on a variance application that will be heard in early September and are being 
dragged along as well on another adjacent property they own. Their view of the County is pretty 
low these days.  

If you would like to visit after 9/4 I can do so, I just want to manage your expectations.  I 
communicated to Brian Schilling in the past that my clients will not grant any easement for a 
pathway that ends on their property, they do not want to be the dumping ground for a terminus 
of a pathway that is not planned out for the remainder of Wilson.  They do not subscribe to the 
‘build part now and plan for the rest later’ when the results of those efforts burden their 
property unecessarily.  

I know you are engineers and don’t make policy, but I want to make you aware of their position 
at the outset before you expend too much time and effort designing something that terminates 
on their commercial property. 

Regards, 

Stefan J. Fodor 

Fodor Law Office, PC 

From: Brendan Schulte [mailto:bschulte@jorgensenassociates.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 06, 2018 3:52 PM 
To: Brian Schilling <bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov> 
Cc: Aaron Japel <ajapel@jorgensenassociates.com> 
Subject: Re: Pathways / Fish Creek Investments Contact 

Brian, 

I talked to Stefan. His client is not interested in any discussions until you have a plan for the rest 
of Wilson. He was pretty firm about this. His client does not want to be a dumping group for the 
pathway. I pushed lightly that we would like to hear his opinions about what Wilson will be, and 
he reaffirmed his position. I suggest we just send Stefan the meeting information so our bases 
are covered and follow up after. He is pretty sore about those denials. 

Brendan Schulte, LEED AP BD+C, ND 

Senior Planner 

 

11/2019 email to Jennifer Overcast requesting a meeting with Kayems to discuss bridge 
alignment and a possible easement. 

mailto:bschulte@jorgensenassociates.com
mailto:bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov
mailto:ajapel@jorgensenassociates.com


From: Brian Schilling  
Sent: Friday, November 19, 2021 12:36 PM 
To: 'jennifer.overcast@jhsir.com' <jennifer.overcast@jhsir.com> 
Subject: Wilson projects 

Hi Jennifer, 

I’m writing to see if you might be able to help set up a meeting between the Kayems and 
Heather Overholser (County Public Works Director) to discuss the County’s projects in 
downtown Wilson and the pathway between Wilson and Stilson. We are at a critical design 
junction for the bridge across Fish Creek—specifically we need to determine whether we will be 
constructing the bridge in the existing WYDOT right of way or if the Kayems would be willing to 
consider an easement on the Fish Creek Business Center parcel. 

We would be happy to meet in person or via Zoom—I think either format would work for 
discussing the options and reviewing a proposed easement area. I’ve listed a few dates and 
times below that Heather would be available for the week after next.  

Thank you—hope you’re doing well, and hope to hear from you soon. 

Brian 

Monday, Nov. 29 – 11am-1pm 
Tuesday, Nov. 30 – Anytime  
Wednesday, Dec. 1 – 4pm 
Friday, Dec. 3 – 8-11am and 3-5pm 
 

Brian Schilling 

Pathways Coordinator  

Town of Jackson/Teton County 

From: Jennifer Overcast <jennifer.overcast@jhsir.com>  
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 11:40 AM 
To: Brian Schilling <bschilling@tetoncountywy.gov> 
Subject: Re: Wilson projects 

Hi Brian:  

I reached out to them this morning to discuss. Yes, they would like to see what you are 
proposing if you are willing to pass along.  

However, they are not willing to grant any additional land under easement at this time. Working 
with the existing WYDOT right of way seems to be the approach.  

Thank you,  

Jennifer  



From: Brian Schilling  
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 1:18 PM 
To: 'Jennifer Overcast' <jennifer.overcast@jhsir.com> 
Cc: Heather Overholser <hoverholser@tetoncountywy.gov> 
Subject: RE: Wilson projects 

Jennifer, 

Thanks for the info…that may be all that we needed to know for the immediate future, but I’ll 
check with Heather to see if she still would like to schedule time to go over the plans. Thanks, 

Brian  

 

12/2023 email to representatives of Fish Creek Investments informing them of the Downtown 
Wilson Project open house and offering to meet ahead of time to review the plans. 

From: Brian Schilling  
Sent: Friday, December 1, 2023 3:17 PM 
To: Stefan Fodor <stefan@fodorlaw.com>; Jennifer Kronberger <jennifermailbox@icloud.com> 
Subject: Downtown Wilson Improvements - 30% design and Open House 

Hi Stefan, Jennifer, 

Brian Schilling here, checking in on the Downtown Wilson Improvements project. We have our 
30% design plans ready to review and we are hosting an Open House next Wednesday, Dec. 
6th from 5:00-6:30 at the Old Wilson Schoolhouse to share the design with the public, but I 
wanted to reach out to you first to see if you and/or the Kayems wanted to take a look at the 
plans before the Open House. I’d be happy to swing out to Wilson or meet wherever is 
convenient for you. I’m planning to be out there Monday morning but am generally pretty open 
through Wednesday.  

Thanks—hope you’re doing well! 

Brian 

Brian Schilling 

Pathways Coordinator 

Town of Jackson/Teton County 

 

1/2024 email to Fish Creek Investments owner offering to meet to review project plans 

From: Brian Schilling  
Sent: Wednesday, January 3, 2024 3:10 PM 
To: Chris Kayem <Chriskayem@texisle.com> 
Subject: Downtown Wilson BUILD project 



Hi Chris, 

Brian Schilling with Teton County here…wondering if you have time this week or next to talk 
about the Downtown Wilson project. I’d like to do a quick overview of the project for you, 
discuss design options at the Fish Creek Center, and answer any questions you have. I can do 
Zoom or meet in person if you happen to be in town. I’m looking pretty open all of next week 
except Thursday afternoon, and our easement specialist will be in town next Wednesday to 
Friday—it might be helpful to have him available but is not an absolute necessity if those days 
don’t work for your schedule.  

I look forward to hearing from you—thanks! 

Brian 

 

Brian Schilling 

Pathways Coordinator 

Town of Jackson/Teton County 

307.732.8573 (w) 

 

Email search words: 

Belonger (a bunch on the bridge design that isn’t included so far), Compton, Kayem, Schulte,  

 

 



Organizational Excellence * Environmental Stewardship * Vibrant Community * Economic Sustainability 

Board of County Commissioners Staff Report

Matters from Staff Agenda item #___ 

Meeting Date:     :ƵůǇ ϱ͕ ϮϬϭϲ  Presenter:   �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ 
Submitting Dept:     �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ Ͳ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ Subject: �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă WĂƚŚǁĂǇ �ĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ �ŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ 

ǁŝƚŚ 'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ͕ >>� 

Statement / Purpose:  
�ƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŽĨ ĂŶ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ 'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ͕ >>� ĂŶĚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĨŽƌ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĂůŽŶŐ tzϮϮ ŝŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͘ 

Background / Description (Pros & Cons):    
'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ͕ >>�͕ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŽĨ Ă ƉĂƌĐĞů ŽĨ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂŶĚ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ tǇŽŵŝŶŐ ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ ϮϮ ŝŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͕ ŚĂƐ 
ŽĨĨĞƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŐƌĂŶƚ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ Ă ŶŽŶͲŵŽƚŽƌŝǌĞĚ ŵƵůƚŝͲƵƐĞ ;ďŝĐǇĐůĞ͕ 
ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ͕ ƐŬŝ͕ ĞƋƵĞƐƚƌŝĂŶͿ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ �Ɛ ƐƚĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶͬdĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ DĂƐƚĞƌ WůĂŶ ;ϮϬϬϳͿ͕ ŝƚ ŝƐ ƚŚĞ 
�ŽƵŶƚǇ͛Ɛ ŝŶƚĞŶƚ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ ;Žƌ Ă ůŽŐŝĐĂů ƚĞƌŵŝŶƵƐ 
ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ tzϮϮͬtzϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶͿ͘ dŚĞ ŵĂũŽƌŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ϭϱ͛ͲǁŝĚĞ ƐƚƌŝƉ ŽĨ ůĂŶĚ ƌĞƐĞƌǀĞĚ 
ĨŽƌ Ă ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ ŽǁŶĞĚ ďǇ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ 'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ ƉĂƌĐĞů ĂŶĚ 
,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĞ ;ĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇ ϰϴϰϬ ĨĞĞƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚͿ͘ dŚĞ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇͲ
ŽǁŶĞĚ ƉĂƌĐĞů ǁŝůů ůŝŬĞůǇ ŽĐĐƵƌ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƌŝŐŚƚ ŽĨ ǁĂǇ Žƌ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ ďǇ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ 
ŽǁŶĞƌƐ͘ dŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ƵŶĚĞƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ ǁĞƐƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇͲŽǁŶĞĚ ƉĂƌĐĞů ĂŶĚ ǁŽƵůĚ ŐƌĞĂƚůǇ 
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ͛Ɛ ĂďŝůŝƚǇ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂŶĚ ŝŶƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͘ 

'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ ŝŶƚĞŶĚƐ ƚŽ ůŝƐƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ĨŽƌ ƐĂůĞ ĂƐ ƐŽŽŶ ĂƐ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ĂŶĚ ǁŽƵůĚ ůŝŬĞ ƚŽ ŚĂǀĞ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ 
ĂŶĚ ƌĞĐŽƌĚĞĚ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ůŝƐƚŝŶŐ͘ �Ǉ ĂĐĐĞƉƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŽƵůĚ ŶŽƚ ďĞ ŽďůŝŐĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ͕ ďƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĂďĂŶĚŽŶĞĚ ŝĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁĂƐ ŶŽƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϮϬ ǇĞĂƌƐ͘  

Statement of Strategic Intent addressed by this item (Identify BCC goals accomplished/addressed): 
Environmental Stewardship 

 ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚ ĂŶ ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ ŵƵůƚŝͲŵŽĚĂů ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ
 WĂƌƚŶĞƌ ĂŶĚ ĐŽůůĂďŽƌĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ůŽĐĂů͕ ƐƚĂƚĞ͕ ĨĞĚĞƌĂů ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ

Economic Sustainability 
 WĂƌƚŶĞƌ ƚŽ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ ĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐ ǀŝƚĂůŝƚǇ ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ǀĂůƵĞƐ ĂƐ ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ �ŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ WůĂŶ
 �ĞůŝǀĞƌ ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ ŐŽǀĞƌŶŵĞŶƚ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ ƚŽ ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ĂŶĚ ǁĞůĨĂƌĞ ŽĨ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐ

Attachments:  
ϭ͘ �ĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ
Ϯ͘ �ĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĞǆŚŝďŝƚƐ � ĂŶĚ �

Fiscal Impact:      
dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŝůů ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ Ăƚ ĂŶ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚ ĐŽƐƚ ŽĨ ΨϯϬ͘ dŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ ŶŽ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĨĞĞƐ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ 
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů Žƌ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͘ KǀĞƌĂůů͕ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĞǆƉĂŶĚĞĚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ǁŚŝĐŚ ĐŽƵůĚ ƌĞƐƵůƚ ŝŶ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĐŽƐƚ ƐĂǀŝŶŐƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ͘ 

Staff Impact:  
EŽŶĞ͘ 

Legal Review:      
dŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ůĂŶŐƵĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ůĞŐĂů ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶƐ ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ƚƚŽƌŶĞǇ͛Ɛ ŽĨĨŝĐĞ͘ 

Recommendation:      
^ƚĂĨĨ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͘ 

Suggested Motion:     
/ ŵŽǀĞ ƚŽ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂŶĚ 'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ͕ >>� ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝǌĞ 
ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ �ŚĂŝƌ ƚŽ ĞǆĞĐƵƚĞ ƚŚĞ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ͘ 

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϬϮͲϬϳ͘Ϭϱ͘ϭϲ ��� ^ƚĂĨĨ ZĞƉŽƌƚ Ͳ 'ƌĞĞŶ /ŶǀĞƐƚŽƌƐ ^ĂŶĚǇ � ƉĂƌĐĞů ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ



PATHWAY ACCESS EASEMENT AND AGREEMENT 

This Pathway Access Easement and Agreement is made effective the _____ day of 
________________, 2016, by and between Green Investors, LLC , a Wyoming limited 
liability Company the address of which is 98 Center Street, Jackson, Wyoming 83001 
(“Grantor”) and Teton County, a duly organized county of the State of Wyoming, the 
address of which is P.O. Box 1727, Jackson, Wyoming 83001 (“Grantee”). 

WHEREAS, the Grantor is the owner in fee simple of that certain real estate 
situated in Teton County, Wyoming, more particularly described in Exhibit “A”, and 
shown on the Easement Sketch, Exhibit “B” attached hereto, over which the Grantee 
wishes to obtain a right for the public to enter and pass for non-motorized transportation 
and recreational purposes, under circumstances where Grantor is provided the immunity 
from liability recorded by W.S. §34-19-101 (1977) et seq, and 

WHEREAS, the Grantee is a governmental body whose powers include the 
authority to receive easements in land for the public that has joined in the creation and 
funding of the Jackson Hole Community Pathways Program; 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of good and valuable consideration 
paid by the Grantee to the Grantor, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, and in 
consideration of the covenants and undertakings hereinafter set forth, the Grantor hereby 
does give, grant, bargain, sell, and confirm to the Grantee an easement and right over and 
on the hereinafter described real estate, of the nature and character and to the extent 
hereinafter expressed, for the purpose of permitting the Grantee to construct and maintain 
a pathway for non-motorized bicycle, pedestrian, equestrian, and ski passage and repassage 
by the public on and along a pathway easement as described in Exhibit "A", and shown on 
the Easement Sketch, Exhibit "B" attached hereto, under the following terms and 
conditions: 

The Grantee, for itself and for its successors and assigns, covenants and agrees that, 
once constructed, it will maintain the aforesaid pathway for public transportation and 
recreational purposes, including pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and ski passage and 
repassage, and that: 

1. There shall be no operation of motorcycles, all-terrain vehicles, snowmobiles, or 
any other type of motorized vehicle, except that the Grantor shall permit the 
operation of vehicles by the Grantee in a manner and to an extent satisfactory to the 
Grantor for the initial construction and periodic maintenance and repairs of the 
pathway. 

2. There shall be no removal, destruction, cutting, or alteration of any vegetation, 
whether dead or alive, nor any disturbance or change in the natural habitat in any 
manner beyond that necessary for construction, maintenance and/or repairs of the 
pathway for public passage and prevention of trail deterioration or erosion. 

3. There shall be only such spraying or application of biocides as are necessary to 
control noxious weeds or plants interfering with the use of the easement. 

4. Once constructed, Grantee shall be deemed to be in control of and shall maintain 
the pathway at its expense in a neat and orderly condition, free of trash, rubbish, or 
any other unsightly materials, to the satisfaction of the Grantor, and it shall 
undertake periodic inspections to ensure that the pathway is maintained in a safe, 
neat, and orderly manner and that the terms and conditions of this indenture are 
met. 

5. Grantee shall save, defend, indemnify, and hold harmless Grantor and any and all 
of its Members, owners, affiliate companies, officers, employees, tenants, invitees, 
licensees, successors, assigns, or any other person or party claiming under it against 
any losses, damages, suits, claims, costs, judgments, and expenses, including 
reasonable attorneys’ fees which any of them may directly or indirectly suffer, 
sustain, be liable for, or subject to, arising out of or connected with the exercise by 
Grantee or the public of the easement herein granted.  Grantor shall have no duty 
to maintain the easement area nor shall it have any duty to warn grantee or the 
public of any unsafe or dangerous condition, whether or not known to Grantor. 
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6. There shall be no hunting, discharging of firearms, killing, trapping, or harassing 
of wildlife in any manner on or from the easement. 

7. The parties understand that, by acceptance of this Easement and entering into this 
Agreement, Grantee is not obligated to construct any pathway immediately, but 
must do so within twenty (20) years of the date hereof or this Easement shall be 
deemed to be abandoned and shall terminate.  Grantor hereby authorizes Grantee 
to enter upon the property for purposes of clearing, grading, and constructing such 
trail improvements, including paving, culverts, bridges, etc., as may be necessary 
to utilize the Easement granted.  However, there shall be no construction or 
placement of billboards or any other structures (except signs, interpretative or 
exercise stations, benches, rest areas, or safety fences) in addition to the trail 
improvements without the express consent of the Grantor. 

8. In the event that the property or any part thereof shall ever be condemned or taken 
by eminent domain, or as a result of an inverse condemnation action, then the 
Easement herein granted shall terminate automatically as to the portion of the 
property so taken, and in such event the Grantor, or its successors or assigns, shall 
be as fully compensated as though this Easement had never been granted. 

9. This grant shall be for non-motorized transportation and recreational purposes, as 
defined and provided for under Wyoming’s Recreational Use Statute (W.S. §34-
19-101 (1977), et seq.), and in the event such statute shall be repealed or amended 
so as to remove the immunity provided to Grantor, and Grantor is not adequately 
protected by insurance or by other means, Grantor may immediately terminate the 
Easement by written notice delivered to Grantee. 

     RESERVED RIGHTS 

Notwithstanding any of the foregoing covenants to the contrary, the Grantor 
specifically reserves for itself, its Members, owners, affiliate companies, officers, 
employees, tenants, invitees, licensees, successors, assigns, and any other person or party 
claiming under it the following reserved rights: 

1. The right to enter, pass, and repass the burdened lands at any time, including the 
superior right to use any prior easement affecting the property described herein. 

2. All rights as owner of the property, including the right to use the property for all 
purposes not inconsistent with this indenture. 

3. The right, in a reasonable manner and at reasonable times, to enforce, by 
proceedings at law or in equity, the terms and conditions of this indenture.  Nothing 
herein shall be construed to entitle the Grantee to institute any enforcement 
proceedings against the Grantor for any changes to the granted easements due to 
causes beyond the Grantor’s control, such as changes caused by fire, storm, 
landslide, erosion, falling trees or branches, plant growth, water, or any other act of 
nature, or the unauthorized acts of third persons. 

4. It is understood and agreed that this indenture shall not affect or reduce the total 
acreage of the property for any regulatory purposes, such as permitted or required 
site areas, Floor Area Ratios (F.A.R.), open space ratios, building coverage, or site 
coverage. 

5. It is understood and agreed that this indenture imposes no other obligations or 
restrictions upon the Grantor, its Members, owners, affiliate companies, officers, 
employees, tenants, invitees, licensees, successors, assigns, or any other person or 
party claiming under it, and that neither the Grantor nor its family members, 
affiliate companies, officers, employees, tenants, invitees, licensees, successors, 
assigns, or any other person or party claiming under it shall be in any way restricted 
in their use of said lands for all purposes, present and future, not inconsistent with 
this grant. 

6. Nothing herein shall be deemed to affect any mortgage, lien, or other interest in the 
lands described herein which were in existence at the time of the execution of this 
instrument. 
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7. In the event of the abandonment of the pathway, trail or sidewalk by Grantee by 
failure to maintain it in a neat, orderly and safe manner for a period of one (1) year 
or any of the terms or conditions contained herein are violated, or the grantor’s 
reserved rights are impaired or restricted, Grantor may upon thirty (30) days written 
notice and failure to cure by Grantee, terminate this Easement. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said granted and bargained easement to the Grantee 
and to its successors and assigns throughout the term hereof for its proper use in accordance 
with the terms hereof.  The provisions hereof shall bind and the benefits and advantages 
shall inure to the respective successors and assigns of the parties hereto. 

GRANTOR: 
GREEN INVESTORS, LLC 

____________________________________ 

STATE OF WYOMING ) 
    ) SS. 
County of Teton  ) 

 The foregoing Pathway Access Easement and Agreement was acknowledged 
before me by _______________________, this _____ day of _______________, 2016. 

 WITNESS my hand and official seal. 
 ____________________________________  
 Notary Public 

[SEAL]  

My commission expires: 

GRANTEE:  
TETON COUNTY, WYOMING 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF TETON COUNTY, WYOMING 

By:       
Barbara Allen, Chair 

Attest: 

       
Sherry Daigle, Teton County Clerk [SEAL] 

STATE OF WYOMING ) 
    ) SS. 
County of Teton  ) 

 The foregoing Pathway Access Easement and Agreement was acknowledged 
before me by _______________________, Chairman of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Teton County, Wyoming, this _____ day of _______________, 2016. 

