


























































































































































 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
   

 The department received 7 new planning applications and 14 new building applications 
the past week as follows: 

 
 
 

NEW PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
November 6 – November 12, 2014 

Project Number  Description 

14‐287 
Moore Lot Line Adjustment 
Lot Line Adjustment 
501 East Chalk Creek Rd        NS‐393‐A 

14‐288 
Bothe/Quintana PA 
Plat Amendment 
2590 South Crow Loop            PI‐17/SS‐143‐a 

14‐289 
 

Bear Hollow Ridge Condominium Plat 
Condominium Plat 
1571 Luge Lane                      BHVS‐401‐2AM 
 

14‐290 
 

Obermiller PA 
 Plat Amendment 
1691 W Navajo Road          PI‐E‐73, PI‐E‐74 
 

14‐291 
 

Richins Lots of Record 
Lot of Record 
NS‐890, NS‐889 
 

14‐292 
 

Stagecoach Estates Harris BOA 
Board of Adjustment 
10256 North Basin Canyon Road          SG‐A‐43 
 

14‐293 
 

Lund Low Impact Permit 
 Low Impact Permit 
4742 North 400 West           PP‐187‐13C 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

NEW BUILDING PERMITS 
         November 6 – November 12, 2014 

 

Name Address Description 

Under Armour (Tanger Outlets)  6699 North Landmark Drive   Shelving  

Travis Strong   525 E 3200 N    Single Family Dwelling  

Gardiner Properties (Wyndham)  2105 Frostwood Blvd   TI Tenant Finish  

Trisha French   5283 Heather Lane   Water Heater  

Kristen Stoughton   1591 W Pheasant Way   Furnace  

Nate & Alex Brown   9051 Sackett Drive   Interior Remodel  

Utah 7000 Cabins LLC  6412 Golden Bear Loop West   Single Family Dwelling  

Thomas & Anne Mcphee   603 E Aspen Lane   Single Family Dwelling  

Richard Eyre   4553 Balsam Drive   Furnace  

Westgate Resort   Building 19 Level 4 Unit 4  Guest Offices  

Walmart   6545 Landmark Drive   Shelving  

Park City Homes Partnership   770 Hollyhock Street   Single Family Dwelling  

Mauro Del Canto   4975 Huega Court   Deck Repair  

Claudia Abreu   2044 Mahre Drive   Drywall Repair  
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  M I N U T E S 
 

S U M M I T   C O U N T Y 
BOARD OF COUNTY COUNCIL 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 2014 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

COALVILLE, UTAH 

 
PRESENT: 
 
Chris Robinson, Council Chair   Robert Jasper, Manager 
Kim Carson, Council Vice Chair   Anita Lewis, Assistant Manager 
Roger Armstrong, Council Member   David Thomas, Deputy Attorney 
Claudia McMullin, Council Member  Kent Jones, Clerk 
David Ure, Council Member    Kathy Lewis, Secretary 
    
CLOSED SESSION 
 
Council Member Ure made a motion to convene in closed session to discuss property 
acquisition.  The motion was seconded by Council Member McMullin and passed 
unanimously, 4 to 0.  Council Member Armstrong was not present for the vote.  
 
The Summit County Council met in closed session for the purpose of discussing property 
acquisition from 3:35 p.m. to 4:05 p.m.  Those in attendance were: 
 
Chris Robinson, Council Chair   Robert Jasper, Manager 
Kim Carson, Council Vice Chair – via telephone Anita Lewis, Assistant Manager 
Claudia McMullin, Council Member  David Thomas, Deputy Attorney 
David Ure, Council Member    Lisa Yoder, Sustainability Coordinator 
     
Council Member Ure made a motion to dismiss from closed session to discuss property 
acquisition and to convene in closed session to discuss litigation.  The motion was seconded 
by Council Member Carson and passed unanimously, 4 to 0.  Council Member Armstrong 
was not present for the vote.  
 
The Summit County Council met in closed session for the purpose of discussing litigation from 
4:05 p.m. to 4:30 p.m.  Those in attendance were: 
 
Chris Robinson, Council Chair   Robert Jasper, Manager 
Kim Carson, Council Vice Chair   Anita Lewis, Assistant Manager 
Roger Armstrong, Council Member   David Thomas, Deputy Attorney 
Claudia McMullin, Council Member   
David Ure, Council Member 
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Council Member Armstrong made a motion to dismiss from closed session.  The motion 
was seconded by Council Member Ure and passed unanimously, 5 to 0. 
 
CONVENE AS THE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 
 
Council Member Carson made a motion to convene as the Summit County Board of 
Equalization.  The motion was seconded by Council Member Ure and passed unanimously, 
5 to 0. 
 