 WITNESS my hand and official seal. 
 ____________________________________  
 Notary Public 

[SEAL]  

My commission expires: 







tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ KƉƚŝŽŶƐ ʹ ϯͬϴͬϮϬϭϴ 

• dƌǇŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ��� ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĂƐ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ :� ƚŽ ĚŽ
ƉƌĞůŝŵͬĐŽŶĐĞƉƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŽĨ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͘

• WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƌĞĂůůǇ ŝŶǀŽůǀĞƐ ϯ ƉĂƌƚƐ͘
o DĂŝŶ >ŝŶĞ ;ƐƚƌĂŝŐŚƚ ƐŚŽƚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ dĞƚŽŶ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞͿ
o tĞƐƚ �ŶĚ ʹ ^ĂŶĚǇ � ƉĂƌĐĞů ǁĞƐƚ ƚŽ /ĚĂ >ĂŶĞ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ

ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ
o �ĂƐƚ �ŶĚ ʹ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ĞĂƐƚ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ Ăƚ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶͬ^ŶĂŬĞ

ZŝǀĞƌ �ƌŝĚŐĞ͕ ŵŝŐŚƚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ŽĨ tzϮϮ
• tŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͍

o EŽƚ ϭϬϬй ƐƵƌĞͶƚŚŽƵŐŚƚ / ĂŶƐǁĞƌĞĚ Ăůů ƚŚĞ ƉŽŝŶƚƐͬƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ Ws ƌĂŝƐĞĚ͘ DĂƌŬ ĞǀĞŶ ƐĂŝĚ
ƐŽ͘

o �ŽƐƚ͍ ^ĐŽƉĞ͍ DĂǇďĞ ƚŚĞƐĞ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ĞǆĂŵŝŶĞĚ͘
o Ws ĐŝƚĞĚ

▪ �ŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ďƵƚ ĂďŽƵƚ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŝŵŝŶŐ͘
▪ >ĞŐĂů ƌĞǀŝĞǁ͍ ;>ĞŐĂů ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŝƐ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞͿ
▪ tz�Kd͛Ɛ ƉůĂŶƐ ĨŽƌ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘ ;�ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ŝƐ

ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ ĐĂůůĞĚ ŽƵƚ ŝŶ ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ ǁŽƌŬͶůŝƚĞƌĂůůǇ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ :�͛Ɛ ũŽďͿ
▪ tĂƐ ƚŚŝƐ ĂŶ Z&W ǁŚĞŶ ŝƚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ĂŶ Z&Y͍ ;KŬ͕ ůĞƚ͛Ɛ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŽƵƌ

ƚĞƌŵŝŶŽůŽŐǇ ĂŶĚ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ͞Z&W͟ ŝŶ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ďĂƐĞĚ ƐĞůĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘ DĂǇďĞ ŝƚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ
ďĞ ĐĂůůĞĚ ĂŶ Z&Y͘Ϳ

▪ �ŽƐƚƐ͍ tŚǇ ŝƐ ƚŚĞƌĞ Ă ƌĞůƵĐƚĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƐŚĂƌĞ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƐƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ĞĂĐŚ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů͍ ;^ƚĂĨĨ
ŶŽƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƐƚƐ ǁĞƌĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘ ^ƚĂĨĨ ŚĂƐ ŽĨĨĞƌĞĚ ƚŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƚŚĞ ĨƵůů ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂůƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ďŽĂƌĚ ŝĨ ƚŚĞǇ ǁŽƵůĚ ůŝŬĞ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ƚŚĞŵͿ͘

▪ �ƵĚŐĞƚŝŶŐͶǁĞ ŽŶůǇ ŚĂǀĞ ΨϰϬŬ ůĞĨƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ &zϭϴ ďƵĚŐĞƚ͕ ŚŽǁ ĂƌĞ ǁĞ ŐŽŝŶŐ ƚŽ ƉĂǇ
ĨŽƌ ƚŚŝƐ͍ ;tĞ ďƵĚŐĞƚ ĨŽƌ ŝƚ͘ &zϭϵ ďƵĚŐĞƚ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ΨϮϬϬ< ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ
ĨŽƌ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ǁŽƌŬ͘ /Ĩ &zϭϴ ŶĞĞĚƐ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ͕ ǁĞ ĚŽ Ă ďƵĚŐĞƚ ĂŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ͘
dŚŝƐ ŝƐ ƐŝŵƉůĞ ĞŶŽƵŐŚ͘Ϳ

• KƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ĐŚĂŶŐŝŶŐ ƐĐŽƉĞ ;ĂŶĚ ĐŽƐƚ ďǇ ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶͿ
o EŽ ĐŚĂŶŐĞ

▪ <ĞĞƉ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĂƐ ŝƐ͘ �ŽŶĐĞƉƚ ƉŚĂƐĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨŽƌ ĞŶƚŝƌĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ
;ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌͬ^ƚŝůƐŽŶͿ

▪ WƌŽƐ
• <ĞĞƉƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŽŶ ƚƌĂĐŬ͕ ĚŽĞƐŶ͛ƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƌŽƵŶĚƐ ŽĨ ŶĞŐŽƚŝĂƚŝŽŶ

ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ Žƌ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƐƚĂĨĨ ƚŝŵĞ ĨŽƌ ƌĞĚŽƐͬƌĞͲƌĞǀŝĞǁƐ͘
▪ �ŽŶƐ

• �ŽĞƐŶ͛ƚ ĐŚĂŶŐĞ ĐŽƐƚ Žƌ ƐĐŽƉĞ͕ ũƵƐƚ ƉůŽǁƐ ĂŚĞĂĚ
o DĂŝŶ >ŝŶĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŝŶͲŚŽƵƐĞ

▪ WƵůů ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨƌŽŵ dZ� ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ;ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐǇ ƉĂƌƚͿ ŽƵƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĂŶĚ ĚŽ ƚŚĂƚ ŝŶͲŚŽƵƐĞ͘

▪ WƌŽƐ
• DŝŶŽƌ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĐŽƐƚƐ
• ^ƚŝůů ĚĞƐŝŐŶƐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶƚŝƌĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ;ĂƐƐƵŵŝŶŐ :� ĚŽĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶĚƐͿ

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϬϯͲϬϯ͘Ϭϴ͘ϭϴ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ KƉƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶƚĞƌŶĂů ŵĞŵŽ



▪ �ŽŶƐ 
• d� �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ďĂŶĚǁŝĚƚŚ͍ dŚŝƐ ŐĞƚƐ ĚƵŵƉĞĚ ŽŶ ^ĞĂŶ Žƌ �ŵǇ͘ 
• �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ d� ƉůĂŶƐ ĂŶĚ :� ƉůĂŶƐ ;ǁŝůů ŚĂǀĞ ƚŽ 

ůŝŶŬͬĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ ŵĂŬĞ ƐƵƌĞ ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ ĂƌĞ 
ƌĞĨůĞĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƉůĂŶ ƐĞƚͿ 

• DĂǇ ŶŽƚ ƌĞĂůůǇ ďĞ ǁŽƌƚŚ ƚŚĞ ĞĨĨŽƌƚͶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ŵŝŶŽƌ 
ŐĂŝŶ͘ 

o �ĂƐƚ �ŶĚ ĚƌŽƉ 
▪ ^ƚŽƉ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ Ăƚ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͘ 

• tĂŝƚ ĨŽƌ tz�Kd͘ �ŽŶ͛ƚ ĚŽ ĂŶǇƚŚŝŶŐ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͕ ũƵƐƚ ƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚĞ 
ƉĂƚŚ Ăƚ 'ƌĞĞŶ͘ 

▪ WƌŽƐ 
• &Žƌ ƚŚĞ ƚŝŵĞ ďĞŝŶŐ͕ ƐĂǀĞƐ ŵŽŶĞǇ ŽŶ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ;ŶŽ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ͕ ŶŽ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 

ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶͿ͘ 
• &Žƌ ƚŚĞ ƚŝŵĞ ďĞŝŶŐ͕ ƐĂǀĞƐ ŵŽŶĞǇ ŽŶ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ 
• �ǀŽŝĚƐ ŚĂǀŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĚĞĂů ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd Žƌ ƚƌǇŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĨŝŐƵƌĞ ŽƵƚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ 

^ƚŝůƐŽŶ Žƌ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ 
▪ �ŽŶƐ 

• DĂǇ ĐŽƐƚ ŵŽƌĞ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ůŽŶŐ ƌƵŶ 
• �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ǁŝƚŚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƚŚ ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶ͍ WƌŽďĂďůǇ ŵŝŶŝŵĂů 
• �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͘ hƐĞƌƐ ĂƌĞ ĚƵŵƉĞĚ ŽŶƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͘ tŚĂƚ 

ŝĨ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĚĞƐƚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƐŽŵĞǁŚĞƌĞ ďĞǇŽŶĚ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͍ 
• EŽ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ 
• tĞ͛ůů ŐĞƚ ďůĂƐƚĞĚ ĨŽƌ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƚŽ ŶŽǁŚĞƌĞ͘ 

o tĞƐƚ �ŶĚ ĚƌŽƉ 
▪ ^ƚŽƉ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ Ăƚ dĞƚŽŶ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌͬ^ĂŶĚǇ � ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ůŝŶĞ 

• EŽ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͕ ũƵƐƚ ƌŽƵƚĞ ƵƐĞƌƐ ŽŶƚŽ tzϮϮ 
▪ WƌŽƐ 

• �ůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞƐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ 
• �ůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞƐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉŽǁĞƌ ůŝŶĞ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ 
• �ůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞƐ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ <ĂǇĞŵ 
• DĂŬĞƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƉƌĞƚƚǇ ĞĂƐǇ͕ ũƵƐƚ Ă ƐƚƌĂŝŐŚƚ ƐŚŽƚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ 

dZ� ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ 
• �ŽƵůĚ ĚŽ Ăůů ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ŝŶͲŚŽƵƐĞ ;ĂƐƐƵŵŝŶŐ ďĂŶĚǁŝĚƚŚͿ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ dZ� ƚŽ 

'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ 
▪ �ŽŶƐ 

• �ŽĞƐŶ͛ƚ ŐĞƚ ƉĞŽƉůĞ ƐĂĨĞůǇ ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͘ 
• ^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ŽĨ ƉĞŽƉůĞ ŽŶ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ dZ� ĂŶĚ 

ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͘ 
• �ŽĞƐŶ͛ƚ ŚĞůƉ ǁŝƚŚ dZ� ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ Žƌ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ 
• �ŽĞƐŶ͛ƚ ĚĞĂů ǁŝƚŚ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ǁĞ͛ƌĞ ŐŽŶŶĂ ŚĂǀĞ ƚŽ ĚŽ Ăƚ ƐŽŵĞ ƉŽŝŶƚ͘ 
• tĞ͛ůů ŐĞƚ ďůĂƐƚĞĚ ĞǀĞŶ ŚĂƌĚĞƌ ĨŽƌ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ ŶŽǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ŶŽǁŚĞƌĞ͘ 

• YƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ 



o tŚĂƚ ŝƐ WĂƵů ƌĞĂůůǇ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚ ĂďŽƵƚ͍ 
o tŚĂƚ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐͬƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĚŝĚ ǁĞ ŶŽƚ ĂŶƐǁĞƌ͍ 
o /Ɛ ŝƚ ŝŵƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů ƚŽ ƚƌǇ ƚŽ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ƚŽ ůŽŽŬ Ăƚ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ĂŶĚ ůŽŶŐͲƚĞƌŵ 

ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶƐ͍ Kƌ ŝƐ ŝƚ ƌĞĂůŝƐƚŝĐ͍ 
o tĞ͛ƌĞ ŐŽŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŚĂǀĞ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚŝƐ ƐƚƵĨĨ Ăƚ ƐŽŵĞ ƉŽŝŶƚ͕ ƚŚŝƐ ũƵƐƚ ŬŝĐŬƐ ĐĂŶ ĚŽǁŶ ƚŚĞ 

ƌŽĂĚ͘ �Ƶƚ ƚŚĞŶ ĂŐĂŝŶ͙ 
o /Ĩ ǁĞ ĚŽŶ͛ƚ ĂĐƚƵĂůůǇ ĂƐŬ ĂŶǇ ŚĂƌĚ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŚĞŶ ǁĞ ǁŽŶ͛ƚ ŚĂǀĞ ƚŽ ƚƌǇ ƚŽ ĂŶƐǁĞƌ ƚŚĞŵ͘ 

☺ 



</�<K&& D��d/E' �E� &/�>� s/^/d
t/>^KE dK ^E�<� Z/s�Z W�d,t�z �KEE��dKZ WZK:��d

W�'� ϭ K& ϲ 

KICKOFF MEETING AND FIELD VISIT 
MEETING NOTES 

Monday, June 25, 2018 

8:30 to 10 am  Internal Organization and Meeting Preparation 

WĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂŶƚƐ͗  ;:ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶͿ ZĞĞĚ �ƌŵŝũŽ͕ �ĂƌŽŶ :ĂƉĞů͕ :ŽƐĞƉŚ >ŽǀĞƚƚ͖ 
  ;>ŽƌŝƐͿ ^ĐŽƚƚ �ĞůŽŶŐĞƌ͕ �ĂŶ �ĞůƚǌĞƌ͖  

dŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵ ŵĞƚ ƚŽ ŐŽ ŽǀĞƌ ƚŚĞ ŽǀĞƌĂůů ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐǇ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŬŝĐŬŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ͘ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŽƉŝĐƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ƚŚĞ 
ŝŶƚĞƌŶĂů  ŐŽĂůƐ͕  ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͕  ĂŶĚ  ůŝŶĞƐ  ŽĨ  ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͘  WƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ǁĞƌĞ  ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ  ĂŶĚ  ŬĞǇ 
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĐŽǀĞƌ͘ dŚĞ ďĂƐŝĐ ŐŽĂů ǁĂƐ ƚŽ ĚĞĨŝŶĞ ƵƐĞƌƐ͕ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ͕ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞƐ͘ 

10 am to 12 pm  Kickoff Meeting   

WĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂŶƚƐ͗  ;:ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶͿ ZĞĞĚ �ƌŵŝũŽ͕ �ĂƌŽŶ :ĂƉĞů͕ :ŽƐĞƉŚ >ŽǀĞƚƚ͖ 
  ;>ŽƌŝƐͿ ^ĐŽƚƚ �ĞůŽŶŐĞƌ͕ �ĂŶ �ĞůƚǌĞƌ͖  
  ;:, WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐͿ �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ 
  ;d� �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐͿ �ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ 
  ;d� WĂƌŬƐ Θ ZĞĐͿ �ŽĚǇ �ĂŝŐůĞ 

;&ƌŝĞŶĚƐ ŽĨ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐͿ :ĂĐŬ <ŽĞŚůĞƌ 
;tǇŽŵŝŶŐ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐͿ dŝŵ zŽƵŶŐ 
;tz�KdͿ �Žď ,ĂŵŵŽŶĚ 
;tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ 'ƌŽƵƉͿ ^ƵƐŝĞ dĞŵƉůĞ 

Review Agenda and Goals of Kickoff Meeting/Field Visit: 
ZĞĞĚ ƐƚĂƌƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ĂŶ  ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵ͘ dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ƉĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂŶƚƐ  ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐĞĚ 
ƚŚĞŵƐĞůǀĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ � ďĂƐŝĐ ŽǀĞƌǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁĂƐ ƌĞůĂǇĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ 
ŐƌŽƵƉ͘ ZĞĞĚ ƐƚƌĞƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ŚĞĂƌ ĨƌŽŵ ĞǀĞƌǇŽŶĞ ĂƐ ƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ ŵĂŶǇ ĨĂĐƚŽƌƐ ĨƌŽŵ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ ĂŶŐůĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ 
ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ KǀĞƌĂůů͕  ƚŚŝƐ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ  ŝƐ  ŝŶƚĞŶĚĞĚ  ƚŽ  ĨŝŶĞ  ƚƵŶĞ  ƚŚĞ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĞůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞ ƵŶƵƐĂďůĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘ dŚĞ 
ŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁĂƐ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ĂƐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĐǇĐůŝƐƚƐ ƐĂĨĞ ůŽĐĂů ĂŶĚ ƌĞŐŝŽŶĂů ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ 
ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͘  

Define Project Limits 
dŚĞ  ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ  ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁĂƐ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ  ƚŽ  ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ  ƚŚĞ  ŬŝĐŬŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ  ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚƵĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŽĨ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ  ƚŚĞ  dŽǁŶ ŽĨ tŝůƐŽŶ  ĂŶĚ  ƚŚĞ  ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͘  ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ͕  ƚŚĞ  ĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶ  ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĚĞĨŝŶŝŶŐ 
ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ Ă ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ ĞŶĚ ƚŽ Ă ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ ϮϮ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ 
ZĂŶĐŚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ĞŶĚ͘ 'ĞŶĞƌĂůůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŝŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ůŝŵŝƚƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƌŝŐŚƚ‐
ŽĨ‐ǁĂǇ͕ ƉĂƌĂůůĞů ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͘ dŚĞ ƚĞĂŵ ǁŝůů ĞǆƉůŽƌĞ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 
,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĞ ĂƐ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂƌĞ ĞǆƉůŽƌĞĚ͘ dŚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ ϮϮ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ 
ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͘ 

�Žď ,ĂŵŵŽŶĚ ĞǆƉůĂŝŶĞĚ tz�Kd͛Ɛ ƉůĂŶ  ƚŽ  ƌĞƉůĂĐĞ  ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ  ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞ  ƚŚĞ ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ 
ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ Ă ƉŽŝŶƚ ǁĞƐƚ ĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇ Ϯͬϯ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ ϮϮ͘ 
�ƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ͕ tz�Kd ŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƐƚĂŐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞƐĞ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉůĂŶŶĞĚ ĨŽƌ ϮϬϮϯ͘ dŚĞ 

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϬϰͲϬϲ͘Ϯϱ͘ϭϴ tŝůƐŽŶͲ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ <ŝĐŬŽĨĨ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ EŽƚĞƐ



 
</�<K&& D��d/E' �E� &/�>� s/^/d   
t/>^KE dK ^E�<� Z/s�Z W�d,t�z �KEE��dKZ WZK:��d   

 

  
 

W�'� Ϯ K& ϲ 

tz�Kd WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ŽŶ Ăůů ϯ ƐŝĚĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ 
ǁŚŝĐŚ ǁŝůů ůŝŬĞůǇ ŚŝŶĚĞƌ ƚŚĞ ŝŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵŶůĞƐƐ ŝƚ ǁĞƌĞ ŬĞƉƚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ŐƌĂĚĞ͘ � ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ ĂƌĞĂ ǁŽƵůĚ ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞ ƚŚĞ ůĞŶŐƚŚ ŽĨ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐĞƐ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞͬƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵƐĞƌ ŝŶƚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶ͘ 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ŵĂŬŝŶŐ ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚ ƐƚƵĚǇ ĨŽƌ ŝŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƐ ǁĞůů 
ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ůĂǇŽƵƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ͘ dŚĞ ƚĞĂŵ ǁŝůů ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ 'ƌĞĂƚĞƌ 
zĞůůŽǁƐƚŽŶĞ �ŽĂůŝƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ tŝůĚůŝĨĞ ZĞƉŽƌƚ͘        

Establish Stakeholders List: 
dŚĞ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁĞƌĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ůŝƐƚ ǁĂƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ͘ ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚƐ ĂƌĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ͕ ǁŚĞƌĞ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘ 

 tz�Kd ʹ �Žď ,ĂŵŵŽŶĚ͕ �ŚƌŝƐ �ŽŵƉƚŽŶ 
 dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ʹ �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ ;:,�WͿ͕ �ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ ;d� �ŶŐͿ 
 d� WĂƌŬƐ ĂŶĚ ZĞĐ ʹ ^ƚĞǀĞ �ƐŚǁŽƌƚŚ͕ �ŽĚǇ �ĂŝŐůĞ 
 WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ dĂƐŬ &ŽƌĐĞ 
 d� ^ĐŚŽŽů �ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ʹ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů 
 :,DZͬds� ʹ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƌŬŝŶŐ 
 ^d�Zd �ƵƐ ʹ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƌŬŝŶŐ 
 >ŽǁĞƌ sĂůůĞǇ �ŶĞƌŐǇ ʹ :ĂŶ tŽŽĚŵĂŶĐǇ 
 tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĞǁĞƌ �ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ 
 ^ĂĨĞ tŝůĚůŝĨĞ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ʹ �ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ ;d� �ŶŐͿ͕ �ŚƌŝƐ �ŽůůŝŶŐƐǁŽƌƚŚ ;'z�Ϳ  
 tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ 'ƌŽƵƉ ʹ ^ƵƐŝ dĞŵƉůĞ͕ DĂƌǇůĞĞ tŚŝƚĞ 
 WƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ KǁŶĞƌƐ ʹ ZŝǀĞƌ ,ŽůůŽǁ͕ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͕ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĞ͕ tĞŶǌĞů >ĂŶĞ͕ dĞƚŽŶ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ͕  
 &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ĞŶƚĞƌ WƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ 
 &ƌŝĞŶĚƐ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ 

:� ŝƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ůŝƐƚ ŽĨ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ͘ 

Primary User Groups: 
dŚĞ ƉƌŝŵĂƌǇ ƵƐĞƌ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁĞƌĞ ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ĂƐ �ǇĐůŝƐƚƐ ĂŶĚ WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ͘ dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ǁŚĂƚ ƚǇƉĞ 
ŽĨ ƵƐĞƌ ƚŚŝƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŽƵůĚ ůŝŬĞůǇ ƐĞĞ͕ ǁŚŽ ŝƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ƵƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͕ ĂŶĚ ǁŚŽ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĚƌĂǁŶ ƚŽ 
ƚŚĞ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ŽŶĐĞ ƚŚŝƐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŝƐ ďƵŝůƚ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ůŝƐƚ ŽĨ ƵƐĞƌƐ ǁĞƌĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ͗ 

 �ǇĐůŝƐƚƐ ;ĐŽŵŵƵƚĞƌƐ͕ ŵŝǆĞĚ ůĞǀĞůƐ͕ ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚƌĂŝůĞƌƐ͕ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇͿ 
 >Žǁ �ǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ ʹ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘ 
 /ŶƚĞƌŵĞĚŝĂƚĞ �ǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ ʹ ƉƌĞĨĞƌ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ 
 �ĚǀĂŶĐĞĚ �ǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ ʹ ƉƌĞĨĞƌ ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ 

 WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ;ƐĐŚŽŽů ĐŽŵŵƵƚĞƌƐ͕ ƌĞĐƌĞĂƚŝŽŶĂů ǁĂůŬĞƌƐͿ 
 �ƋƵĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ;ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ŐƌĂǀĞů ƉĂƚŚͿ 
 ZƵŶŶĞƌƐͬ�ŽŐ tĂůŬĞƌƐ ;ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ŐƌĂǀĞů ƉĂƚŚͿ 
 EŽƌĚŝĐ ;ŐƌŽŽŵŝŶŐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐ ϮϬ͛ ďƵĨĨĞƌ͕ ŶŽƚ ůŝŬĞůǇ ƚŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞͿ 

dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ŵĂǆŝŵŝǌŝŶŐ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͘ �ĚǀĂŶƚĂŐĞƐ ďĞŝŶŐ Ă ďĞƚƚĞƌ ƵƐĞƌ 
ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ ĂŶĚ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚĂƚĞ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƌƵŶŽĨĨ ƐĂŶĚͬƐŶŽǁ͘ 



 
</�<K&& D��d/E' �E� &/�>� s/^/d   
t/>^KE dK ^E�<� Z/s�Z W�d,t�z �KEE��dKZ WZK:��d   

 

  
 

W�'� ϯ K& ϲ 

Bridge Types: 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ͘ >ŽƌŝƐ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŵĂŐĞƐ ŽĨ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 
ďƌŝĚŐĞƐ  ƚŚĂƚ  ĐŽƵůĚ  ďĞ  ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ  ĨŽƌ  ƚŚŝƐ  ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ  ĂƐ ǁĞůů  ĂƐ  ŝŵĂŐĞƐ  ŽĨ  ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů  ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚƐ  ƚŽ 
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇ ŵĂƚĐŚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ tŝůƐŽŶ ;ƌŽƵŐŚ ĐƵƚ ƚŝŵďĞƌ͕ ƌƵƐƚĞĚ ƐƚĞĞů͕ ĞƚĐͿ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ŬĞǇ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ ǁĞƌĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ͗ 

 �ŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌ͗ ŵĂƚĐŚ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ tŝůƐŽŶ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ 
 �ƌŝĚŐĞ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů͗  ŵŝǆƚƵƌĞ ŽĨ ƚŝŵďĞƌ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĞĞů 
 ZĂŝůŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͗ ƐƚĞĞů ǀƐ͘ ƚŝŵďĞƌ Žƌ ĐŽŵďŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ;ϰϮ͟‐ϱϮ͟Ϳ 
 &ŝŶŝƐŚĞĚ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ͗ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ ĚĞĐŬŝŶŐ ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ ĨŽƌ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ͕ ƚŝŵďĞƌ ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ ĨŽƌ ĂĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐ 
 �ƌŽƐƐ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ͗ DŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĚĞƉƚŚͬŽǀĞƌĂůů ŵĂƐƐ  

dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ĐŽƐƚ͕ ĂĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͘ >ŽƌŝƐ 
ĞǆƉůĂŝŶĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ŽĨ Ă ĨƌĞĞ ƐƉĂŶ ƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞ ƚŽ ĐŽƐƚ ĂŶĚ ĂĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐƐ ;ĚĞƉƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƚƌƵƐƐĞƐ 
Žƌ ŚŝŐŚĞƌ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů ŵĞŵďĞƌƐͿ͘ dŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵ ǁŝůů ůŽŽŬ ŝŶƚŽ Ă ŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ 
ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ŵƵůƚŝ‐ƐƉĂŶ ĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŽǀĞƌĂůů ĚĞƉƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘  

dŚĞƌĞ ǁĂƐ Ă ƐŚŽƌƚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŽŶ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘ WƌŝŵĂƌǇ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ  ĨŽƌ Ă ϭϬ͛ ǁŝĚĞ ĂƐƉŚĂůƚ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝƚŚ ƐŽŵĞ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĂŶ ϴ͛ ĂƐƉŚĂůƚ ƉĂƚŚ ǁŝƚŚ Ă ƐŽĨƚ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ Ϯ͛ ŐƌĂǀĞů ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ĨŽƌ ƵƐĞ ďǇ ƌƵŶŶĞƌƐ͕ 
ĚŽŐƐ͕ ĞƚĐ͘  

Identify Constraints and Concerns: 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ůŝŵŝƚƐ͘ dŚĞƌĞ ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƐĂĨĞ 
ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ  ĨŽƌ  ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ  ƵƐĞƌƐ  ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ  ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ  ϮϮ  ŶĞĂƌ  ƚŚĞ  ĞůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ  ƐĐŚŽŽů͘  dŚĞ  ƚĞĂŵ  ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ  ƚŚĞ 
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ĂŶ Ăƚ‐ŐƌĂĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ĂĐƚŝǀĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ďƵƚ ƚŚŝƐ ĂƌĞĂ ŝƐ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ƚŚĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ 
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĂůƐŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁĞƐƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ͘ dŚŝƐ 
ĂƌĞĂ ŝƐ ĂůƐŽ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ƚŚĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĂŐƌĞĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ ƚĞƌŵŝŶƵƐ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ƐƚƵĚǇ 
ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƚŚĞ ƐƉƵƌ ǁĂůŬǁĂǇ ƚŚĂƚ ĞǆƚĞŶĚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ůŽƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ,ŝŐŚǁĂǇ ϮϮ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ͘ 
 
dŚĞƌĞ ǁĂƐ Ă ƐŚŽƌƚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŽŶ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘  
 
1 p.m. to 4 p.m.  Field Visit 

WĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂŶƚƐ͗  ;:ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶͿ �ĂƌŽŶ :ĂƉĞů͕ :ŽƐĞƉŚ >ŽǀĞƚƚ͖ 
      ;>ŽƌŝƐͿ ^ĐŽƚƚ �ĞůŽŶŐĞƌ͕ �ĂŶ �ĞůƚǌĞƌ͖ 

;�ůĚĞƌ �ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůͿ ,ĞŝĚŝ �ĞůůŽƌĂĚŽ 
;:, WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐͿ �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ 

      ;d� �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐͿ �ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ 
      ;d� WĂƌŬƐ Θ ZĞĐͿ �ŽĚǇ �ĂŝŐůĞ 

;tǇŽŵŝŶŐ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐͿ dŝŵ zŽƵŶŐ 
;'ƌĞĂƚĞƌ zĞůůŽǁƐƚŽŶĞ �ŽĂůŝƚŝŽŶͿ �ŚƌŝƐ �ŽůůŝŐĂŶ 
;tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ 'ƌŽƵƉͿ ^ƵƐŝĞ dĞŵƉůĞ͕ DĂƌǇůĞĞ tŚŝƚĞ 

dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ŵĞƚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ƚŽ ďĞŐŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĨŝĞůĚ ǁĂůŬ ƐŝƚĞ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘ �ŚƌŝƐ 
�ŽůůŝŐĂŶ ĨƌŽŵ 'z� ƐŚĂƌĞĚ ĞǆŚŝďŝƚƐ ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ ĂƌŽƵŶĚ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ 
tzϮϮͬϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘ �ŚƌŝƐ ĞǆƉůĂŝŶĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŝĚĞĂƐ ďĞŚŝŶĚ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ĨŽƌ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ 



 
</�<K&& D��d/E' �E� &/�>� s/^/d   
t/>^KE dK ^E�<� Z/s�Z W�d,t�z �KEE��dKZ WZK:��d   

 

  
 

W�'� ϰ K& ϲ 

ƌŝƉĂƌŝĂŶ ǌŽŶĞƐ͘ �ƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂŶ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĨŽƌ ϰ ƚŽƚĂů ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ;�ĂƐƚ ĂŶĚ tĞƐƚ ŽĨ ^ŶĂŬĞ͕ �ĂƐƚ ĂŶĚ EŽƌƚŚ ŽĨ ϯϵϬͿ͘ 
dǇƉŝĐĂů ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ůŝŬĞůǇ ďĞ Ă ϭϮ͛ ǆ ϮϬ͛ ďŽǆ ĐƵůǀĞƌƚ ĞǆƚĞŶĚŝŶŐ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ͘   

West Bank of the Snake River: 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ǁĂůŬĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ ďĂŶŬ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŝǀĞƌ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŽĨ Ă ƐŽĨƚ 
ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƉĂƚŚ ƚŽ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ ƚŚĞ ďŽĂƚ ƌĂŵƉ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ůĞǀĞĞ ƚŚĂƚ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ĞǆƚĞŶĚƐ ƐŽƵƚŚ 
ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƌŝǀĞƌ͘ dŚĞ ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ tz�Kd ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨŽƌ ƚŚŝƐ ĂƌĞĂ ƌĞŵŽǀĞƐ ƚŚĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĂŶĚ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ 
ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ dŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ĂůůŽǁ ƵƐĞƌƐ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞ ƚŽ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ůĞǀĞĞ͘ 
WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ  ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ ĂƌĞĂ ǁŽƵůĚ  ůŝŬĞůǇ  ŝŶǀŽůǀĞ  ůŽǁĞƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐĞƚƚŝŶŐ ƌŝƉƌĂƉ ĂďŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚ 
ǁĂƚĞƌ ůŝŶĞ͘   

WY 22/390 Intersection: 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ  ƚŚĞ  ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ  ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ  ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ  ŝŶƚŽ  ƚŚĞ tz�Kd ĚĞƐŝŐŶ  ĨŽƌ  ƚŚĞ 
ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŶĐĞ ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚƐ ĂƌĞ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ͘ dŝŵ zŽƵŶŐ ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ Ă ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ďĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd 
ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ dŚĞ ƚĞĂŵ ǁŝůů ĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ŽŶĐĞ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ĨŽƌ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ͘ 

WY 22/390 Underpass at Stilson: 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ Ă ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ͘ dŚĞ 
ĂƌĞĂ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ ĂƉƉĞĂƌƐ ƚŽ ďĞ Ă ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĂŶ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ŐŝǀĞŶ ƚŚĞ ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶͬŚĞŝŐŚƚ ŽĨ 
ƚŚĞ  ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ  ĞŵďĂŶŬŵĞŶƚ͘  KŶ  ƚŚĞ  ƐŽƵƚŚ  ƐŝĚĞ  ŽĨ  ƚŚĞ  ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͕  ƚŚĞ  ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ  ĐŽƵůĚ  ƚƌĂǀĞƌƐĞ  ƚŚĞ  ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ 
ĞŵďĂŶŬŵĞŶƚ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ĚƌŽƉ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶ Ăƚ Ă ƌĞĂƐŽŶĂďůĞ ƐůŽƉĞ͘ KŶ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͕ 
ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚ  ĐŽƵůĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ  ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ  ƚƌĂǀĞƌƐĞ ĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ ŶŽƌƚŚ  ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ  ƚŚĞ ǁŝůůŽǁƐ ǁŝƚŚ  ĨĂŝƌůǇ 
ŵŝŶŝŵĂů  ŝŵƉĂĐƚ  ƚŽ  ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ  ƚŽ  ƚŚĞ  ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇͬƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ  ůŽƚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ  ƚŽǁĂƌĚ  ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ϯϵϬ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ͘ �ůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞ 
ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐ ĂůƐŽ ƐĞĞŵ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ŝĨ ƚŚĞƌĞ ǁĞƌĞ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ 

Green Lane to Hardeman Lane: 
dŚĞ  ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ  ƌŝŐŚƚ‐ŽĨ‐ǁĂǇ  ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ 'ƌĞĞŶ  >ĂŶĞ  ĂŶĚ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ  >ĂŶĞ  ůŝŵŝƚƐ  ƚŚĞ  ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ  ĨƌŽŵ  ƚŚĞ  ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ 
ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͘  /ƚ ǁĂƐ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ĞǆƚĞŶĚ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ƚŚĞ 
ƌŝŐŚƚ‐ŽĨ‐ǁĂǇ  ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ  ƚŚĞ  ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ  ƚƌĞĞƐ  ĂŶĚ  ǁŝůůŽǁƐ  ĂŶĚ  ǁŽƵůĚ  ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ  ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ  ĨƌŽŵ  ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ  ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ 
ŽǁŶĞƌƐ͘ �ƌŝĂŶ ŵĞŶƚŝŽŶĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞƌĞ ŚĂĚ ďĞĞŶ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞƌĞ ǁĂƐ 
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƚŽ ƐĞĐƵƌĞ Ă ŵŽƌĞ ĨĂǀŽƌĂďůĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͘ dŚĞ ƚĞĂŵ ǁŝůů ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƉƵƌƐƵĞ ĂŶ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ 
ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ƚŚĞ ƌŝŐŚƚ‐ŽĨ‐ǁĂǇ͘   

Hardeman Lane to Wenzel Lane: 
dŚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĚ ĂŶĚ tĞŶǌĞů >ĂŶĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĂŶ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ϭϱ͛ ŽĨ ůĂŶĚ ;dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ^ĐĞŶŝĐ 
WƌĞƐĞƌǀĞͿ ƚŚĂƚ ĂůůŽǁƐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ dŚĞ ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ůŽĐĂƚĞƐ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ϭϱ͛ 
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĐĞŶƚĞƌĞĚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ŽǀĞƌŚĞĂĚ ƉŽǁĞƌ ƉŽůĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĨĞŶĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚĞƌŶ ďŽƵŶĚĂƌǇ͘ dŚĞ 
ƚĞĂŵ ĂŐƌĞĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ϭϲ͛ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ ƉŽůĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĨĞŶĐĞ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ ƚŽ ĐĞŶƚĞƌ ƚŚĞ ϭϬ͛ ƉĂƚŚ ǁŝƚŚ Ă ϯ͛ 
ďƵĨĨĞƌ ŽŶ ĞĂĐŚ ƐŝĚĞ͘ dŚĞ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌƐ͘  

Wenzel Lane to Fish Creek: 
^ŝŵŝůĂƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ƚĞĂŵ ĂŐƌĞĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĐĞŶƚĞƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ϭϬ͛ ƉĂƚŚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ 
ƉŽůĞƐ  ĂŶĚ  ĨĞŶĐĞ  ŝƐ  ƚŚĞ  ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ  ĂƌƌĂŶŐĞŵĞŶƚ  ĨŽƌ  ƚŚĞ  ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ  ĨƌŽŵ tĞŶǌĞů  >ĂŶĞ  ƚŽ  &ŝƐŚ  �ƌĞĞŬ͘  dŚĞ  ŐƌŽƵƉ 
ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ ĐƌŽƐƐ ǁĂůŬ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚƐ ĨŽƌ tĞŶǌĞů >ĂŶĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ĂĚĚŝŶŐ ĐƵƌǀĂƚƵƌĞ ďĞĨŽƌĞ 
ĂŶĚ  ĂĨƚĞƌ  ƚŚĞ  ƌŽĂĚ  ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ͘  dŚĞ  ŐƌŽƵƉ  ĂůƐŽ  ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ  ƚŚĞ  ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ  ĨŽƌ  ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĚ  ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ  ĨƌŽŵ  ƚŚĞ 
ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ĂƌŽƵŶĚ ƚŚĞ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ĚĞƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ͘ 
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W�'� ϱ K& ϲ 

Fish Creek Bridge: 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐͬŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ǁŽƌƚŚ ůŽŽŬŝŶŐ ŝŶƚŽ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ͗ 

 �ůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞ ƚŽ ŽǀĞƌŚĞĂĚ ƉŽǁĞƌ ůŝŶĞƐ ;ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ >s� ĨŽƌ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ďƵƌǇ ůŝŶĞƐͿ 
 �ŽŶƚĂĐƚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ĨŽƌ ĂĐƋƵŝƌŝŶŐ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽŶ ǁĞƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ 
 tĞƐƚĞƌŶ ƚĞƌŵŝŶƵƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ ĨƌŽŵ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ 
 �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƐĞǁĞƌ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ŶŽƚ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĞŶĐƵŵďĞƌ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ 
 �ŽŶƚĂĐƚ ^ƚĞĨĂŶ &ŽĚŽƌ ʹ �ƚƚŽƌŶĞǇ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ĨŽƌ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ /ŶǀĞƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ͕ >>� 

Members of the group took pictures throughout the field inspection. The team will assemble the photos 
for future reference.  

Tuesday, June 26, 2018 
 
9 am to 12 pm  Kickoff Meeting Follow Up 

WĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂŶƚƐ͗  ;:ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶͿ �ĂƌŽŶ :ĂƉĞů͕ :ŽƐĞƉŚ >ŽǀĞƚƚ͕ �ƌĞŶĚĂŶ ^ĐŚƵůƚĞ͖ 
    ;>ŽƌŝƐͿ ^ĐŽƚƚ �ĞůŽŶŐĞƌ͕ �ĂŶ �ĞůƚǌĞƌ͖ 
    ;:, WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐͿ �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ 
    ;d� WĂƌŬƐ Θ ZĞĐͿ �ŽĚǇ �ĂŝŐůĞ 
 

The group reconvened to continue the project discussion. Topics to include lines of communication, rolls and 
responsibilities, milestones, action items, public meeting.  
 
Communications Strategies to Property Owners, Public, and Elected Officials 
dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ŚŽǁ ďĞƐƚ ƚŽ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ĂŶĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ƉƵďůŝĐ͘  �ůů ĂŐƌĞĞĚ ŽŶ 
ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƐƚĂǇ ŽƉĞŶ ƚŽ ĨĞĞĚďĂĐŬ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĂƚ ĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚ ƵƐĞƌ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ ǁŝůů ŚĂǀĞ ĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚ ŶĞĞĚƐͬŽƉŝŶŝŽŶƐ͘  �ƌŝĂŶ 
ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŝŶŐ ͞ƐŽŵĞ͟ ŝŶĨŽ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ �ůĞĐƚĞĚ KĨĨŝĐŝĂůƐ Ăƚ Ă ŵŝĚƉŽŝŶƚ ǁŚĞŶ ƐŽŵĞ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁĂƐ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĚ͘  dŚĞ 
ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ĂŶĚ �ůĞĐƚĞĚ KĨĨŝĐŝĂůƐ ǁŝƚŚ ĂŶ  ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ 
ƉŚŽŶĞ  ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŵĂŝů͘   dŚĞ  ŐƌŽƵƉ  ĂŐƌĞĞĚ  ƚŽ  ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚ  ƚŽ  ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ĂŶĚ  ƚŽ ďĞ ŽƉĞŶ  ƚŽ  ĨĞĞĚďĂĐŬ͘    :,�Wͬ&KW 
ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ ƉƌŽŐƌĞƐƐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞĨŝŶŝŶŐ ƉĂƌĂŵĞƚĞƌƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞŝƌ ǁĞď ƐŝƚĞƐ͘  WůĂĐŝŶŐ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŵĂƌŬƵƉ ďŽĂƌĚƐ 
Ăƚ dŽǁŶ ĂŶĚ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ŚĞůƉ ŶŽƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ͘ dŚĞ ƚĂƐŬ ŝƐ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ ƐƵƌĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĂƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ ďƵƚ 
ĨůĞǆŝďůĞ͘ ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ǁĂƐ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ͗ 

Fish Creek Bridge – Fish Creek Investments: 
 �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƐŚĂƌĞ 
 /ĚĞĂů ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƐĞǁĞƌ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ 
 �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ 'ƌŽƵƉ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ 
 �ǆƉůŽƌĞ ƉŽƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ŽǀĞƌŚĞĂĚ ƉŽǁĞƌ ůŝŶĞ ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ 
 �ǆƉůŽƌĞ ĞǆŚŝďŝƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐ 

Hardeman Lane to Green Lane: 
 �ĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ĨŽƌ ŝĚĞĂů ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ 
 �ƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ͕ ĚŝƐĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞ ƚŽ ƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ ƵŶŝƚ ƵƐĞƐ 
 WƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ d� ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚƐ ƚŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ Ă ǁŝůůŝŶŐŶĞƐƐ ƚŽ ŶĞŐŽƚŝĂƚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ 
 �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ůŝŬĞůǇ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƐĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐ 



 
</�<K&& D��d/E' �E� &/�>� s/^/d   
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W�'� ϲ K& ϲ 

 �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ŝŶŝƚŝĂů ŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ďĂƐŝĐ ĂĞƌŝĂů ŵĂƉƉŝŶŐ 

dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵƉ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ďĞ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ŽǀĞƌǀŝĞǁ ŵĂƉƐ ĂŶĚ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ 
ƌŽƵƚĞƐ͘ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŝƚĞŵƐ ŵĂǇ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂĚǀĂŶƚĂŐĞƐͬĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƌŽƵƚĞƐ ƐĞůĞĐƚĞĚͬĚŝƐĐĂƌĚĞĚ͘ � ŚŝŐŚĞƌ ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ 
ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ŵĂǇ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐͬĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌ͘ 
 
Confirm Roles, Responsibilities, Line of Communication: 
dŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ǁĂƐ ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ͘  dŚĞ ƚŽƉ ƌŽůĞ ǁĂƐ ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵďŝŶĞĚ ĞĨĨŽƌƚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ dŽǁŶ ŽĨ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ 
dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ƚŚĞ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶ ,ŽůĞ �ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ͘ dŚĞ ŶĞǆƚ ƚŝĞƌ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŵĂĚĞ 
ƵƉ ŽĨ :ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ͕ >ŽƌŝƐ͕ Θ �ůĚĞƌ �ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů͘  /ƚ ǁĂƐ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵ ǁŽƵůĚ 
ŐŽ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ :ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ĞŶƚŝƚǇ͘ 
 
Project Milestones: 

 :ƵůǇ ϮϬϭϴ ʹ �ĞŐŝŶ ƐĞƚƚŝŶŐ ƵƉ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐ 
 �ƵŐƵƐƚ ϮϬϭϴ ʹ WƵďůŝĐ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ;ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ǀŽƚŝŶŐͿ 
 ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌͬKĐƚŽďĞƌ ϮϬϭϴ ʹ WƌĞƐĞŶƚ �ŽŶĐĞƉƚ �ĞƐŝŐŶ ƚŽ ��� 
 &ƵƚƵƌĞ ^ĐŽƉĞ ʹ WĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐͬWůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ;'��ͬ��ͬtz�Kdͬ�ƌŵǇ �ŽƌƉƐͬtĞƚůĂŶĚͿ 
 :ƵůǇ ϮϬϭϵ ʹ WƌŽũĞĐƚ �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ 

 
Action Items: 