The meeting of the Summit County Board of Equalization was called to order at 4:30 p.m. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF 2014 STIPULATIONS 
 
County Assessor Steve Martin reported that the date for the last submission of stipulations was 
September 15.  He explained that the difference between the market value decrease and taxable 
value decrease is in the conversion from non-primary to primary residency status.  Board 
Member Carson requested comparables from last year to provide a context for the numbers in the 
report.  Board Member Armstrong stated that he is looking for more scientific data than they 
receive regarding market value adjustments, appraisals, and comparables.  Mr. Martin explained 
that, in order to appeal, a person must provide their own estimate of value.  They must provide 
documentation to prove the value, and then his appraisers compare that information with their 
own information to determine whether an adjustment is justified.  If not, the appeal is denied, 
and the person can schedule a hearing if they feel strongly that their comparables are better than 
the County’s. 
 
Board Member Armstrong made a motion to approve the stipulations as presented.  The 
motion was seconded by Board Member Ure and passed unanimously, 5 to 0. 
 
DISMISS AS THE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 
 
Board Member Carson made a motion to dismiss as the Summit County Board of 
Equalization and to reconvene as the Summit County Council.  The motion was seconded 
by Board Member Armstrong and passed unanimously, 5 to 0.  
 
The meeting of the Summit County Board of Equalization adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 
 
WORK SESSION 
 
Chair Robinson called the work session to order at 4:45 p.m. 
 
 Presentation to Summit County of a certificate indicating its acceptance as a 

community into the Weather Service’s StormReady Program; Kevin Barjenbruch of 
the Salt Lake Office of the National Weather Service 

 
Emergency Preparedness Manager Kevin Callahan recalled that the County has tried to focus 
more on emergency preparedness this past year.  The National Weather Service has a program 
that relies on monitoring and communication capabilities to get teams ready in advance of 
forecasted winter events to be better prepared to handle them.  More severe events seem to be 
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happening around the country, and Park City and Summit County have gone through the effort of 
training people, bringing on additional weather radios, and additional points of contact and have 
put a system in place to notify people when they anticipate a significant weather event. 
 
County Manager Bob Jasper and the Council Members thanked Mr. Callahan for his years of 
service to the County. 
 
Kevin Barjenbruch with the National Weather Service provided an overview of the StormReady 
program and explained that the goal is to have a weather-ready nation.  A key component is to 
train community leaders to make informed decisions.  He reviewed the objectives of the 
StormReady program, which include establishing an effective communication system, creating a 
network for monitoring local weather and water events, engaging in community preparedness 
efforts, and developing a formal emergency weather plan.  He stated that Mr. Callahan has 
worked diligently to help Summit County meet these objectives.  He recognized Summit County 
as Utah’s 18th StormReady community and presented a certificate of recognition and 
StormReady sign to Mr. Callahan. 
 
 Discussion regarding County phone system selection; Ron Boyer, IT Director 
 
IT Director Ron Boyer presented the staff report and explained that a Request for Proposal was 
issued in July 2014, with more than 40 vendors responding.  They considered four vendors, and 
three of them would provide everything the County needs.  He stated that the County currently 
pays about $166,000 for telephone support, line charges, and long distance.  The bids indicated 
that they could provide telephone service for $107,000 per year, with an initial cost of $177,000 
for the telephones and switches.  When evaluating the bids using a net present value calculation 
over five years, Allwest Communications came out on top.  He described some advantages of the 
proposed Allwest phone service. 
 
Chair Robinson asked about the age of the County’s phones.  Mr. Boyer replied that they have 
been here since before he started working for the County about 16 years ago, and he believed 
they were purchased in 1993.  Chair Robinson asked if they have any salvage value.  Mr. Boyer 
replied that there may be one company that refurbishes telephones. 
 
Council Member Ure asked Mr. Boyer how long he anticipated they would use the Allwest 
equipment.  Mr. Boyer replied that the County would only purchase the actual telephones, and 
the life of the phones would be about five years.  He stated that two other bidders would cost 
about $100,000 more, because they would have to buy software and hardware to go with the 
equipment. 
 
Chair Robinson asked about the risk of the server going down.  Mr. Boyer replied that is always 
a risk.  Mr. Jasper commented that almost everything is now on the cloud.  Chair Robinson 
commented that most companies that operate in the cloud have redundant servers, and he 
confirmed with Mr. Boyer that Allwest has that kind of redundancy. 
 
Council Member Carson asked if there would be a back-up system for the telephones if the 
system goes down.  Mr. Boyer replied that they could use cell phones, and if a line were cut, they 
would usually be back in service within two or three hours.  With just one provider, they would 
not have different providers saying it is the other provider’s fault.  Mr. Jasper explained that the 
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County pays for cell phones for some departments, and in other departments, the employees own 
the phones.  That is an area they need to look at and analyze further. 
 