 >ŽƌŝƐ ƚŽ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ďŽĂƌĚ ƉŚŽƚŽƐ ĨŽƌ ŝŶƚĞƌŶĂů ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ WƵďůŝĐ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ 
 >ŽƌŝƐ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐ ŵŽĚĞů ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ ƐĐŽƉĞ ĂŶĚ ĨĞĞ ƚŽ ĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞ ͚ŶŽ ƌŝƐĞ͛ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů 

ŵŝĚ‐ƐƉĂŶ ƉŝĞƌƐ͘ 
 :� ƚŽ ďƵŝůĚ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚĞ ĐĂĚ ďĂƐĞ ŵĂƉ ĨƌŽŵ EĞůƐŽŶ dŽƉŽ ĂŶĚ ĂĚĚ ĂĞƌŝĂů ƉŚŽƚŽƐ͘ 
 :� ƚŽ ďĞŐŝŶ ŶĞŐŽƚŝĂƚŝŽŶƐͬĐŽŶǀĞƌƐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ >ŽǁĞƌ sĂůůĞǇ ƌĞ͗ ŽǀĞƌŚĞĂĚ ƉŽǁĞƌ Ăƚ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͘ 
 :� ƚŽ ďĞŐŝŶ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ͘ 
 :� ƚŽ ďƵŝůĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ĞǆŚŝďŝƚ ŽǀĞƌǀŝĞǁ ǁŝƚŚ ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ĨƌŽŵ :,�W͘   

 
Public Meeting Agenda Items: 

 WĂƚŚǁĂǇ �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ �ǆŚŝďŝƚƐ 
 &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ dǇƉĞƐ ;�ůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ DĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐͿ 
 zĞůůŽǁƐƚŽŶĞ �ŽĂůŝƚŝŽŶ tŝůĚůŝĨĞ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ 
 ϮϬϮϯ tz�Kd �ƌŝĚŐĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ 
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 Board of County Commissioners - Staff Report 

Organizational Excellence * Environmental Stewardship * Vibrant Community * Economic Sustainability 

Matters from Staff Agenda Item # 

Meeting Date:     :ĂŶƵĂƌǇ Ϯϴ͕ ϮϬϭϵ Presenter:     �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ
Submitting Dept:    WƵďůŝĐ tŽƌŬƐ Ͳ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ Subject:      tzϮϮ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ʹ WŚĂƐĞ ϭ 

WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ZĞƉŽƌƚ 

Statement / Purpose:   
dŽ ƵƉĚĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ tzϮϮ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ WŚĂƐĞ ϭ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ dŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ 
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ŶĞǆƚ ƐƚĞƉƐ͘  

Background / Description (Pros & Cons):    
/Ŷ �Ɖƌŝů ϮϬϭϴ͕ ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽĨ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ Ă ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ǁŝƚŚ :ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ �ƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞƐ ĨŽƌ WŚĂƐĞ ϭ 
;ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚƵĂůͿ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨŽƌ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ƚŽǁŶ ŽĨ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ 
ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͘ WůĞĂƐĞ ƐĞĞ ƚŚĞ DĂƌĐŚ ϲ͕ ϮϬϭϴ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ �Ɖƌŝů ϭϬ͕ ϮϬϭϴ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ ĨŽƌ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ďĂĐŬŐƌŽƵŶĚ 
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͘ 

DĂƌĐŚ ϲ͗ ŚƚƚƉ͗ͬͬǁǁǁ͘ƚĞƚŽŶĐŽƵŶƚǇǁǇ͘ŐŽǀͬ�ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ�ĞŶƚĞƌͬsŝĞǁͬϲϬϲϮ 
�Ɖƌŝů ϭϬ͗ ŚƚƚƉ͗ͬͬǁǁǁ͘ƚĞƚŽŶĐŽƵŶƚǇǁǇ͘ŐŽǀͬ�ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ�ĞŶƚĞƌͬsŝĞǁͬϲϯϴϰ 

Project Purpose and Phase 1 Planning Scope 

dŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝŶƚĞŶƚ ŝƐ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ƐĂĨĞ ŶŽŶͲŵŽƚŽƌŝǌĞĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ tzϮϮ 
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ^ĞĂƚŽŶ >ĂŶĞ ĂŶĚ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĞĂƚĞƌ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ƐǇƐƚĞŵ͘ dŚĞ ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ ǁŽƌŬ ĨŽƌ WŚĂƐĞ ϭ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚ ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚƵĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ 
tŝůƐŽŶ ;/ĚĂ >ĂŶĞͿ ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ĂŶĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ Ă ĨŝĞůĚ ǀŝƐŝƚ͕ ƉƵďůŝĐ ŽƉĞŶ ŚŽƵƐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ 
ĞŶƚŝƌĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͘ /ƚ ĞǆĐůƵĚĞĚ ĂŶǇ ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ďƵƚ ĚŝĚ 
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌƐ ƚŽ ĞǆĂŵŝŶĞ ŚŽǁ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ ůŽŶŐͲ
ƚĞƌŵ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͘ ;^ĞĞ ƚŚĞ �Ɖƌŝů ϭϬ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ĨŽƌ ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ 
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐĐŽƉĞͿ͘ 

Phase 1 Planning Process 

WŚĂƐĞ ϭ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ Ă ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŬŝĐŬŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ Ă ƉƵďůŝĐ KƉĞŶ ,ŽƵƐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ŚĂƐ ĂůƐŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ 
ŶƵŵĞƌŽƵƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐ͕ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd͕ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ ŐƌŽƵƉ͕ 
ĂŶĚ ŝŶŝƚŝĂů ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ ƚŽ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ŽŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ 

KŶ :ƵŶĞ Ϯϱ͕ ϮϬϭϴ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŚĞůĚ Ă ŬŝĐŬŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ Ă ƐŝƚĞ ǀŝƐŝƚ ǁŝƚŚ ŶƵŵĞƌŽƵƐ 
ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƉĂƌƚŶĞƌƐ͘ ;^ĞĞ ƚŚĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ ͞<ŝĐŬŽĨĨ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ &ŝĞůĚ sŝƐŝƚ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ EŽƚĞƐ͟ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ 
ĨŽƌ Ă ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ ǁƌŝƚĞƵƉͿ͘ <ĞǇ ƚĂŬĞĂǁĂǇƐͬŽƵƚĐŽŵĞƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ <ŝĐŬŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ͗ 

 �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ĂĚǀŽĐĂƚĞƐ
 ^ƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ
 hƐĞƌ ŐƌŽƵƉ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ
 ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ
 �ƌŝĚŐĞ ƚǇƉĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ ĨŽƌ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ
 �ůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨƌŽŵ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͕ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ,ǁǇ ϮϮ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ
 �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů
 �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶͬĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ

KŶ ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌ ϭϭ͕ ϮϬϭϴ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŚĞůĚ Ă ƉƵďůŝĐ ŽƉĞŶ ŚŽƵƐĞ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ KůĚ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƐĞ͘ 
�ƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇ ϰϬ ƉĞŽƉůĞ ĂƚƚĞŶĚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ Ă ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ͕ ĂŶ ŽƉĞŶ 
YΘ� ƐĞƐƐŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌŵƐ͘ ;^ĞĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ KƉĞŶ ,ŽƵƐĞ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ EŽƚĞƐ ĂŶĚ 
�ŽŵŵĞŶƚƐͿ͘ �ƚƚĞŶĚĞĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ tzϮϮ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ŬĞǇ 
ĚĞƐƚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƚǇƉĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ͘ � 
ĨĞǁ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŬĞǇ ƚĂŬĞĂǁĂǇƐ ǁĞƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƉĞŽƉůĞ ǁĂŶƚ ƚŽ ƐĞĞ ƐŽŵĞƚŚŝŶŐ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ ƐŽŽŶĞƌ ƌĂƚŚĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ůĂƚĞƌ͕ 

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϬϲͲϬϭ͘Ϯϴ͘ϭϵ ��� tŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ ^ƚĂĨĨ ZĞƉŽƌƚ

http://www.tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/6062
http://www.tetoncountywy.gov/DocumentCenter/View/6384
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ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ŝƐ ǀĞƌǇ ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ͕ ƚŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ ĂŶ ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ Ă ƐĂĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ 
tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ŵŽĚŝĨǇŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƌĂƚŚĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ďƵŝůĚ ĂŶ 
ĞŶƚŝƌĞůǇ ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͘ EŽ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ǁĞƌĞ ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ Žƌ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ 
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚƐ ƚŽ ďůŽĐŬŝŶŐ ŽĨ ǀŝĞǁƐŚĞĚƐ Žƌ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐƐ͘   

Phase 1 Analysis and Recommendations 

 �ůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŽǀĞƌǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞƐ 
o dŚĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ĞǆŚŝďŝƚ ƐŚŽǁƐ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ 

ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŝŵĂƌǇ ĚĞƐƚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŝŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ͘ 
o WƌŝŵĂƌǇ ĚĞƐƚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ͗ 

 �ŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ 
 tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ;ǁŝƚŚ ƐĂĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ tzϮϮͿ 
 �ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ Ăƚ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ tzϯϵϬ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ 
 dŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ůĞǀĞĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ 
 EĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ;^ĞĂƚŽŶͬtĞŶǌĞůͬ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶͬ'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͕ dĞƚŽŶ ZĂƉƚŽƌ 

�ĞŶƚĞƌͿ 
o dŚĞ ŵĂŝŶůŝŶĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƌĐĞů ŽǁŶĞĚ ďǇ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƚŚĂƚ ƌƵŶƐ ƉĂƌĂůůĞů 

ƚŽ tzϮϮ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͘ /Ŷ ƐŽŵĞ ĐĂƐĞƐ ƚŚĞƌĞ ǁĂƐ ĂŶ ŽďǀŝŽƵƐ ďĞƐƚ ǁĂǇ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ ƚŚĞƐĞ 
ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ŝŶ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĐĂƐĞƐ ƚŚĞƌĞ ǁĞƌĞ Ă ƌĂŶŐĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘ dŚĞƐĞ ĂƌĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ŝŶ ŵŽƌĞ ĚĞƚĂŝů ŝŶ 
ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚƐ ďĞůŽǁ͘ 

 dǇƉŝĐĂů �ƌŽƐƐ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ 
o ϭϬ͛ ǁŝĚĞ ƉĂǀĞĚ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ;ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚͿ 
o WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ĂůƐŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƉŽƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ĂŶ ϴ͛ ǁŝĚĞ ƉĂƚŚ ǁŝƚŚ ĂŶ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ Ěŝƌƚ ƐŝŶŐůĞ ƚƌĂĐŬ 

ƚƌĂŝů͘ � ƌĞĚƵĐĞĚͲǁŝĚƚŚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ĨŽƌ ůŽǁĞƌͲǀŽůƵŵĞ ƐƉƵƌ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ 
ƚƌĂŝů ǁŽƵůĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ĞƋƵĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ƵƐĞ͕ ƌƵŶŶŝŶŐ͕ Žƌ ƚƌĂŝů ďŝŬŝŶŐ͘ 

 ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϭ ʹ /ĚĂ >ĂŶĞͬ�ŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ƉĂƌĐĞů ;ĂƉƉƌŽǆ͘ ϴϱϬ͛Ϳ 
o WƌŝŵĂƌǇ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ĂƌĞ ĚĞĨŝŶŝŶŐ ŚŽǁ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚĞƐ ŝŶ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŚŽǁ ƚŽ 

ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ƐĂĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͘ 
o �ůƐŽ͕ ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝƚŚ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ;ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐͿ 

ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ĞŶƚĞƌ͘ 
o EŽƚĞ͗ ƚŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ďƵƚ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ǁŽƌŬƐ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ 

ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂƌĞĂ ;tŝůƐŽŶ �ƌĞĂ �ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ^ƚƵĚǇͿ͕ ƐŽ ĨŽƌ ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 
ƚŚĞ ŐŽĂů ŝƐ ƚŽ ŬĞĞƉ ƚŚŝŶŐƐ ƐŝŵƉůĞ ŝŶ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƚŽ 
ƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ /ĚĂ >ĂŶĞ ŝŶ Ă ŵĂŶŶĞƌ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ƚŽ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ ŝŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͘ 

o dŚĞ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ Ă ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽůͬ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ 
ZŽĂĚ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ ǁĂƐ ĂůƐŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁĂƐ ŶŽƚ 
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͖ ŚŽǁĞǀĞƌ ŝƚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ 
�ƌĞĂ �ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ^ƚƵĚǇ͘ 

o &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ 
 dǁŽ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ďĞŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ͗ 

 � ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕ Žƌ͖ 
 ZĞĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŶŐ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ ŝŶƐƚĂůůŝŶŐ Ă ďĂƌƌŝĞƌ ƚŽ 

ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůůǇ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƵƐĞƌƐ ŝŶ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ůĂŶĞ ;ƐĞĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ŵĞŵŽͿ 
 dŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŝƐ ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ƚŽ ĞǆƉůŽƌĞ ƚŚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƌĞƵƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ 

ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ dŚŝƐ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůǇ ůĞƐƐ ĞǆƉĞŶƐŝǀĞ ĂŶĚ ǁŽƵůĚ ĞůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞ Ă ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ 
ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ ĂŶ ĞŶƚŝƌĞůǇ ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ Ă ůŽǁͲ
ĐŽƐƚ ŝŶƚĞƌŝŵ ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶ ƵŶƚŝů tz�Kd ƌĞƉůĂĐĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŝƚŚ Ă ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƚŚĂƚ 
ĐŽƵůĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ ŽŶ ďŽƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ĂŶĚ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ 
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 dŚĞ ƚĞĂŵ ŚĂƐ ĂůƐŽ ĚŽŶĞ ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ 
ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƚǇƉĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽƐƚƐ͘ 

 /Ĩ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŝƐ ƉƵƌƐƵĞĚ͕ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă ďĂƌƌŝĞƌ ĐŽƵůĚ ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ 
ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ 

 dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŚŽůĚƐ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƌĐĞů ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĨŽƌ 
ƉŽƐƐŝďůǇ ůŽĐĂƚŝŶŐ Ă ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƌŝŐŚƚ ŽĨ ǁĂǇ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͘ /Ŷ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ 
ŵĂŬĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ƚŚĞƌĞ ǁŽƵůĚ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƌĐĞů ŽŶ ƚŚĞ 
ǁĞƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐƌĞĞŬ ĂƐ ǁĞůů͘ ,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ 
�ƌĞĞŬ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ǁŝůůŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ƌĞƐƚƌŝĐƚƐ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ͛Ɛ 
ĂďŝůŝƚǇ ƚŽ ƵƐĞ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ƉĂƌĐĞů ĨŽƌ Ă ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ 

o ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ZĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶ 
 dĞƌŵŝŶĂƚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ /ĚĂ >ĂŶĞ 
 �ůŝŐŶ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŝŶ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ZKt 
 ZĞƋƵĞƐƚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ĨƌŽŵ tz�Kd ƚŽ ĂůůŽĐĂƚĞ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ďƌŝĚŐĞ 

 ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ ʹ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ƉĂƌĐĞů ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ;ĂƉƉƌŽǆ͘ ϱϭϮϬ ĨĞĞƚͿ 
o dŚĞ ŵĂŝŶ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ϭϱ͛ ǁŝĚĞ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇͲŽǁŶĞĚ ƉĂƌĐĞů ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ 

tzϮϮ͘ 
o dŚŝƐ ŝƐ Ă ƐƚƌĂŝŐŚƚĨŽƌǁĂƌĚ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŝƐ ŵŽƐƚůǇ ƉƌĞͲĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƌĐĞů 

ůŝŵŝƚƐ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ĂůůŽǁƐ ĨŽƌ Ă ŐŽŽĚ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ 
o dŚĞ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƉĂƌĐĞů ƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚĞƐ Ăƚ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĞ ;ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚͿ͘ 

�ŽŶƚŝŶƵŝŶŐ ĞĂƐƚ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ǁŝůů ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŚŝĨƚ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƌŝŐŚƚ ŽĨ ǁĂǇ͕ Žƌ͕ 
ŝĨ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ͕ ŝƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞ ŝŶ ĞƐƐĞŶƚŝĂůůǇ ƚŚĞ 
ƐĂŵĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ͘ �Ŷ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ĂůůŽǁ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƚŽ ƌĞŵĂŝŶ 
ĐŽŵĨŽƌƚĂďůǇ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ͘ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƚǁŽ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ 
ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ŝŶŝƚŝĂƚĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĂƌĞ ŽŶŐŽŝŶŐ͘ 

o dŚŝƐ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ ĂůƐŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞƐ ƚŚĞ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ Ă ƐĂĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ;^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ͘ϮͿ 
 dŚŝƐ ŝƐƐƵĞ ŚĂƐ ĐŽŵĞ ƵƉ ƌĞƉĞĂƚĞĚůǇ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ƚŚĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ĂŶĚ 

ŝŶ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ŵĂŶǇ ǇĞĂƌƐ ƉƌŝŽƌ͘ 
 �Ŷ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ŝƐ ĚŝĨĨŝĐƵůƚ ĂŶĚ ĞǆƉĞŶƐŝǀĞ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ͕ ƐŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 

ƚĞĂŵ ŝƐ ĞǆƉůŽƌŝŶŐ ĂƚͲŐƌĂĚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘ 
 dŚĞ ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ ŝƐ ƚŽ ŝŶƐƚĂůů Ă ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶͲĂĐƚŝǀĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ďĞĂĐŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ Ă 

ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ƌĞĨƵŐĞ ŝƐůĂŶĚ͘ dŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵ ŝƐ ĂůƐŽ ĞǆƉůŽƌŝŶŐ ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŽ ĞǆƚĞŶĚ 
ƚŚĞ ϮϱŵƉŚ ǌŽŶĞ ĞĂƐƚ ƚŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚĞ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ƐůŽǁ 
ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐĐŚŽŽů ǌŽŶĞ͘  dŚŝƐ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ƐƉĞĞĚƐ ŶĂƚƵƌĂůůǇ ƚŽ 
ŚĞůƉ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ Ă ƐƉĞĞĚ ůŝŵŝƚ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ ĂƌĞĂ͘ 

 �ŶǇ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ tz�Kd ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů 
 dŚŝƐ ŝƚĞŵ ĐŽƵůĚ ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ůĂƌŐĞƌ tŝůƐŽŶ �ƌĞĂ �ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ^ƚƵĚǇ 

o ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ZĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶ 
 �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƉĂƌĐĞů ĨƌŽŵ dĞƚŽŶ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ƚŽ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĞ 
 WƵƌƐƵĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ ĂŶĚ 'ƌĞĞŶ 
 �ŽŶƚŝŶƵĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ĨŽƌ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ 

tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽůͬ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ 
 ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ʹ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ ;ĂƉƉƌŽǆ͘ ϭϳϱϱ͛Ϳ 

o WƌŝŵĂƌǇ ŐŽĂůƐ ĂƌĞ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƚŚĞ ůŝŶŬ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͕ 
ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ƐĂĨĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ tzϮϮ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘ 

o �ŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŝŵŝŶŐ͕ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ tzϮϮͬtzϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ 
ƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ĂǀŽŝĚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ͕ ĂŶĚ 
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶͬƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ :,DZ ĂŶĚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƌĐĞů͘ 
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o dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŐŽĞƐ ĞĂƐƚ ĨƌŽŵ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͕ ĐƌŽƐƐĞƐ tzϮϮ ǀŝĂ ĂŶ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ͕ ƚŚĞŶ 
ƌƵŶƐ ĂůŽŶŐ �ĞĐŬůĞǇ WĂƌŬǁĂǇ ƚŽ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ tzϯϵϬ ƚƵŶŶĞů͘ 

o dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĚƵĂů ŐŽĂů ŽĨ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐ ĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ Ă ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͘ 

o � ĚŝƌĞĐƚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ĨƌŽŵ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ 
ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ůĞǀĞĞ ǁĂƐ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ďƵƚ ĞůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd 
ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ͘ ,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ ŝƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘  

o �ĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ůĞǀĞĞ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ǀŝĂ ĂŶ ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ 

o dŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ ĂŶ ŽƉƚŝŵĂů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĂŶ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇ ϰϬϬ͛ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͘ dŚĞ 
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ŶŽƚ ŝŶƚĞƌĨĞƌĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd ϮϮͬϯϵϬ 
ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ĂůƐŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚĞƐ 
ĂŶĚ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƐ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ƉƌŽďůĞŵƐ͘ 

o &ƵƌƚŚĞƌ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƐƵƌǀĞǇ ǁŽƌŬ ŝƐ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ :,DZ ƉĂƌĐĞů ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ŽĨ tzϮϮ͘ 
o dŚŝƐ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƉŚĂƐĞĚ ƚŽ ĐŽŵďŝŶĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 

;ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚ ĨŽƌ ϮϬϮϯͿ Žƌ ŝƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĚŽŶĞ ĂƐ Ă ƐƚĂŶĚĂůŽŶĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ 
o ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ZĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶ 

 �ůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂƐ ƐŚŽǁŶ ŽŶ �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ �ǆŚŝďŝƚ 
 WƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĂŶ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇ ϰϬϬ͛ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ 
 �ŽŶŶĞĐƚ ƚŽ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ǀŝĂ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂůŽŶŐ �ĞĐŬůĞǇ WĂƌŬǁĂǇ͘ �ŽŶĚƵĐƚ 

ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƐƵƌǀĞǇ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ǁŽƌŬ ƚŽ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ďĞƐƚ ƌŽƵƚĞ ĂŶĚ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ 
 �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă 

ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ůĞǀĞĞ͘ 

Summary of Key Challenges 

o &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ 
 dǁŽ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͗ ŶĞǁ͕ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ Žƌ ĂůůŽĐĂƚĞ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ 
 tŽƌŬ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ƚŽ ƌĞĨŝŶĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ 

o tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ 
 ^ĂĨĞ͕ ĂƚͲŐƌĂĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ƚŽ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽůͬ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ 
 tŽƌŬ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ƚŽ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶƐ͖ ƚŚĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ Ă ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶͲ

ĂĐƚŝǀĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ďĞĂĐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƐƉĞĞĚ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ 
o hŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ 

 dŝŵŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 
o �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ 

 dŝŵŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ :,DZ͕ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ 
o �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ůĞǀĞĞ 

 �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ŽŶ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ 
o WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĨƌŽŵ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶ 
o KǀĞƌĂůů ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŝŵŝŶŐ 
o &ƵŶĚŝŶŐ 

Stakeholder Analysis & Involvement: 
dŚĞ WŚĂƐĞ ϭ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŶƵŵĞƌŽƵƐ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌ ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůƐ ĂŶĚ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ͘ ^ĞĞ ƚŚĞ ĨƵůů ůŝƐƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ <ŝĐŬŽĨĨ 
DĞĞƚŝŶŐ EŽƚĞƐ ĂƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ͘ dŚĞ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌ ŝŶǀŽůǀĞŵĞŶƚ ƵƉ ƚŽ ƚŚŝƐ ƉŽŝŶƚ ŚĂƐ ĨŽĐƵƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƉĂƌƚŶĞƌ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ Ăƚ 
ƚŚĞ ŬŝĐŬŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĨŝĞůĚ ǀŝƐŝƚ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ tz�Kd͕ &ƌŝĞŶĚƐ ŽĨ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ͕ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ 'ƌŽƵƉ͕ 'ƌĞĂƚĞƌ 
zĞůůŽǁƐƚŽŶĞ �ŽĂůŝƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ tǇŽŵŝŶŐ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ͘ tĞ ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĞĚ ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ƉƵďůŝĐ ĂŶĚ ůŽĐĂů 
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ZŝǀĞƌ ,ŽůůŽǁ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂƌĞĂ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ KƉĞŶ ,ŽƵƐĞ ŝŶ ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌ͘ ^ƚĂĨĨ ŚĂƐ ĂůƐŽ ŵĞƚ 
ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůůǇ ǁŝƚŚ ƐĞǀĞƌĂů ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ƚŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͘ /ŶƚĞƌŶĂůůǇ͕ dĞƚŽŶ 
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Matters from Staff Agenda Item # 

�ŽƵŶƚǇ WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ WĂƌŬƐ ĂŶĚ ZĞĐƌĞĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐŝŶŐůǇ ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ 
ŵŽǀĞƐ ĨŽƌǁĂƌĚ͘ dŚĞƌĞ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ 
ĂŶĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ tzϮϮ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů͕ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ :,DZ ĂŶĚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ 
^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ͘ 

Fiscal Impact:     
dŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŚĂƐ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ ĐŽƐƚ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞƐ ĨŽƌ ĞĂĐŚ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ ĂƐ ƐŚŽǁŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ 
�ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͛Ɛ �ŽƐƚ KƉŝŶŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞĚ ďĞůŽǁ͘ dŚĞ ƚŽƚĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĐŽƐƚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ŝƐ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚ 
Ăƚ Ψϭϴϱ͕ϬϬϬ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƚŽƚĂů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŽƐƚ ŝƐ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚ Ăƚ Ψϭ͕ϱϭϱ͕ϳϲϬ͘ EKd� ʹ ƚŚĞƐĞ ĂƌĞ ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ ĐŽƐƚ 
ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞƐ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ;ϯϬйͿ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͗ 

Segment Description Design Cost 
(estimated) 

Construction Cost 
(estimated) 

^ĞŐ͘ ϭ KƉƚŝŽŶ � /ĚĂ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ʹ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ Ψϭϱ͕ϬϬϬ Ψϵϵ͕ϳϱϬ 

^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϮͲϭ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ Ψϱϰ͕ϬϬϬ ΨϰϰϮ͕ϵϬϱ 

^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϮͲϮ tzϮϮ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŽ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů Ψϯϭ͕ϬϬϬ ΨϭϮϯ͕ϵϱϬ 

^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ͕ ŝŶĐů͘ tzϮϮ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ Ψϴϱ͕ϬϬϬ Ψϴϰϵ͕ϭϱϱ 

Combined 1-3 Proposed Alignment Total Cost $185,000 $1,515,760 

�ůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞ ʹ 
^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϭ 
KƉƚŝŽŶ � 

/ĚĂ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ZĂƉƚŽƌ �ĞŶƚĞƌ ʹ EĞǁ �ƌŝĚŐĞ Ψϱϰ͕ϬϬϬ ΨϴϵϮ͕ϭϱϬ 

Staff Impact:      
^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƚŝŵĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǆƚ ƉŚĂƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ͘ dŚĞ ŵĂũŽƌŝƚǇ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƚŚĞ 
WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŽƌ͕ ďƵƚ ŽƚŚĞƌ �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ƐƚĂĨĨ ;�ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ WƵďůŝĐ tŽƌŬƐ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌͿ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ 
ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚ͘ �ŽƵŶƚǇ WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƐƚĂĨĨ ĂŶĚ WĂƌŬƐ ĂŶĚ ZĞĐ ƐƚĂĨĨ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ƉĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂƚĞ ŝŶ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ͘ 

Legal Review:      
Eͬ� 

Staff Input / Recommendation:       
&Žƌ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǆƚ ƉŚĂƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚƐ ƚĂŬŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂƐ ƐŚŽǁŶ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ 
�ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ �ǆŚŝďŝƚ ƚŽ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ;ŝ͘Ğ͘ ƌĞĂĚǇ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͿ͕ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ŬĞǇ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ 
ĂďŽǀĞ ǁŝůů ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ƌĞƐŽůǀĞĚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƉĂƌƚŶĞƌ ĂŐĞŶĐǇ ĂŶĚ ůĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌ 
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϭ KƉƚŝŽŶ � ;ĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŶŐ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ 
�ƌŝĚŐĞ ĨŽƌ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ůĂŶĞͿ ĂŶĚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ͘Ϯ ;ĂŶ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞĚ ĂƚͲŐƌĂĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ 
^ĐŚŽŽůͬ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚͿ͘ ^ƚĂĨĨ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚƐ ƉƌŝŽƌŝƚŝǌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚƐ ϭ ĂŶĚ Ϯ ĨƌŽŵ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ 
'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƚŽ ďĞ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ůĂƚĞƌ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ĨĂĐƚŽƌƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ 
ƚŚĞ ƚŝŵŝŶŐ ŽĨ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ͕ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϭ ĂŶĚ Ϯ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘  

Attachments: 
ϭ͘ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ �ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ �ǆŚŝďŝƚ ;ϭ ƉĂŐĞͿ 
Ϯ͘ <ŝĐŬŽĨĨ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ &ŝĞůĚ sŝƐŝƚ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ EŽƚĞƐ ;ϲ ƉĂŐĞƐͿ  
ϯ͘ KƉĞŶ ,ŽƵƐĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŶŽƚĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌŵƐ ;ϭϲ ƉĂŐĞƐͿ 
ϰ͘ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ DĞŵŽ ĂŶĚ �ǆŚŝďŝƚ ƚŽ tz�Kd ;ϯ ƉĂŐĞƐͿ 
ϱ͘ �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͛Ɛ KƉŝŶŝŽŶ ŽĨ WƌŽďĂďůĞ �ŽƐƚ ;ϲ ƉĂŐĞƐͿ 



Jackson Hole Community Pathways

Memorandum 

RE: WĂƚŚ ϮϮ ʹ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ ʹ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ 

To: <ĞŝƚŚ �ŽŵƉƚŽŶ͕ tz�Kd �ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ϯ �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ 
CC: ^ĞĂŶ K͛DĂůůĞǇ͕ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌ͖ �ĂƌŽŶ :ĂƉĞů͕ :ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ �ƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞƐ 
From: �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ͕ dŽǁŶ ŽĨ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŽƌ 
Date: :ĂŶƵĂƌǇ ϭϭ͕ ϮϬϭϵ 

<ĞŝƚŚ͕ 

dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŝƐ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŝŶŐ ĚĞƐŝŐŶƐ ĨŽƌ Ă ŵƵůƚŝͲƵƐĞ ;ŶŽŶͲŵŽƚŽƌŝǌĞĚͿ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ 
ŽĨ tz ,ǁǇ͘ ϮϮ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů ƐƚĂƌƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƚŽǁŶ ŽĨ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĞǆƚĞŶĚ ĞĂƐƚ ƚŽǁĂƌĚ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ZĂŶĐŚ ĂŶĚ 
ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ͘ KŶĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŬĞǇ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ůĞĂǀĞƐ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͘ dŚĞ ŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞ ĨŽƌ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ŝƐ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ƐĂĨĞ 
ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ ƚŚĂƚ ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůůǇ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞƐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵƐĞƌƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ŚĂƐ 
ŚŝŐŚůŝŐŚƚĞĚ ƚǁŽ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ĂĐŚŝĞǀŝŶŐ ƚŚŝƐ͗ ϭͿ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ 
ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ϮͿ ƌĞĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŶŐ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ 
ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ ŝŶƐƚĂůůŝŶŐ Ă ďĂƌƌŝĞƌ ƚŽ ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůůǇ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƵƐĞƌƐ ŝŶ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ůĂŶĞ͘ 

�ĂĐŚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŚĂƐ ŝƚƐ ĂĚǀĂŶƚĂŐĞƐ͕ ŽĨ ĐŽƵƌƐĞ͕ ƐŽ ǁĞ ĂƌĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ĞǆƉůŽƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ǀŝĂďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ďŽƚŚ͘ /Ŷ 
ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ŚĞůƉ ƵƐ ŝŶ ŽƵƌ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶǀĞƌƐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽĨ �ŽƵŶƚǇ 
�ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͕ ǁĞ ǁŽƵůĚ ůŝŬĞ ƚŽ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ ŝŶƉƵƚ ĨƌŽŵ tz�Kd ŽŶ ĐƌĞĂƚŝŶŐ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ƐƉĂĐĞ ĨŽƌ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵƐĞƌƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ͘ / ŚĂǀĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ Ă ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŚŽǁ ƚŚŝƐ 
ŵŝŐŚƚ ďĞ ĂĐĐŽŵƉůŝƐŚĞĚͶƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐ Ă ƐƚĂƌƚŝŶŐ ƉŽŝŶƚ ƚŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ 
ůĂǇŽƵƚƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ĚŝŵĞŶƐŝŽŶƐ͕ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ďĂƌƌŝĞƌ ƚǇƉĞƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĂĚũƵƐƚĞĚ 
ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ŶĞĞĚƐ Žƌ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͘    

� ƌĞĐĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝŶ �ŽůŽƌĂĚŽ ;ƚŚĞ �ĂƐƚůĞ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚͿ ŵŝŐŚƚ ƐĞƌǀĞ ĂƐ Ă ŵŽĚĞů ĨŽƌ 
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ ŽƵƌ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĂƐ ŝƚ ďĞĂƌƐ ƌĞŵĂƌŬĂďůĞ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌŝƚǇ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐĐĞŶĂƌŝŽ Ăƚ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͘ �ŽůŽƌĂĚŽ 
�Kd ƉĂƌƚŶĞƌĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ �ŝƚǇ ŽĨ �ƐƉĞŶ ƚŽ ƌĞĂůůŽĐĂƚĞ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ �ĂƐƚůĞ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŚĂƐ 
Ă ƉŽƐƚĞĚ ƐƉĞĞĚ ůŝŵŝƚ ŽĨ ϮϱŵƉŚ ĂŶĚ ��d ŽĨ Ϯϳ͕ϭϬϬ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͘ >ĂŶĞ ǁŝĚƚŚƐ ǁĞƌĞ ƌĞĚƵĐĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ϭϮ 
ƚŽ ϭϭ ĨĞĞƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌƐ ǁĞƌĞ ƌĞĚƵĐĞĚ ƚŽ Ϯ͘ϱ ĨĞĞƚ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ Ă ďĂƌƌŝĞƌͲ
ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ůĂŶĞ ĨŽƌ ĐǇĐůŝƐƚƐ ĂŶĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ͘ ��Kd ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ Ă ƉŝůŽƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĨŝƌƐƚ ƚŽ ĂƐƐĞƐƐ 
ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĞĨĨĞĐƚŝǀĞŶĞƐƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďŝŬĞͬƉĞĚ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ ;ƐŚŽǁŶ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ 
ƚŽƉ ƉŚŽƚŽ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶͿ͘ dŚĞ ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ůĂŶĞ ǁĂƐ ŵĂĚĞ ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ŝŶ ϮϬϭϴ 
;ƐŚŽǁŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ďŽƚƚŽŵ ƉŚŽƚŽͿ͘ DŽƌĞ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ Ăƚ ŚƚƚƉ͗ͬͬĐĂƐƚůĞĐƌĞĞŬďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ĐŽŵͬ͘ 

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϬϳͲϬϭ͘ϭϭ͘ϭϵ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŵĞŵŽ ƚŽ tz�Kd

http://castlecreekbridge.com/


tĞ ŚĂǀĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ Ă ĨĞǁ ƉƌŽƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐ ƚŽ ĞĂĐŚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ͘ dŚŝƐ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĂŶ ĞǆŚĂƵƐƚŝǀĞ ůŝƐƚ ďǇ ĂŶǇ 
ƐƚƌĞƚĐŚ͕ ĂŶĚ ǁĞ ǁŽƵůĚ ƌĞůǇ ŽŶ ǇŽƵƌ ŝŶƉƵƚ ƚŽ ŚĞůƉ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ͕ 
ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ ǁŝƚŚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ůĂŶĞ͘ 

 ^ĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ �ƌŝĚŐĞ 
o WƌŽƐ 

 ,ŝŐŚĞƌ ĐŽŵĨŽƌƚ ĨŽƌ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵƐĞƌƐ ĂŶĚ ůŝŬĞůǇ Ă ďĞƚƚĞƌ ŽǀĞƌĂůů ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ 
ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĚ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ŵŽƚŽƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ 

o �ŽŶƐ 
 ^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůǇ ŚŝŐŚĞƌ ĐŽƐƚ 
 �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ;ĐŽŵƉůĞǆŝƚǇ͕ ŽǀĞƌŚĞĂĚ ƉŽǁĞƌ ůŝŶĞƐͿ 
 'ƌĞĂƚĞƌ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂů ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ 
 ^ƚƌĞĂŵ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ 

 ZĞƉƵƌƉŽƐĞ �ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ �ƌŝĚŐĞ 
o WƌŽƐ 

 ^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůǇ ůŽǁĞƌ ĐŽƐƚ 
 DƵĐŚ ƐŝŵƉůĞƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĨĞǁĞƌ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂů ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ 
 ZĞĚƵĐĞƐ ƐƚƌĞĂŵ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ 
 �ŽƵůĚ ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĂƐ Ă ƚĞƐƚͬŝŶƚĞƌŝŵ ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶ 

o �ŽŶƐ 
 �ǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞͬĐŽŵĨŽƌƚ ĨŽƌ ĐǇĐůŝƐƚƐ ĂŶĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ŶŽƚ ĂƐ ŐŽŽĚ 
 DĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞͶƐŶŽǁƉůŽǁŝŶŐ͕ ƐǁĞĞƉŝŶŐ͕ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ͍ 
 KƚŚĞƌ͍ 

tĞ ĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚĞ ǇŽƵ ƚĂŬŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƚŝŵĞ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ŝŶƉƵƚ ŽŶ ƚŚŝƐ ĂŶĚ ůŽŽŬ ĨŽƌǁĂƌĚ ƚŽ ŚĞĂƌŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ 
ǇŽƵ͘ WůĞĂƐĞ ĨĞĞů ĨƌĞĞ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ŵĞ Žƌ ^ĞĂŶ K͛DĂůůĞǇ ǁŝƚŚ ĂŶǇ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ͘ 

dŚĂŶŬ ǇŽƵ͕ 

�ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ  





Wyol\lllNG DepartmentFl of Transportation 

Marie Gordon 
Governor 

February 27, 2019 

Brian Schilling 

"Providing a safe, high qualrty, and efficient tre.nsportat,on system� 

3200 Elk S:re:-et. RJC-< SPM?S, ·,•✓yorr ng 829C1 

Town of Jackson and Teton County Pathways Coordinator 
Teton County 
P.O. Box 3594 
Jackson, WY 83001 

RE: Request for Pathway Crossing Over the WYO 22 Fish Creek Bridge 

Dear Mr. Schilling: 

WIiiiam T. Panos 
Difflc/Of 

I am in receipt of your Memorandum dated January 11, 2019 expressing interest in exploring the 
option of creating a safe space for pathway users on the existing Fish Creek Bridge at Reference 
Marker 5.4 on WYO 22 in the community of Wilson. The attached detail suggests a cross section 
that proposes to shift the centerline of the highway to the north approximately 3.5 feet and 
placement of a physical barrier along the south edge of the bridge to facilitate an 8 foot pathway. 
We have reviewed this request internally and offer the following comments: 

Bridge Program: The additional weight of the concrete barrier railing does not affect the load 
rating. The concrete ban·ier needs to be pinned and have acceptable end tenninals. The bridge 
railing on the pedestrian side would have to be replaced with a pedestrian railing. 

Engineering Services: There is some concern about barrier options for this bridge. Portable 
concrete barrier is shown to have deflections from about 60 inches to 75 inches or more under 
the current crash testing standards (MASH), depending on the type of portable barrier. These 
tests are conducted at 62 mph and at 25 degrees. Wyoming 22 is posted at 25 mph across the 
bridge. Eastbound (EB) traffic, which would be adjacent to the bike path, increases in posted 
speed to 40 mph beyond the bridge, so it is not very likely the barrier would have as severe 
deflections as stated above, but still could be as high as perhaps two feet. Of equal concern 
would be snow plows possibly pushing the barrier to where it might narrow the bike path. It was 
mentioned above that pinning the barrier to further reduce deflections would be necessary, but 
most of the time that is done into a concrete bridge deck. In this case, the deck is timber with 
asphalt pavement on top. Therefore, pinning would not have sufficient anchorage and could lead 
to damage of the timber deck. Also, portable concrete barriers are typically only 32 inches tall, 
which could allow bicyclists to overtop the barrier and land in a traffic lane. Additionally, 
portable barriers don't have very large drainage scuppers, therefore water might accumulate on 
the traffic side of the bridge causing drainage problems. Finally, there is some concern about 
using turned down ends to tenninate the portable barrier in this situation, so it may be necessary 
to consider costly crash cushions. 