Council Member Ure asked what would happen if the power went out.  Mr. Boyer replied that 
the County has back-up power in all the buildings, and the telephones will still get power from 
the back-up power source.  He explained that for each license, they will also have a soft phone 
which can be used on a smart phone or a tablet. 
 
Mr. Jasper noted that the County’s purchasing policy has a process for vendors to appeal a 
decision.  One of the vendors has appealed, so he will go through a formal appeal process with 
them. 
 
Phil Marchant with Allwest stated that they have invested a significant amount of money in the 
last 10 to 15 years to expand their fiber network, and they have fiber optics into all the County 
buildings, so there will be no bandwidth issues. 
 
 Park City Project update – a unique business incubator-accelerator; Jeramy Lund, 

Founder and Executive Director of PandoLabs, Inc.; Jeff Jones, Summit County 
Economic Development Director 

 
Economic Development Director Jeff Jones introduced Jeramy Lund, an entrepreneur, real estate 
investor, and executive director of PandoLabs and the Park City Project.  Mr. Jones stated that he 
first met with the Park City Project in June, and they have been meeting on a monthly basis since 
then.  He discussed the importance of having an incubator like the Park City Project and stated 
that he was impressed with what they have been able to accomplish in just a few months.   
 
Jeramy Lund stated that he would like his children to be able to work in Park City when they are 
older and would like to make opportunities possible.  He chose to focus on a business incubator 
and researched how to develop a business incubator program.  He chose to develop a co-working 
space where they could sit in the same office, share ideas, provide marketing help, and run 
several incubators/accelerators in one location.  By partnering with an existing incubator like 
BoomStartup, he can use their expertise and background.  He also works with Impact Investment 
Leaders.  He explained that he is trying to change the name of PandoLabs to Park City Project 
but has not been able to clear that with the State yet.  He stated that PandoLabs is a business 
incubator, and he would like it to be a non-profit incubator. 
 
Mr. Lund stated that a company named Cireson is housed with PandoLabs, and the owners 
wanted to be in Park City for the lifestyle.  They started with four employees and now have 12 
within six months.  Another company housed with PandoLabs is Critical Intelligence, which is 
currently based in Twin Falls, but the CEO has a second home in Park City and has wanted to 
move the company here for some time.  When he heard about this, he leased office space and 
will move 40 people here in October. 
 
Mr. Lund stated that, as he gets more staff, he can broaden the collective awareness of what they 
are doing.  He requested $35,000 a year each from Park City and Summit County for the next 
three years to get the staffing he needs to create awareness of this project and help companies 
that want to grow.  He needs to hire staff that can be diligent and help companies step by step.  
He would be happy to get even a one-year commitment from the County at this point.  He asked 
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that the Council Members refer anyone they know who might want to start up a company to him, 
and if any of them would like to be mentors, he is also signing up mentors. 
 
Council Member Carson asked how Mr. Lund tracks the progress of the companies he works 
with.  Mr. Lund explained that they fill out a form initially and follow up every six months or so 
to see how they are progressing.  Council Member Carson stated that she believes this needs to 
be part of a bigger discussion about economic development in Summit County.   
 
Mr. Jones noted that the staff report recommends that the Council authorize the County Manager 
and Economic Development Director to develop terms and conditions for a partnership between 
Summit County and the Park City Project based on the framework outlined in the adopted 
economic development strategies.  It is also recommended that the County Council request that 
the County Manager and Economic Development Director bring forward a recommended 
funding approach for the Park City Project in the amount of $32,500 and, with regard to job 
creation, a policy to address whether the companies relocate or stay within Summit County.  The 
third recommendation is to ask the Park City Project, if funded, to provide the County Council 
with an annual report detailing of the prior year’s accomplishments. 
 
Council Member Armstrong stated that the County has a priority for developing economic 
diversity in the County, and especially in eastern Summit County.  If they develop businesses, 
they want them to stay around and grow.  He stated that they have challenges here in terms of 
jobs.  It is unlikely that high school graduates will be able to come back to Summit County to 
work, because they do not have a job base for professionals, and it is difficult for young 
professionals to come to Summit County to work.  He believed the Park City Project would help 
with that, and technology jobs would work well here.  He discussed issues related to drawing 
people from the Salt Lake Valley, which creates transportation problems and workforce housing 
issues.  He would like to have a global discussion of those issues and how the economy will 
grow as suggested by Council Member Carson.  If they bring technology businesses here, they 
need broadband at a higher rate than what they now have, and the infrastructure for that needs to 
be added.  He believed Summit County would be an ideal location for tech businesses. 
 