Attachment 08-02.27.19 WYDOT letter to Teton County





 Board of County Commissioners - Staff Report 

Organizational Excellence * Environmental Stewardship * Vibrant Community * Economic Sustainability 

Matters from Staff Agenda Item # 

Meeting Date:     :ĂŶƵĂƌǇ Ϯϳ͕ ϮϬϮϬ Presenter:     �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ ;WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ ĂŶĚ dƌĂŝůƐ �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŽƌͿ
Submitting Dept.:    WƵďůŝĐ tŽƌŬƐ Ͳ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ Subject:      tzϮϮ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ʹ WŚĂƐĞ Ϯ �ĞƐŝŐŶ 

ZĞƉŽƌƚ 

Statement / Purpose:   
dŽ ƵƉĚĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ tzϮϮ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ŶĂŬĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ WŚĂƐĞ Ϯ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ dŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ 
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ŶĞǆƚ ƐƚĞƉƐ͘ 

Background / Description (Pros & Cons):    
dŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽĨ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ Ă ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĨŽƌ WŚĂƐĞ Ϯ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ǁŽƌŬ ŝŶ DĂƌĐŚ ϮϬϭϵ͘ dŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŝƐ 
Ăƚ Ă ƉŽŝŶƚ ǁŚĞƌĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǆƚ ƉŚĂƐĞ ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ 
ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ �ĞƐŝŐŶ ƉůĂŶƐ ĨŽƌ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚƐ Ϯ ĂŶĚ ϯ ĂƌĞ ĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚ͘ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ ĨƌŽŵ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ƚŽ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ 
>ĂŶĞ ŝƐ Ăƚ ϵϬй ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ƌĞĂĚǇ ƚŽ ƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ ƚŽ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ĨƌŽŵ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ŝƐ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ 
ϱϬй ĂŶĚ ϳϱй ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͗ ƚŚĞ ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞ ĨĂŝƌůǇ ǁĞůů ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ ;ƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ 
ŽŶŐŽŝŶŐ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƉĂƌƚŶĞƌƐ ůŝŬĞ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ :,DZͿ͕ ďƵƚ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ 
ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĨƌŽŵ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ ĂƐ ĨĂƌ ĂůŽŶŐ 
ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĞŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ͘ ^ƚĂĨĨ ǁŝůů ŐŽ ŽǀĞƌ ƚŚĞƐĞ ŝƚĞŵƐ ŝŶ ĚĞƚĂŝů ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ 
ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĂŶĚ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ ^ƚĂĨĨ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ 
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƵƉĚĂƚĞƐ ŽŶ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd͕ :,DZ͕ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ͘ � ƐƵŵŵĂƌǇ ĨŽƌ ĞĂĐŚ 
ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ ĨŽůůŽǁƐ ďĞůŽǁ͘ 

• Segment 1 – Ida Lane/Downtown Wilson to the Raptor Center parcel (approx. 850’)
o Status: KŶ ŚŽůĚ͘ dŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ Ăƚ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ŝƐ ƵŶƌĞƐŽůǀĞĚ͘
o Recommendation: ƉŽƐƚƉŽŶĞ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϭ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ĨŽƌĞƐĞĞĂďůĞ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ͘ /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĂŶƚŝŵĞ͕ ƚŚĞ

tŝůƐŽŶ �ƌĞĂ �ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ^ƚƵĚǇ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ƵŶĚĞƌǁĂǇ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͕ ĂŶĚ ĂůƐŽ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ Ă ƐĂĨĞ
ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ tzϮϮ Ăƚ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů͘

o TBD/Unknowns
▪ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬͶƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ ƚǁŽ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƐĂĨĞ ďŝĐǇĐůĞͬƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ

ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŽ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ͗ ƵƐĞ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ Žƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ Ă ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ tz�Kd ǁĂƐ ŶŽƚ ŽƉĞŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ
ďŝĐǇĐůĞͬƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ͘ dŚĞ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ
ŽǁŶĞƌ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ tzϮϮ ŚĂƐ ŶŽƚ ďĞĞŶ ƌĞĐĞƉƚŝǀĞ ƚŽ ŐƌĂŶƚŝŶŐ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌ
Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘ �ƚ ƚŚŝƐ ƚŝŵĞ͕ ƚŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ĨŽƌ ĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ
ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͕ ƐŽ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝůů ƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƚŝŵĞ
ďĞŝŶŐ͘

o Next Steps
▪ WƌŽĐĞĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ tŝůƐŽŶ �ƌĞĂ �ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ^ƚƵĚǇ ƚŽ ƌĞƐŽůǀĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂŶĚ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ

ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ͘
• Segment 2 - Raptor Center parcel to Green Lane (approx. 5120 feet)

o Status: ϵϬй ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ >ĂŶĞ͘
o Recommendation: ƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ŝŶ ϮϬϮϬ ;ĂƐ Ă ƐƚĂŶĚĂůŽŶĞ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ

ŝĨ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇͿ
o TBD/Unknowns

▪ tz�KdͬǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ
• tŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ĞǆƚĞŶĚ ǁĞƐƚ ƚŽ tĞŶǌĞů >ĂŶĞ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ

ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ /ƚ ŝƐ Ɛƚŝůů ƚŽ ďĞ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ŝĨ ƚŚĞ ĨĞŶĐĞ ŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŶŽƌƚŚ Žƌ

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϬϵͲϬϭ͘Ϯϳ͘ϮϬ ��� tŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ ^ƚĂĨĨ ZĞƉŽƌƚ
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ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ �ŝƚŚĞƌ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂƉƉĞĂƌƐ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ǁĞƐƚ ŽĨ 
'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͕ ďƵƚ ƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ ůŝŬĞůǇ ĂĚǀĂŶƚĂŐĞƐ ƚŽ Ă ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͘ ;KŶĞ 
ĨĞŶĐĞ ǀƐ͘ ƚǁŽ ĨĞŶĐĞƐͶĂ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďĞŝŶŐ 
ǁĞĚŐĞĚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚǁŽ ĨĞŶĐĞƐ ϭϱ͛ ĂƉĂƌƚͶĂŶĚ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ ĐĂƚƚůĞ ŐƵĂƌĚƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐͿ͘ 

▪ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ 
• �ĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚǁŽ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐ ĂƌĞ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͘ KŶĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŚĂƐ 

ďĞĞŶ ƌĞĐĞƉƚŝǀĞ ďƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ Ɛƚŝůů ŶĞĞĚƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ĨŝŶĂůŝǌĞĚ͘ dŚĞ ŽƚŚĞƌ 
ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŚĂƐ ŶŽƚ ǇĞƚ ŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ Ă ĐŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ŐƌĂŶƚŝŶŐ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ 
ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ 

• WĂƚŚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ͕ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ;ŶŽƌƚŚ Žƌ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇͿ͕ ĂŶĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ͘ 

o Next steps 
▪ �ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƉůĂŶ ;ƵŶĚĞƌǁĂǇͿ 
▪ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂŶĚ �ƌŵǇ �ŽƌƉƐ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ 

• WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ^ĐĞŶŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ KǀĞƌůĂǇ ;^ZKͿ ďƵƚ ŶŽƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ EĂƚƵƌĂů 
ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ KǀĞƌůĂǇ ;EZKͿ 

▪ WůĂŶ ƚŽ ŝŶƐƚĂůů ĐƵůǀĞƌƚƐ Ăƚ ĚŝƚĐŚĞƐ ƚŚŝƐ ƐƉƌŝŶŐͬĞĂƌůǇ ƐƵŵŵĞƌ 
▪ �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ ;ƵŶĚĞƌǁĂǇͿ͘ dŚŝƐ ŵĂǇ 

ŶĞĞĚ Ă ĨŽƌŵĂů ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ ĨƌŽŵ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƚŽ tz�Kd͘ 
▪ WƌŽĐƵƌĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ,ĂƌĚĞŵĂŶ ƚŽ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ;ŽŶŐŽŝŶŐͿ͘ 
▪ WƌĞƉĂƌĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉůĂŶƐ ;ƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĂŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵͿ͘ 

• Segment 3 - Green Lane to Stilson (approx. 1755’) 
o Status͗ ϱϬй ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ tz�Kd ƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚ ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ ƉůĂŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚ Ă ĐŚĂŶŐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ 

ŝŶŝƚŝĂů ƚƵŶŶĞů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŝƐ ƌĞĨůĞĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ůĂƚĞƐƚ ƉůĂŶ ƐĞƚ͘ 
o Recommendation͗ ƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ǁŽƌŬ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵďŝŶĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ 

ŝĨ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘ ,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ ŝĨ ƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ ĂŶǇ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ Žƌ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ĚĞůĂǇ 
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ďĞǇŽŶĚ ϮϬϮϬ͕ ƚŚĞŶ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƉŽƐƚƉŽŶĞĚ ƚŽ Ă ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ĚĂƚĞ 
ĂŶĚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ŽƵƚ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ϮϬϮϬ͘ 

o TBD/Unknowns 
▪ tz�KdͬǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ 

• dŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ Ă ŶŽƚĂďůĞ ŝƐƐƵĞ Ăƚ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĐĂƚƚůĞŐƵĂƌĚ 
ǁŽƵůĚ ůŝŬĞůǇ ŽǀĞƌůĂƉ ŝĨ ƚŚĞ ĨĞŶĐĞ ŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŶŽƌƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘ dŚŝƐ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ 
ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďůĞ ĨƌŽŵ Ă ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ƐƚĂŶĚƉŽŝŶƚ͘ �ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ŝƐ 
ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͘ 

▪ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĚŝǀĞƌƐŝŽŶ ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ 
• dŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĐŽƵůĚ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚ 

ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd͛Ɛ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĚĞƚŽƵƌ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ϮϮͬϯϵϬ 
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ tz�Kd͛Ɛ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶƐ ĂƌĞ Ɛƚŝůů ďĞŝŶŐ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ͕ ďƵƚ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů 
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ŝƐ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͘ 

▪ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƌĐĞů ƉĂƚŚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ 
• dŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŝůů ŶĞĞĚ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨƌŽŵ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶ ,ŽůĞ DŽƵŶƚĂŝŶ ZĞƐŽƌƚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ 

ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƚŚĂƚ ĐƌŽƐƐĞƐ ƚŚĞ :,DZ ƉĂƌĐĞů ŶŽƌƚŚ ŽĨ tzϮϮ͘ :,DZ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ 
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŐƌĂŶƚŝŶŐ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ 
ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŝƐ ŽŶŐŽŝŶŐ͘ 



           Board of County Commissioners - Staff Report 

Organizational Excellence * Environmental Stewardship * Vibrant Community * Economic Sustainability 
 

Matters from Staff Agenda Item # 

• dŚŝƐ ƉĂƌĐĞů ĂůƐŽ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐ ŵŽƌĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝǀĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ dĞƚŽŶ 
�ŽƵŶƚǇ ƐŝŶĐĞ ŝƚ ŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ EĂƚƵƌĂů ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ KǀĞƌůĂǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞƌĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ 
ĂŶĚ ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘ 

o Next steps 
▪ �ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƉůĂŶ ;ƵŶĚĞƌǁĂǇͿ 
▪ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂŶĚ �ƌŵǇ �ŽƌƉƐ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ 

• WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ^ĐĞŶŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ KǀĞƌůĂǇ ;^ZKͿ ĂŶĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ EĂƚƵƌĂů 
ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ KǀĞƌůĂǇ ;EZKͿ͘ dŚŝƐ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ dĞƚŽŶ 
�ŽƵŶƚǇ ;��Ϳ͘ 

• dŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƌĐĞů ŝƐ ĂůƐŽ ƵŶĚĞƌ Ă dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ^ĐĞŶŝĐ WƌĞƐĞƌǀĞ dƌƵƐƚ 
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͘ 

▪ �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ ;ƵŶĚĞƌǁĂǇͿ͘ dŚŝƐ ŵĂǇ 
ŶĞĞĚ Ă ĨŽƌŵĂů ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ ĨƌŽŵ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƚŽ tz�Kd͘ 

▪ �ŽŶƚŝŶƵĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ǁŽƌŬ 
▪ WƌŽĐƵƌĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨƌŽŵ :,DZ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƌĐĞů 
▪ �ŶĐƌŽĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ƉĞƌŵŝƚ ĨƌŽŵ tz�Kd ;ĨŽƌ ǁŽƌŬ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ tzϮϮ ƌŝŐŚƚ ŽĨ ǁĂǇͿ 

Stakeholder Analysis & Involvement: 
dŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƐ ƚŽ ǁŽƌŬ ǁŝƚŚ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ĂŶĚ ƉĂƌƚŶĞƌƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ͗ tz�Kd͕ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶ 
,ŽůĞ DŽƵŶƚĂŝŶ ZĞƐŽƌƚ͕ ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ůĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌƐ͕ tǇŽŵŝŶŐ 'ĂŵĞ ĂŶĚ &ŝƐŚ͕ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽŶƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ �ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͕ ƚŚĞ 
tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ 'ƌŽƵƉ͕ &ƌŝĞŶĚƐ ŽĨ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘ tĞ ĂƌĞ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞƐĞ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ ŽŶ ŝƚĞŵƐ 
ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ŽǀĞƌĂůů ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ͕ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŝŵŝŶŐ͘ 

Fiscal Impact: 
hƉĚĂƚĞĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞƐ ǁĞƌĞ ŶŽƚ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ƚŝŵĞ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ǁĂƐ ĚƵĞ͕ ďƵƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ 
Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ǁŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ͘ �Ŷ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞ ĂŶĚ ǁŽƌŬ ƉůĂŶ ĨŽƌ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͘ 

Staff Impact:      
^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƚŝŵĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǆƚ ƉŚĂƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ͘ dŚĞ ŵĂũŽƌŝƚǇ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƚŚĞ 
WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ �ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŽƌ͕ ďƵƚ ŽƚŚĞƌ �ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ƐƚĂĨĨ ;�ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ WƵďůŝĐ tŽƌŬƐ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌͿ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ 
ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚ͘ �ŽƵŶƚǇ WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƐƚĂĨĨ ĂŶĚ WĂƌŬƐ ĂŶĚ ZĞĐ ƐƚĂĨĨ ǁŝůů ĂůƐŽ ƉĂƌƚŝĐŝƉĂƚĞ ŝŶ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ͘ 

Legal Review:      
Eͬ� 

Staff Input / Recommendation:       
^ĞĞ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ůŝƐƚĞĚ ĂďŽǀĞ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ �ĂĐŬŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘ ^ƵŵŵĂƌǇ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂƌĞ ĂƐ ĨŽůůŽǁƐ͗ 

• WƌŽĐĞĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨŽƌ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚƐ Ϯ ĂŶĚ ϯ͘ WĞŶĚŝŶŐ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ͕ ƐƚĂĨĨ ǁŝůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă 
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĨŽƌ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨŽƌ �ŽĂƌĚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŝŶ &ĞďƌƵĂƌǇ͘ 

• �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ ;ĂŶĚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ŝĨ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞͿ ŝŶ ϮϬϮϬ͘ 
• ^ĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚƐ Ϯ ĂŶĚ ϯ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝĨ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ;ŝĨ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ǁŽƵůĚ ĐĂƵƐĞ Ă ĚĞůĂǇ ŝŶ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ 

ƉĂƐƚ ϮϬϮϬͿ͘ 
• WƌŽĐĞĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ tŝůƐŽŶ �ƌĞĂ �ŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ ^ƚƵĚǇ ƚŽ ƌĞƐŽůǀĞ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂŶĚ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŝŶ 

^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϭ͘ 

Attachments: 
ϭ͘ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ Ϯ ƉůĂŶƐ ;ϱϬйͿ ʹ ϭϱ ƉĂŐĞƐ 
Ϯ͘ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ƉůĂŶƐ ;ϱϬйͿ ʹ ϴ ƉĂŐĞƐ 
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t,�E͗ KĐƚŽďĞƌ ϴ͕ ϮϬϮϭ 
�dd�E���^͗  tz�Kd͗ WĞƚĞ ^ƚŝŶĐŚĐŽŵď ĂŶĚ <ĞŝƚŚ �ŽŵƉƚŽŶ 

d�dKE �KhEdz͗ ,ĞĂƚŚĞƌ KǀĞƌŚŽůƐĞƌ͕ �ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ͕ �ƌŝĂŶ ^ĐŚŝůůŝŶŐ 
�h/>� �KE^h>d�Ed d��D͗ �ŝůů :ŽŶĞƐ ;:ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ �ƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞƐͿ͕ :ŽĞ >ŽǀĞƚƚ 
;:ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ �ƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞƐͿ͕ �ĂǀĞ &ŽƐƚĞƌ ;�ůƚĂ WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ н �ĞƐŝŐŶͿ 

EŽƚĞ͗  �ůĂĐŬ ƚĞǆƚ с ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂů ĂŐĞŶĚĂͬ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŝƚĞŵƐ 
ZĞĚ ƚĞǆƚ с ŶŽƚĞƐ ƚĂŬĞŶ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ 

ϭ͘ WY- 22 Underpass

Ă͘ �ŽŶĨŝƌŵ ĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ĂƚͲŐƌĂĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů ĨŽƌ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ
ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ʹ EŽƚ ĂŶ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďůĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƉƵƌƐƵĞ

ď͘ �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐͬ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ tz�Kd
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ;�ŽŶĨŝƌŵ ƉƌĞůŝŵŝŶĂƌǇ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƚ ĐĂŶ ŝƚ ďĞ ĂŶ ŝŶŝƚŝĂů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝƚĞŵ͕
ƉƌĞĨĞƌĂďůǇ ŝŶ ƐƉƌŝŶŐ ϮϬϮϯ ŝĨ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ůĞƚƐ ŝŶ EŽǀĞŵďĞƌ ϮϬϮϮ͍ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ
ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝƐŵƐ

• WĞƚĞ ƐƚĂƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ŚĞ ĂŶĚ �Žď ƐƉŽŬĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞǇ ĂƌĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŐĞƚ ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚ ϯ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ;ǁŚŝĐŚ ŝƐ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚͿ ŝŶƚŽ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ �ƌŝĚŐĞ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ĂƐ ĞĂƌůǇ ĂƐ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ŝŶ ĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌ ǇĞĂƌ ϮϬϮϯ͘͘͘͘WĞƚĞ ͬ <ĞŝƚŚ ƚŽ 
ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵ ŝŶƚĞƌŶĂů ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ŽŶ ŚŽǁ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ ŝƚ ŚĂƉƉĞŶ͘ ,ĞĂƚŚĞƌ ĂƐŬĞĚ ŝĨ WĞƚĞ ĐŽƵůĚ 
ƐĞŶĚ ŚĞƌ Ă ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͘ 

• WĞƚĞ ƚŚŽƵŐŚƚ ƚŚĞ KŶͲ^ǇƐƚĞŵ �ŶŚĂŶĐĞŵĞŶƚ ;dĞ�^Ϳ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŝƐ ŚŽƉĞĨƵůůǇ ŽĐĐƵƌƌŝŶŐ
ƐŽŽŶ͘

• E�W� ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ŽĐĐƵƌ ƚŽ ƚŝĞ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ
^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŽŐĞƚŚĞƌ ďƵƚ ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ƐĞĞŵ ƚŽ ďĞ Ă ůĂƌŐĞ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ
ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ ǁĞƚůĂŶĚƐ Žƌ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͕ ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚ ŽĨ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƵƉ ƚŽ
^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐͿ ƉƵƚ ŝŶƚŽ tz�Kd ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ͕ ƚŚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƚŽ
ƉƵůů ďĂĐŬ tz�Kd ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ůŝŵŝƚƐ ƚŽ ũƵƐƚ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ΗďŽǆΗ ŝƚƐĞůĨ͘

• EĞǆƚ ^ƚĞƉƐ͗ EŝĐŬ ,ŝŶĞƐ ůŽŽŬŝŶŐ Ăƚ E�W�͕ ƚŚĞŶ ďĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ƚŽ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ
ĞĨĨŽƌƚƐ͕ ůŝŵŝƚƐ͕ ƐƉĞĐƐ͕ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů ƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŵĂƚĐŚ ƚŚĞ tz�Kd ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĞĨĨŽƌƚƐ͕
ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ƐǇŶĐŚƌŽŶŝǌĞ ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞ ĂŶĚ ΗǁŚŽͬ ŚŽǁ ƚŚĞ ŽƉĞŶŝŶŐ ŚĂƉƉĞŶƐΗ͘ EĞǆƚ ƐƚĞƉƐ
ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ƚŽ ĐůŽƐĞ ƚŚĞ ůŽŽƉ ŽŶ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ͕ ƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ ƉĂƌĐĞů ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĞƚĐ͘ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ
ĐůĞĂŶ ƉĂĐŬĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ŐĞƚ W^Θ� ĚŽŶĞ͘

Đ͘ EĞǆƚ ƐƚĞƉƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƉůĂŶƐ͕ ƐƉĞĐƐ͕ ůŝŵŝƚƐ͕ �Z^ ʹ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐ ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ ŽĨ ǁŚŽ ĚŽĞƐ ǁŚĂƚ ĨŽƌ ƉůĂŶƐ ͬ
ƐƉĞĐƐ

• tĂŝƚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ EŝĐŬ ,ŝŶĞƐ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŝŶ ŝƚĞŵ ď͘ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞŶ ^D� ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů
ƚĞĂŵ ŵĞŵďĞƌƐ ĐĂŶ ŽĐĐƵƌ͘

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϭϭͲϭϬ͘Ϭϴ͘Ϯϭ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇͲtz�Kd DĞĞƚŝŶŐ DŝŶƵƚĞƐ
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• �ĂŶ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ĨĞŶĐĞ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŚĂƉƉĞŶ͍ DĂǇ ŶŽƚ ďĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ǁŝƚŚ 
ƚŝŵŝŶŐ ŝĨ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŐŽĞƐ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ϮϬϮϮ͕ ďƵƚ ĐĂŶ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞ ƚŽ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ƚŚĂƚ 
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘͘͘DĂǇ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ĐůŽƐĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ Ăƚ ƚŝŵĞƐ ŝĨ ŝƚ ŽƉĞŶƐ ƚŽ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ 
ĨĞŶĐĞ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĂůůŽǁ ĨŽƌ ĨĞŶĐĞ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĚĂŵĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ƉĞĚ ͬ ǁŽƌŬ 
ǌŽŶĞ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ͘ 

   
Ϯ͘ Fish Creek Bridge Pathway Connectivity   
 

Ă͘ �ŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂĐƌŽƐƐ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ďƌŝĚŐĞ 
ƵƚŝůŝǌŝŶŐ YǁŝĐŬ <Ƶƌď ĂŶĚ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƌĂŝůŝŶŐ  

• �ĞŝŶŐ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ŝŶƚĞƌŶĂůůǇ ǁŝƚŚ tz�KdͲ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ ƚŽ ĂĚǀĂŶĐĞ ŝƚ͘͘͘WĞƚĞ 
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚ ƐĞƚƚŝŶŐ ƵƉ ^D� ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ͘ 

• DKh ĨŽƌ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ͬ ĂŶǇ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ŶĞĞĚ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ͘ 
• �ŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƌĞŵŽǀŝŶŐ <Ƶƌď ĂŶĚ WĞĚ ĚƌŽƉͲŽĨĨ ŚĂŶĚƌĂŝů ŝŶ ǁŝŶƚĞƌ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĚĂŵĂŐĞ 

ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ŚĂƌĚƐŚŝƉƐ ŝŶ ǁŝŶƚĞƌ͘ 
o   EĞĞĚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ƚŚĞ ŵĞƌŝƚƐ ŽĨ ƌĞŵŽǀŝŶŐ <Ƶƌď ĂŶĚ ŚĂŶĚƌĂŝů ŝŶ ǁŝŶƚĞƌ ĞǀĞŶ ŝĨ 

ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŝƐ ĐůŽƐĞĚ ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐͬ ďŝĐǇĐůĞƐ ŵĂǇ Ɛƚŝůů ƵƐĞ ŝƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞŝƌ ŽǁŶ͘ 
• E�yd ^d�W^͗ ZĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ Ă ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ tz�Kd ŽŶ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ďǇ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ 

KĐƚŽďĞƌ͘ KƉƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂĚĚŝŶŐ Ă ĐĞƌƚĂŝŶ ůŝŵŝƚŝŶŐ ĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ƵƐĞ ďĞ ŝŶ ĂŶ 
ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ ĂƐ Ă ŵŽƌĞ ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ĞǆƉůŽƌĞĚ͘ 
  

ď͘ KƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŽ ĂĚǀĂŶĐĞ ƚŚĞ E�W� ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă ŶĞǁ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ͕ ǁŝƚŚ 
dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚŝƐ ĞĨĨŽƌƚ ĂŶĚ ƉĂǇŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ E�W� ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚĞ ƚŽ 
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͍ �ŶǇ ŽƚŚĞƌ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞͬ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞ ũƵƐƚ ƚŚĞ 
ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ ƐĐĞŶĂƌŝŽ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ŶĞǆƚ ϱ ǇĞĂƌƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͍  

• <ĞŝƚŚ ĨŽƵŶĚ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŽŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞ͘ /ƚ ǁŽŶ͛ƚ ďĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ 
ĂŶǇ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶƐ͘ ŝĨ ĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚ ĂƐĂƉ͕ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŽĨĨĞƌĞĚ ƚŽ ĞǆƉůŽƌĞ ƉĂǇŝŶŐ͘   
 

Đ͘ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ tz�Kd ZKt 
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ �h/>� ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ   

• KǀĞƌŚĞĂĚ ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶ ŝƐƐƵĞ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŝĨ ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŐŽĞƐ ŝŶ͍ �ĞƐŝŐŶ ƚĞĂŵ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ  
• WĞƚĞ ĂŶĚ <ĞŝƚŚ ĚŝĚ ŶŽƚ ŚĂǀĞ ĂŶǇ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŝŶ 

tz�Kd ZKt ĂŶĚ ŝƚ ǁĂƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ ŝĨ Ă ŶĞǁ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĞǀĞƌ ǁĂƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ͕ ƚŚĞ 
ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ƚĂŬĞŶ ĂŶĚ ƵƐĞĚ ŽŶ ŽƚŚĞƌ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ  

• �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂůƐŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ĂŶ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ŽŶ ǁĞƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ 
�ƌĞĞŬ ĂŶĚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ Ă ƐŵĂůů ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ĂůůŽǁ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ Ă ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ 
ŝŶ ĂŶ ƵůƚŝŵĂƚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ĂŶǇ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨƵƚƵƌĞ tz�Kd ϯͲůĂŶĞ 
ďƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŝĚĞŶŝŶŐ͘ dŚŝƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ �K�� ŝŶǀŽůǀĞŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ŝĨ ŶŽƚ ĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞ 
ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƉůĂĐĞ ŝŶ tz�Kd ZKt ŝƐ Ɛƚŝůů ǀŝĂďůĞ͘  
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3. WY-22 At Grade crossing at 2nd Street/ HHR Ranch 
 

Ă͘ �ŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŽŶ ƌĞĐĞŶƚ ĐŽƌƌĞƐƉŽŶĚĞŶĐĞ͕ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŶĞǁ ƐƉĞĞĚ ƐƚƵĚǇ ƐƚĂƚƵƐ   
• �ĂƌŝŶ <ĂƵĨŵĂŶ ĂŶĚ ƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů ƚĞĂŵ ŝƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ŐĂƚŚĞƌŝŶŐ ĚĂƚĂ ĂŶĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŵŝĚƐƚ ŽĨ 

ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĞĚ ƐƚƵĚǇ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ  
 
ď͘ ZĞŶĞǁĞĚ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ŽŶ &,t� ĂŶĚ tz�Kd ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ ĂŶĚ ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ ĨŽƌ Ăƚ 

ŐƌĂĚĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽŶ ŽƚŚĞƌ tz ƐƚĂƚĞ 
ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇƐ  

• �ƌŝĞĨůǇ ƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚ &,t� ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ůŽĐĂů͕ ƌĞŐŝŽŶĂů͕ ĂŶĚ ŶĂƚŝŽŶĂů ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƐ 
ŽĨ ĂƚͲŐƌĂĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ǁŝƚŚ ZZ&�ͬ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇ ĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͘ 

• dŚĞƌĞ ŝƐ Ă ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ǀŽůƵŵĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐĂƚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ĐĂƵƐĞ 
ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƌĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ ŐĂƉƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ ďǇ 
ĐƌĞĂƚŝŶŐ Ă ƐĂŶĐƚŝŽŶĞĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƚŚĞƌĞ ŶŽǁ͘ �ƚ ƚŚĞ ƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů 
ĂŶĚ �ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ůĞǀĞů͕ ŝƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĞŶĚŽƌƐĞĚ͘ 

• DƵůƚŝƉůĞ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ŐƌĂĚĞ ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƉƵƌƐƵĞ 
ƚŚĂƚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ŝƚ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ ĚŽŶĞ ŝŶ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘  

  
4. WY-22 future expansion accommodation with pathway placed in ultimate      

location  
Ă͘ ZĞǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽŶ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ 
ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů tz�Kd ϯͲůĂŶĞ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů 
ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ  
• �ĂǀĞ &ŽƐƚĞƌ ďƌŝĞĨůǇ ƉƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƉƌŽĚƵĐĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ 

ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ĂůŽŶŐ tzͲϮϮ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ 
ƵůƚŝŵĂƚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚŽƵƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌŝŶŐ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝĨ tz�Kd ĞǀĞƌ ǁŝĚĞŶƐ 
ƚŽ Ă ϯͲůĂŶĞ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘  

• �ĂǀĞ ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĐƵƌď ĂŶĚ ŐƵƚƚĞƌ͕ Žƌ Ă ǀĂƌŝĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ 
ĚŝĨĨĞƌŝŶŐ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ǁŝĚƚŚƐ ĂŶĚ ĐĞŶƚĞƌ ůŝŶĞ ĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ ƚŽ ŵĂŬĞ ƚŚŝƐ ŐĞŽŵĞƚƌǇ 
ǁŽƌŬ͘ 

• WĞƚĞ ƐƚĂƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ZĞŝŶĞƌ ǁĂƐ ƉĞƌƐŽŶĂůůǇ ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͕ ƐŽ WĞƚĞ 
ǁĂŶƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ƚŚĞŵ ĂŶĚ ŐĞƚ ůĞĂĚĞƌƐŚŝƉ ĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶĐĞƉƚ ĂŶĚ 
ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ͘ 
 

  
�ĚĚͲŽŶ͗ ,ĞĂƚŚĞƌ ĞǆƚĞŶĚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŝŶǀŝƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ŚĂǀĞ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ZĞŝŶĞƌ ũŽŝŶ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŝŶ Ă 
ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ͬ �K�� ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ   
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�Z/d/��> W�d, ��d/KE /d�D^ 
 

�CTION �Y WHO �z t,�E 
tzͲϮϮ WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ hŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ 
>ŝŵŝƚƐ ĂŶĚ E�W� ƐǇŶĐŚƌŽŶŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ 
ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ 

EŝĐŬ ,ŝŶĞƐ ͬ WĞƚĞ ^͘  /Ŷ ZĞǀŝĞǁ  

tzͲϮϮ hŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ �Z^ �ŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ 
�ŽŶĨŝƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ 

WĞƚĞ ^͘ ͬ �Žď ,ĂŵŵŽŶĚ WĞŶĚŝŶŐ 

&ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ^outh Side 
^ŚŽƵůĚĞƌ hƐĞ �ĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ 

<ĞŝƚŚ �ŽŵƉƚŽŶ ͬ WĞƚĞ ^͘ ZĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ďǇ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ 
KĐƚŽďĞƌ 

hůƚŝŵĂƚĞ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ 
�ŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞ 

�ĂǀĞ &ŽƐƚĞƌ ƐĞŶĚƐ ƚǇƉŝĐĂů 
ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ WĞƚĞ ^͘ ĨŽƌ 
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů 

�ĂǀĞ ƐĞŶĚƐ ďǇ 
ϭϬͬϭϱͬϮϬϮϭ͘ ZĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ 
ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ďǇ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ KĐƚŽďĞƌ 

   
 
 
 

 



�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϭϮͲϭϭ͘Ϭϭ͘Ϯϭ tz�KdͲ^ƚŝŶĐŚĐŽŵď ůĞƚƚĞƌ ƚŽ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ





WYDOT meeting 
11-9-2021 

/Ŷ ĂƚƚĞŶĚĂŶĐĞ͗ <ĞŝƚŚ �ŽŵƉƚŽŶ͕ �Žď ,ĂŵŵŽŶĚ͕ WĞƚĞ ^ƚŝŶĐŚĐŽŵď͕ �ŵǇ ZĂŵĂŐĞ͕ ,ĞĂƚŚĞƌ KǀĞƌŚŽůƐĞƌ 

&ŽůůŽǁ ƵƉ ŽŶ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ EĂƚĂůŝĂ DĂĐŬĞƌ ĂŶĚ >ƵƚŚĞƌ WƌŽƉƐƚ ŚĂĚ ǁŝƚŚ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ZĞŝŶĞƌ͕ DĂƌŬ 'ŝůůĞƚƚ ĂŶĚ 
�ůǇƐƐĂ ŽŶ ϭϭͲϴͲϮϬϮϭ 

tz�Kd͛Ɛ ŐŽĂů Ͳ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ ĂŶĚ ƐǇŶĐŚƌŽŶŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ ʹ ŚŽǁ ĚŽ ǁĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ ŝŶ ƐǇŶĐ ƐŽ ƚŚĂƚ ǁĞ 
ĚŽŶ͛ƚ ďƵŝůĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƐĞŶĚ ƉĞŽƉůĞ ƚŽ Ă ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŚĞǇ ĐĂŶ͛ƚ ƐĂĨĞůǇ ĐƌŽƐƐ͍ 

tz�Kd ŝƐ ƉƌŽƉŽƐŝŶŐ͗ 

ϭͿ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƚƵŶŶĞů ʹ tz�Kd ǁŝůů ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ ďǇ ;Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ůĂƚĞƐƚͿ ϭϬͲϮϬϮϯ͕ ďƵƚ ƉŽƐƐŝďůǇ ĂƐ
ĞĂƌůǇ ĂƐ :ƵůǇ͘

Ă͘ tz�Kd ǁŝůů ĐŽǀĞƌ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƐƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞŶƚŝƌĞ ďŽǆ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞŝƌ ϮϮͲϯϵϬ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ EŽ �Z^
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͘  dŚŝƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ tz�Kd ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ĨƵŶĚĞĚ ďǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĨƵŶĚƐ͘  dŚĞǇ ǁŝůů ƚĂŬĞ
ŽƵƌ ƉůĂŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƉƵƚ ƚŚĞŵ ŝŶƚŽ ƚŚĞŝƌ ƉůĂŶƐ͘

ϮͿ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŝůů ďƵŝůĚ tŝůƐŽŶͲ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ ĚĂƚĞ ʹ KĐƚŽďĞƌ
ϮϬϮϯ͘

ϯͿ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ʹ tz�Kd ǁŝůů ŶŽƚ ĂůůŽǁ Ă ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ƐŚŽƵůĚĞƌ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ
ĨŽƌ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĐǇĐůŝƐƚƐ͕ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ͘ tz�Kd ŝƐ ĂƐŬŝŶŐ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƚŽ ƵƐĞ �h/>�
ĨƵŶĚƐ ƚŽ ŝŶƐƚĂůů ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ tz�Kd ZKt ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ
ďƌŝĚŐĞ͖ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶͲ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝŶ ϮϬϮϮͲϮϬϮϯ͘

Ă͘ �ŽƵŶƚǇ Ɛƚŝůů ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ ƚŚĞ <ĂǇĞŵƐ ƚŽ ƐĞĞ ŝĨ ƚŚĞǇ ǁŝůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ƐŽ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƚ ĐŽƵůĚ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇ ďĞĐŽŵĞ Ă ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͘  /Ŷ ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂƐĞ͕ tz�Kd ǁŽƵůĚ ŶŽƚ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǁ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ǁŚĞŶ ŝƚ ŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ͘

ď͘ /Ĩ  ŝŶ tz�Kd ZKt ĂŶĚ ŶŽƚ Ă ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͕ tz�Kd ǁŽƵůĚ ŽŶůǇ ŶĞĞĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ
ĂƌĞĂ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵƐĞƌƐ ĐŽƵůĚ ƵƐĞ ƚŚĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ
ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ͘

Đ͘ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝŶ ƐǇŶĐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞƐĞ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ʹ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕
ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐĞƐ͕ ĞƚĐ͘

Ě͘ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŝůů ŝŶƐƚĂůů ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽŶ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ʹ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ Žƌ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ϰͿ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ʹ tz�Kd ǁŝůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ΨϰϬϬ< ƚŽǁĂƌĚ ƚŚŝƐ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ʹ ŐƌĂĚĞ
ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ Ăƚ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ͘ dŝĞ ŝŶƚŽ ƐĐŚŽŽů ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƌƚŚ ƐŝĚĞ͘

Ă͘ dĂƌŐĞƚ ŝƐ ƚŽ ŚĂǀĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ ŝŶ KĐƚŽďĞƌ ϮϬϮϯ͕ ŝŶ ƐǇŶĐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ŽƚŚĞƌ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ͘

ď͘ �ůů ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĨƵŶĚƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ϭϬϬй ƐƚĂƚĞ ŵŽŶĞǇ͘ WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂƐ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ŶŽƚ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ �h/>� ŐƌĂŶƚ ĂŶĚ ŽŶůǇ ĨƵŶĚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƐƚĂƚĞ ĂŶĚ ůŽĐĂů ĐŽƵŶƚǇ ŵŽŶĞǇ͘

Đ͘ tz�Kd 'ĞŽůŽŐǇ ŝƐ ƚƌǇŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŐĞƚ Ă ŚĂŶĚůĞ ŽŶ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ͘
ŝ͘ tz�Kd ŝƐ ĚŽŝŶŐ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ůĞǀĞů ƉŝĞǌŽŵĞƚĞƌ ƚƵďĞƐ͘  tz�Kd ǁŝůů ďĞ ƌĞŐƵůĂƌůǇ

ĐŚĞĐŬŝŶŐ ǁĂƚĞƌ ůĞǀĞůƐ͘
ŝŝ͘ �ŵǇ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞǇ ŚĂǀĞ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĨŽůŬƐ ƐŽ Ăůů 'ĞŽƚĞĐŚ͘  <ĞŝƚŚ ǁŝůů ĐŚĞĐŬ͘

Ě͘ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŽƵůĚ ůĞĂĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ tz�Kd ǁŽƵůĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ͘
Ğ͘ �ŶŚĂŶĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĐŽͲŽƉ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ͍ tz�Kd ŝƐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ŽŶůǇ͘

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϭϯͲϭϭ͘Ϭϵ͘Ϯϭ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇͲtz�Kd DĞĞƚŝŶŐ EŽƚĞƐ



Ĩ͘ WĞƚĞ ƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚ tz�Kd ďŝĚ ŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂƐ Ă ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ ƐƚĂƚĞͲĨƵŶĚĞĚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ǁŝƚŚ 
ƚŚĞ ĐŽƵŶƚǇ ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚŝŶŐ ĂŶǇƚŚŝŶŐ ŽǀĞƌ ΨϰϬϬŬ͘ <ĞŝƚŚ ǁŝůů ĐŚĞĐŬ͘ 

Ő͘ �ŵǇ ĂƐŬĞĚ ŝĨ tz�Kd ĐĂŶ ŚĂǀĞ Ă ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚŝƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ƚŽ dd� 
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ͘  ΎΎΎΎΎΎΎΎΎ<�/d, t/>> '�d ���< dK h^ �^�W͘ 

Ś͘ ΎΎΎΎΎΎ�^< �>z^^� Ͳ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƉƵƚƐ ƚŚŝƐ ŽƵƚ ĨŽƌ Z&W ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ Žƌ ĚŽ Ă ƚĂƐŬ ǁŽƌŬ ŽƌĚĞƌ 
ĨŽƌ :ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ͍  dŚŝƐ ŵƵƐƚ ŚĂƉƉĞŶ ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ͊ 

ŝ͘ ΎΎΎΎΎ�KhEdz ǁŝůů ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ƉƵƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ;ΨϰϬϬ< ĨƌŽŵ tz�KdͿ ŝŶ �/W ĂŶĚ 
ďƵĚŐĞƚ͊͊͊͊͊͊͊ 

ϱͿ ΎΎΎΎΎΎ<ĞŝƚŚ ǁŝůů ĨŽůůŽǁ ƵƉ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ŚŽǁ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂŶĚ tz�Kd ǁŝůů ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ ƚŚŝƐ ŽǀĞƌĂůů 
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů ĂŶĚ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ͘ 

ϲͿ dƌŝďĂů dƌĂŝů  
Ă͘ WĞƚĞ͕ �Žď ĂŶĚ <ĞŝƚŚ ǁŝůů ŚĂǀĞ Ă ŵŽƌĞ ŝŶͲĚĞƉƚŚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ZĞŝŶĞƌ ĂŶĚ DĂƌŬ 

'ŝůůĞƚƚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ĐůĂƌŝĨǇ ŵŽƌĂƚŽƌŝƵŵ ŽĨ ŶĞǁ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ ŽŶ ϮϮ͕ ǁŝƚŚ dd� ďĞŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ 
ĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶ͘ 

ď͘ ΎΎΎΎΎΎΎ<ĞŝƚŚ ǁŝůů ĨŽůůŽǁ ƵƉ ǁŝƚŚ ,ĞĂƚŚĞƌ ĂŶĚ �ŵǇ ŽŶ ƚŚŝƐ ʹ ůŝŬĞůǇ ǁĞĞŬ ŽĨ EŽǀ͘ ϭϱ͘ 
ϳͿ E�W� ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ĨŽƌ ϮϮ ʹ �ĚǀĂŶĐĞ ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞ ŽŶĞ ǇĞĂƌ ƚŽ ƐƚĂƌƚ E�W� ŝŶ KĐƚŽďĞƌ ϮϬϮϮ ;ďĞŐŝŶŶŝŶŐ ŽĨ 

tz�Kd &zϮϬϮϯͿ 
ϴͿ DƵŶŐĞƌ DŽƵŶƚĂŝŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ʹ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶ ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ ďǇ WƌŽƉƐƚ ʹ tz�Kd ŚĂƐ ĐŽŵŵŝƚƚĞĚ ƚŽ ůŽŽŬŝŶŐ 

ŝŶƚŽ ƐƚƌŝƉŝŶŐ ŝŶ Ă ĚĞĐĞůĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ůĂŶĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ;ƐŽƵƚŚͲďŽƵŶĚͿ͘  dŚŝƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĂĨƚĞƌ ŝƚ ŝƐ 
ĨƵůůǇͲƐƚƌŝƉĞĚ ĂƐ Ă ϱͲůĂŶĞ͘ &ŝŶĂů ůŝĨƚ ŽĨ ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ ŽŶ ^ϴϵ ƐŽƵƚŚ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ŶŽƚ ŐŽ ŝŶ ƵŶƚŝů ƐƵŵŵĞƌ 
ϮϬϮϮ͘ dŚŝƐ ƌĞͲƐƚƌŝƉŝŶŐ ǁŽƵůĚ ŶŽƚ ŚĂƉƉĞŶ ƵŶƚŝů ƚŚĞŶ͘ 

ϵͿ dƌƵĐŬ ĂƌƌĞƐƚŽƌ ʹ tz�Kd ŝƐ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ƚŽ ƉƵƚ ƚŚŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ &zϮϬϮϰ ^d/W͘ 
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B O A R D   O F   C O M M I S S I O N E R S 

N a t a l i a   D .   M a c k e r ,   C h a i r 
L u t h e r   P r o p s t ,   V i c e - C h a i r 

M a r k   B a r r o n 
G r e g   E p s t e i n 

  M a r k   N e w c o m b 

P O   B o x   3 5 9 4   ︱   2 0 0   S o u t h   W i l l o w   S t r e e t   ︱   J a c k s o n ,   W y o m i n g   8 3 0 0 1   ︱   3 0 7 - 7 3 2 - 8 0 9 4   ︱  
w w w . t e t o n c o u n t y w y . g o v 

�ĞĐĞŵďĞƌ ϮϬ͕ ϮϬϮϭ

ZĞƚŝƌĞĚ DĂũ͘ 'ĞŶ͘ <͘ >ƵŬĞ ZĞŝŶĞƌ͕ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ
tǇŽŵŝŶŐ �ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ϱϯϬϬ �ŝƐŚŽƉ �ůǀĚ͘
�ŚĞǇĞŶŶĞ͕ tz ϴϮϬϬϵͲϯϯϰϬ

ZĞ͗ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ DĞĞƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ KŶͲ^ǇƐƚĞŵ �ŶŚĂŶĐĞŵĞŶƚ &ƵŶĚŝŶŐ ZĞƋƵĞƐƚ >ĞƚƚĞƌ

�ĞĂƌ �ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ZĞŝŶĞƌ͗

/ Ăŵ ǁƌŝƚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ďĞŚĂůĨ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽĨ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ ŝŶ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƚŽ ǇŽƵƌ ůĞƚƚĞƌ 
ĚĂƚĞĚ EŽǀĞŵďĞƌ Ϯϰ͕ ϮϬϮϭ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ ĂŶĚ &ŝƐŚ 
�ƌĞĞŬ͘ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚĞƐ tz�Kd͛Ɛ ŝŶŶŽǀĂƚŝǀĞ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ ƚŽ ƌĞƐŽůǀŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ĂƌŽƵŶĚ 
ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĂŶĚ ĐǇĐůŝƐƚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ͘

dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ŝƐ ǁƌŝƚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ǇŽƵƌ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů͘ tĞ ĂĐĐĞƉƚ tz�Kd͛Ɛ ŽĨĨĞƌ ƚŽ ĨƵŶĚ 
ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚ ƚŚĞ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ �ƌŝĚŐĞͬϮϮͲϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ 
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ΨϰϬϬ͕ϬϬϬ ŽĨ ^ƚĂƚĞ ĨƵŶĚƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ 
tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů͘ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĐŽŵŵŝƚƐ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ Ă 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽǀĞƌ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͘  dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂůƐŽ ĐŽŵŵŝƚƐ ƚŽ 
ƉƌŽǀŝŶŐ ůŽĐĂů ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĐŽǀĞƌ Ăůů ĐŽƐƚƐ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ͕ 
ďĞǇŽŶĚ ƚŚĞ ΨϰϬϬ͕ϬϬϬ ĐŽŵŵŝƚƚĞĚ ďǇ tz�Kd͘ dŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ǁŝůů ŚĂǀĞ ƐƚĂĨĨ ǁŽƌŬ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ƚŽ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞ Ă 
ƚĂƌŐĞƚ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ ĚĂƚĞ ĨŽƌ Ăůů ŽĨ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ ŽĨ KĐƚŽďĞƌ ϯϭ͕ ϮϬϮϯ͕ ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ tz�Kd 
ĐŽŵŵŝƚƐ ƚŽ ĂĚŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐĂŵĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ ĚĂƚĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ͘

KĨ ŶŽƚĞ͕ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŚĂƐ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ 
ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƵŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶƚǇ͘ dŚŝƐ ĞĨĨŽƌƚ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ 
dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƐƚĂĨĨ ƚŽ ƐƵĐĐĞĞĚ ĂŶĚ ŚĂƐ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ŝŶĨůƵĞŶĐĞƐ ;ƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ ŶĞĞĚƐ͕ ƐĞǁĞƌ ůŝŶĞ͕ ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ ƚŚĂƚ ŵĂǇ 
ĂĨĨĞĐƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ͘ /Ĩ ĨĂƚĂů ĨůĂǁƐ Žƌ ƚŝŵŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚƐ ĂƌĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ 
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ͕ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƐƚĂĨĨ ǁŝůů ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ ǁŽƌŬ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ƐƚĂĨĨ ƚŽ ĚĞǀŝƐĞ Ă ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶ͘ 

tĞ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ ƚŚĂƚ tz�Kd ƐƚĂĨĨ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ĚƌĂĨƚ DKh͕ ĂƐ ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ ǇŽƵƌ ůĞƚƚĞƌ͕ ƚŽ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ WƵďůŝĐ 
tŽƌŬƐ ƐƚĂĨĨ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ďƌŽƵŐŚƚ ŝŶ ĨƌŽŶƚ ŽĨ ŽƵƌ ďŽĂƌĚ ĨŽƌ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů͘ �ŐĂŝŶ͕ ƚŚĂŶŬ ǇŽƵ ĨŽƌ ǇŽƵƌ 
ĐŽŽƉĞƌĂƚŝǀĞ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞƐĞ ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ĂƌĞĂ͘

^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕

EĂƚĂůŝĂ �͘ DĂĐŬĞƌ
�ŚĂŝƌǁŽŵĂŶ
dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽĂƌĚ ŽĨ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϭϱͲϭϮ͘ϮϬ͘Ϯϭ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ >ĞƚƚĞƌ ŽĨ �ŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ tz�Kd
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Matters from Staff Agenda Item #ϭϲ 

Meeting Date:     �Ɖƌŝů ϭϮ͕ ϮϬϮϮ  Presenter:    ,ĞĂƚŚĞƌ KǀĞƌŚŽůƐĞƌ  
Submitting Dept:    WƵďůŝĐ tŽƌŬƐ Subject:      �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ DKh ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd ĨŽƌ 

tzͲϮϮ WĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ ĂŶĚ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ 

Statement / Purpose:  dŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ Ă DĞŵŽƌĂŶĚƵŵ ŽĨ hŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚŝŶŐ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ͕ tz 
ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ ĂŶĚ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͘ 

Background / Description (Pros & Cons):   KŶ �ĞĐĞŵďĞƌ ϲ͕ ϮϬϮϭ͕ ƚŚĞ �ŽƵŶƚǇ �ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ Ă ůĞƚƚĞƌ ŽĨ 
ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ ŝŶ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƚŽ Ă ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů ĨƌŽŵ tz�Kd ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ͕ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ 
^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƚǁŽ ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ ĂŶĚ ŽŶĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽǀĞƌ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͘  dŚĞ 
�ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ tz�Kd ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĂŶ DKh ƚŽ ĨŽƌŵĂůŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŝƐ ďĞŝŶŐ ďƌŽƵŐŚƚ ƚŽ 
ƚŚĞ �ŽĂƌĚ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘  ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ DKh ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ͗ 

Ͳ tz�Kd ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ^ŶĂŬĞ ZŝǀĞƌ
�ƌŝĚŐĞͬϮϮͲϯϵϬ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ;�ŽƵŶƚǇ ŝƐ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ͕ E�W� ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶͿ͖

Ͳ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ Ă ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽǀĞƌ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ
ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ďƌŝĚŐĞ͕ ĨƵŶĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƉĂƌƚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ �h/>� ŐƌĂŶƚ͖ ĂŶĚ͕

Ͳ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ͕ ĚĞƐŝŐŶŝŶŐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŶŐ ;ŝĨ ĨŽƵŶĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞͿ Ă ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ;ƚƵŶŶĞů
Žƌ ŽǀĞƌƉĂƐƐͿ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů͕ ĨŽƌ ǁŚŝĐŚ tz�Kd ŚĂƐ ĐŽŵŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ΨϰϬϬ͕ϬϬϬ ŽĨ ^ƚĂƚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ͘  dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŝůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ůŽĐĂů ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĐŽǀĞƌ Ăůů ƌĞŵĂŝŶŝŶŐ ĐŽƐƚƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ
tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ͘

>ĂƐƚůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ DKh ĐŽŵŵŝƚƐ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ĂŶĚ tz�Kd ƚŽ Ă ƚĂƌŐĞƚ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ ĚĂƚĞ ŽĨ KĐƚŽďĞƌ ϯϭ͕ ϮϬϮϯ ĨŽƌ Ăůů 
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ DKh͘ 

Stakeholder Analysis & Involvement:  dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƐƚĂĨĨ ŚĂƐ ǁŽƌŬĞĚ ŝŶ ĐůŽƐĞ ĐŽůůĂďŽƌĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ tz�Kd͕ ƚŚĞ 
tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŽĐĂĐǇ 'ƌŽƵƉ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ �ŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ tŝůƐŽŶ DƵůƚŝͲDŽĚĂů ^ƚĞĞƌŝŶŐ �ŽŵŵŝƚƚĞĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ͘ 

Fiscal Impact:  tz�Kd ǁŝůů ĨƵŶĚ ϭϬϬй ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƐƚƐ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƚƵŶŶĞů ĞĂƐƚ ŽĨ 'ƌĞĞŶ >ĂŶĞ͘  
dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞ ĨŽƌ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ͕ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ 
ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ŽǀĞƌ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ͕ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŽĨ tzͲϮϮ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ 
^ĐŚŽŽů͕ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ΨϰϬϬ͕ϬϬϬ ĨƌŽŵ tz�Kd ^ƚĂƚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ͘ 

Ͳ tŝůƐŽŶ ƚŽ ^ƚŝůƐŽŶ WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ &ŝƐŚ �ƌĞĞŬ �ƌŝĚŐĞ ;�h/>� ƉƌŽũĞĐƚͿ͗ dŚĞ ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂů ďƵĚŐĞƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ �h/>�
'ƌĂŶƚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ǁĂƐ Ψϭ͕ϰϯϭ͕ϬϲϬ͘  dŚĞ ƌĞǀŝƐĞĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚŝƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ Ψϭ͕ϳϱϬ͕ϬϬϬ͘
�h/>� ǁŝůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞΨϭ͕Ϭϰϱ͕ϯϵϱ ŝŶ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ͕ ůĞĂǀŝŶŐ ΨϳϬϰ͕ϲϬϱ ƚŽ ďĞ ĨƵŶĚĞĚ ďǇ dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ͘

Ͳ �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ Ăƚ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů ;EŽŶͲ�h/>� ƉƌŽũĞĐƚͿ͗ dŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŝƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ĂƐƐĞƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ
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Wilson Elementary School Crossing Project DĂǇ ϲ͕ ϮϬϮϮ

Executive Summary 

dŚĞ ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ tŝůƐŽŶ ^ĐŚŽŽů �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ ƐĐŚŽŽů ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ 
Ă ƐĂĨĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĐƌŽƐƐ tz ϮϮ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ ,,Z ZĂŶĐŚ ZŽĂĚ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘  dŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŝƐ ĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƐĞƌǀĞ 
ŵŽƌĞ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚĞĂƐƚ ƌĞŐŝŽŶ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ tĞŶǌĞů >ĂŶĞ͕ ƚŚĂŶ ƚŚĞ ǁĞƐƚ͕ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ 
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ͘ 

'ƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝƐ ƚŚĞ ŵĂŝŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌĂŝŶƚ͖ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƉĞĂŬ ƐĞĂƐŽŶ ;:ƵůǇͿ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝƐ ŶĞĂƌ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ 
ĂŶĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŽĨĨ ƐĞĂƐŽŶ͕ ŝƚ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚĞƐ ϳ ĨĞĞƚ ďĞůŽǁ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ͘  �ƵĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ůĞǀĞůƐ͕ 
ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ďĂůůĂƐƚ ƐůĂďƐ ƚŽ ŽĨĨƐĞƚ ƚŚĞ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ďƵŽǇĂŶƚ ĨŽƌĐĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ 
ǁĂƚĞƌƉƌŽŽĨŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ă ĚƌǇ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂŶĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ͘  dŚĞ ǀŽůƵŵĞ ŽĨ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů 
ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ĚĞǁĂƚĞƌĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͘ 

dĞƚŽŶ �ŽƵŶƚǇ ƐƚĂĨĨ͕ tz�Kd ĂŶĚ :ŽƌŐĞŶƐĞŶ ŚĂǀĞ ďĞĞŶ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚŝŶŐ ǁĞĞŬůǇ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐ ŽǀĞƌ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƐƚ ƚǁŽ 
ŵŽŶƚŚƐ ƚŽ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ ĨĞĂƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘  &ŽƵƌ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ǁĞƌĞ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ǀĂƌŝĞƚǇ ŽĨ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ 
ƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶƐ͘  KƉƚŝŽŶ � ĂŶĚ � ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂŶ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ĨƵůůǇ ďĞůŽǁ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞ ŽĨ tzϮϮ͕ KƉƚŝŽŶ � ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞƐ 
ƚŽ ƌĂŝƐĞ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌƉĂƐƐ ĂŶĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ͕ ĂŶĚ 
KƉƚŝŽŶ � ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĂŶ ŽǀĞƌƉĂƐƐ ƚŽ ĨƵůůǇ ĂǀŽŝĚ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘  

DĞƚƌŝĐƐ ƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĞĂĐŚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ͗ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶĐĞͬĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ͕ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ƐĂĨĞƚǇ͕ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ͕ ĐŽŵĨŽƌƚ͕ ĂĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐƐ͕ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĂďŝůŝƚǇ͕ ĐŽƐƚ͕ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ 
ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚ ĂŶĚ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘   

dŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚĞĂŵ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚ ;�� ZĂŶĐŚͿ͕ ƚŚĞ :ĂĐŬƐŽŶ 
,ŽůĞ >ĂŶĚ dƌƵƐƚ͕ ^ĐĞŶŝĐ WƌĞƐĞƌǀĞ͕ tŝůƐŽŶ �ůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ ^ĐŚŽŽů ĂŶĚ tŝůƐŽŶ �ĚǀŽĐĂĐǇ 'ƌŽƵƉ͘   

�ƚƚĂĐŚŵĞŶƚ ϭϳͲϬϱ͘ϭϬ͘ϮϮ ��� tŽƌŬƐŚŽƉ ^ƚĂĨĨ ZĞƉŽƌƚ ʹ �ƌŝĚŐĞ �ĞƐŝŐŶ ^ĞůĞĐƚŝŽŶ



OPTION A - Parallel Pathways

Two parallel pathways provide full separation of 
through east-west traffic and the north-south 
underpass access to minimize conflict points along 
the pathway.   The total length of pathway for 
underpass access is approximately 460 feet and 
the at grade portion is also 460 feet.  No change to 
the elevation of the highway in this option.

Maintenance
Cost

Easement

Pros

Cons

Convenience

Minimize pathway conflict 
points, allow through west-
east pathway traffic all year if 
underpass closed during extreme 
peak groundwater conditions
Additional pathway length, 
high groundwater influence, 
underpass may need to be 
closed during extreme high 
groundwater conditions 
High Convenience (315’ from 
intersection)
High maintenance for pathway
$4M range
Pathway easement (approx. 
20’) & construction easement 
necessary

Relative groundwater level



OPTION B - Raised Grade 22

One pathway is provided for through traffic and 
for underpass access from the east and west. This 
includes a grade change of WY 22 to reduce the 
groundwater influence on the underpass structure 
and access ramps.  This option reduces the length 
of ramps and height of retaining walls.  The raising 
of the highway in this option allows for flatter 
pathway slopes minimizing the need to separate 
east-west thru users from north-south 

Maintenance
Cost

Easement

Pros

Cons

Convenience

Reduced long term groundwater 
influence, no parallel pathways, 
vehicle traffic calming, no 
pedestrian railings required along 
ramps, improved constructibility 
with no dewatering
Significant length of WY 22 road 
improvements in order to raise 
the highway
High Convenience (415’ feet 
from intersection), reduced 
length of ramps

Low maintenance for pathway
$2M range
Pathway easement (approx. 
10’) & construction easement 
necessary

Relative groundwater level



OPTION C - East Access & Stairs

Traffic from the east will have immediate access to the 
underpass ramp. Bicyclists traveling from the west will 
be required to extend their travel distance to get to the 
ramp access by performing a U-turn at the underpass 
access ramp.  A stairway is proposed at the south side 
of the underpass to provide direct pedestrian access 
between the underpass and the at-grade through 
pathway; this will eliminate the need for a detour to 
and from the underpass and through pathway.  This 
option will include parallel pathways at the location 
of the underpass ramp. The underpass is oriented at 
a 45-degree angle to improve sight distance and user 
comfort.

Maintenance

Cost

Easement

Pros

Cons

Convenience

Increase convenience and usability 
with angled underpass, reduced 
impact from option A, allow through 
west-east pathway traffic all year if 
underpass closed high groundwater

High groundwater influence, 
underpass may need to be closed 
during extreme high groundwater 
conditions, parallel pathways
Reduced convenience from west 
(315’ feet from intersection)

High maintenance with pathway 
and additional stairs
$3M range
Pathway easement (approx. 20’) & 
construction easement necessary

Relative groundwater level



OPTION D - Overpass

This proposed overpass option is preliminary and 
can be modified to fit within the Wilson Community.  
The orientation and styles of the ramps, overpass 
structure, and pedestrian rails will need additional 
review.  The overpass assumes a 16-foot clearance 
from the road center line.  The ramp lengths will 
range from 360 to 400 feet in length with a 5% 
slope.

Bicyclists traveling from the west will be required 
to extend their travel distance to get to the ramp 
access by performing a U-turn at the overpass 
access ramp.  A stairway is proposed at the south 
side of the overpass to provide direct pedestrian 
access between the overpass and at-grade pathway; 
this will eliminate the need for a detoured route to 
and from the overpass and through pathway.  This 
option will include parallel pathways at the location 
of the overpass ramp. 

Maintenance
Cost

Easement

Pros

Cons

Convenience

Vehicle traffic calming, Wilson gateway, 
no groundwater influence, reduced 
traffic impact during construction

Increased visibility from south and 
impact, Decreased convenience, 
increased ramp length, will meet ADA 
but at 5% slope. 

Reduced convenience from west (315’ 
feet from intersection), significant 
length of ramps

High maintenance 
$2M range
Pathway easement (approx. 20’) & 
construction easement necessary (EZ 
Ranch not in favor of option)



tŝůƐŽŶ �ůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ ^ĐŚŽŽů �ƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ �ŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ 

Land Security 

EĞĐĞƐƐŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ŶŽƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŽƵƚ 
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ďƵƚ ĂƌĞ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞĚ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ĂŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͘  
�ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ĨŽƌ Ăůů ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘ �ƵƌƌĞŶƚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƐƐƵŵĞƐ 
ϮϬ' ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͘ �ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌ KƉƚŝŽŶ � ŵĂǇ ĂůůŽǁ ĨŽƌ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƌĂŵƉ 
ŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘  �ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͘ 

Convenience 

WĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƵƐĂŐĞ ĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶĐĞ ĚĞƉĞŶĚƐ ŽŶ ǁĂůŬŝŶŐ ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ ĂŶĚ ŚŽǁ ĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚ 
ƚŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŝƐ ĨŽƌ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƵƐĞƌƐ͘  dŚŝƐ ǁŝůů ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ƚŚĞ ůĞŶŐƚŚ ŽĨ ƚƌĂǀĞů ĨŽƌ ƵƐĞƌƐ 
ƵƚŝůŝǌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ;ϭ͘ dŚŽƐĞ ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ tŝůƐŽŶ 
ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚ͕ Ϯ͘ ƚŚŽƐĞ ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ĂŶĚ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚͿ ĂŶĚ ǁŚĂƚ 
ůĞŶŐƚŚ ŽĨ ĚĞƚŽƵƌ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ ĐƌŽƐƐ tz ϮϮ͘  tŝůů ĂůƐŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ŝĨ ƚŚĞ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ 
ŚĂǀĞ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƵƐĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ǇĞĂƌ ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƉĞĂŬ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ůĞǀĞůƐ͘ 

Pathway Safety 

^ĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ͕ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ 
;ĚŝǀĞƌŐŝŶŐͬŵĞƌŐŝŶŐͬĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐͿ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞ͕ ƐŝŐŚƚ ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ĨŽƌ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ 
ƵƐĞƌƐ͘ 

Roadway Safety  

ZĞĨůĞĐƚƐ ŚŽǁ ǁĞůů ĂŶ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐ ĨŽƌ ŐŽŽĚ ƐŝŐŚƚ ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚ 
ĂƌĞĂƐ͕ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƐ ĚƌŝǀĞƌ ĞǆƉĞĐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŚĞŶ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ůĞĂǀŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ 
ŽĨ tŝůƐŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƐ ƌŽĂĚƐŝĚĞ ĂŶĚ ŚŝŐŚǁĂǇ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ Ăƚ Žƌ ďĞƚƚĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ŝƚƐ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ 
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ͘ 

Comfort 
tŝůů ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ƐůŽƉĞƐ͕ ǁĞĂƚŚĞƌ ĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞ͕ ŚŽǁ ĐŽŵĨŽƌƚĂďůĞ Ă ƵƐĞƌ ŵĂǇ ĨĞĂů 
ƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞ ƚŽ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ͕ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ǁŝĚƚŚ ĨŽƌ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ͘ dŚŝƐ ĂůƐŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ 
ŚŽƌŝǌŽŶƚĂů Θ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů ƉƌŽĨŝůĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ͘ 

Aesthetics 
�ƉƉĞĂƌĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ ǀĂŶƚĂŐĞ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ 
ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͕ ǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ĨŽƌ ƚŚŽƐĞ ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ ŽŶ tz ϮϮ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚŽƐĞ ƵƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ͘   

 Community Support �ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ƉĞƌƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞ ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ 

Constructability  

KǀĞƌĂůů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŝŵĞůŝŶĞ͕ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ͕ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĂŶĚ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͕ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ 
ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝŶĨůƵĞŶĐĞ͘  dŚĞ ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌ ŝƐ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ Ă ŵĂŝŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞ 
ƐŝŶĐĞ ŝƚ ŝƐ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉĞĂŬ ŝƌƌŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƐĞĂƐŽŶ ĂŶĚ ϰͲϲ͛ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ 
ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŽĨĨ ƐĞĂƐŽŶ͘  ^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĚĞǁĂƚĞƌŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ƚĂŬĞ ƉůĂĐĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ 
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ă ĚƌǇ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚĞĚ ĂƌĞĂ ƚŽ ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ ŝŶƐƚĂůů ƚŚĞ ďĂůůĂƐƚ ƐůĂďƐ 
ĂŶĚ ǁĂƚĞƌƉƌŽŽĨŝŶŐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͘  dŚĞ ĚĞǁĂƚĞƌŝŶŐ ĨůŽǁƐ ŵĂǇ ĞǆĐĞĞĚ ϴϬϬ ŐƉŵ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů 
ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ĚŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŽ Ă ŶĞĂƌ ďǇ ŝƌƌŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĚŝƚĐŚ ;ǁŝƚŚ ƉĞƌŵŝƐƐŝŽŶͿ Žƌ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ 
ĚĞǁĂƚĞƌŝŶŐ ǁĞůůƐ͘    

Cost KǀĞƌĂůů ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽƐƚ  

Pathway O&M and Long 
Term Solution 

>ŽŶŐ ƚĞƌŵ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ĂŶĚ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƚŚǁĂǇ ;ƐŶŽǁ ƉůŽǁŝŶŐ͕ ƐƵŵƉ 
ƉƵŵƉƐ͕ ƌĂŝůŝŶŐƐ͕ ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐ͕ ƐƵƌĨĂĐŝŶŐ͕ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐͿ͘ 

Roadway O&M and Long 
Term Solution  

dŚĞ ĚĞŐƌĞĞ ƚŽ ǁŚŝĐŚ ĂŶ ŽƉƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ĨŽƌ 
ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ;ƐŶŽǁ ƌĞŵŽǀĂů͕ ŝĐŝŶŐ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ ĂŶĚ 
ůŽŶŐͲƚĞƌŵ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ ;ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ŐƵĂƌĚƌĂŝů͕ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͕ 
ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ 
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