Council Member McMullin felt this was a terrific opportunity and that this is exactly what they 
have been wanting to do. 
 
Chair Robinson suggested that they proceed with Mr. Jones’ recommendation and work through 
the process to get the partnership agreement in place and have a broader discussion.  Council 
Member Armstrong suggested that they get the technology park to be part of this discussion and 
see if they can find solutions. 
 
Mr. Jones discussed the need for mentors who are willing to become part of this project.  He 
would like to see a satellite of mentors in Kamas and Coalville, because that is when they will 
start to see things change in eastern Summit County. 
 
REGULAR MEETING 
 
Chair Robinson called the regular meeting to order at 5:40 p.m. 
 
 Pledge of Allegiance 
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MANAGER COMMENTS 
 
Mr. Jasper explained that one of the outstanding issues with the merger of Vail and Park City 
Mountain Resort is the allocation of sales tax.  He has asked the Park City Budget Director to 
join in discussions with Vail to understand how that will work and reach a solution. 
 
Mr. Jasper recalled that an agreement was reached with the technology park for the County to 
review the types of tenants proposed for the park.  The County previously reviewed a request for 
Skull Candy to locate in the tech park, and they have received another request for a brewery and 
restaurant. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS  
 
Council Member Armstrong reported that he attended the Mountain Accord transportation 
systems meeting and is quite concerned about how that committee is run.  They only have two 
meetings left to get their thoughts together and present to the executive committee, so there 
should have been a great deal of discussion today among people on the committee.  Instead, they 
spent an hour and 40 minutes receiving information that could have been presented in an 
executive summary.  They only had 20 minutes of discussion and have not moved forward much 
at all.  He noted that Summit County has some clear transportation issues that need resolution, 
but he feels that Summit County is an afterthought in the transportation discussions.  There is a 
great deal of discussion about rail connections up Little Cottonwood Canyon connecting to 
Brighton and to Park City.  It feels like a push in a certain direction, and he could feel the 
facilitators taking answers and moving them in a different direction or cutting off discussion.  
The presenter said a light rail system could make it up Parley’s, and several minutes later the 
facilitator said light rail could not make it up Parley’s without a cog system, which was not what 
was said.  They were told to ignore the costs, but when they started talking about rail up Parley’s 
Canyon, the discussion was that it was too expensive.  When they talked about rail going up 
Little Cottonwood Canyon, there was no mention of costs.  At the end of the meeting, he said 
that, as a representative of Summit County, he would insist on the same consideration for rail up 
Parley’s Canyon, and that it cannot be off the table.  Everything needs to be on the table, and 
service through the back door of Little Cottonwood does not work for Summit County as a 
primary service point.  Summit County will continue to grow, and their transportation problems 
will increase, and those problems will not be solved with a trip up Little Cottonwood Canyon.  
He also explained that they need current solutions to address the issues in Little Cottonwood 
Canyon and need to consider a phased approach to solving those problems, with maybe 
discussions about connecting later.  There was agreement around the room that what he said was 
correct.  He suggested that they spend their time discussing information rather than receiving 
information and that they may need another meeting, because the process has not been efficient, 
it has not been complete, and they are not getting good information. 
 
Chair Robinson stated that he attended the environmental systems group yesterday and 
experienced the same kind of data download.  A lot of information was given with no consensus 
as to what needs to be done.  He believed their challenge is to determine what is best for the 
Wasatch Back. 
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Council Member Carson stated that she believed the information they received in the 
environmental systems group yesterday was very timely, because it was about wilderness 
designation and requirements.  She reported that she attended the UAC board meeting this 
morning and would report further after attending the USAC meetings.  She reported that they 
heard from Congressman Bishop today. 
 
Council Member Ure stated that he was glad to hear Council Members Armstrong and McMullin 
express their views about Mountain Accord, because he has felt the same frustration for quite 
some time.  He asked what the County’s obligation will be if the executive committee decides on 
a direction that is not in the best interests of the Wasatch Back.  Chair Robinson stated that they 
have no obligation to support what is wrong for them. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
AUGUST 20, 2014 
 
Council Member McMullin made a motion to approve the minutes of the August 20, 2014, 
County Council meeting as written.  The motion was seconded by Council Member Carson 
and passed unanimously, 5 to 0. 
 
PUBLIC INPUT 
 
Chair Robinson opened the public input. 
 
Melissa Marsted introduced herself and thanked the Council Members for her appointment to the 
Library Board. 
 
Chair Robinson closed the public input. 
 
WORK SESSION – (Continued)  
 
 Discussion regarding Public Lands Initiative and proposed wilderness in Summit 

County; Brad Barber, Wilderness Society 
 

Casey Snider with Congressman Rob Bishop’s office introduced himself.  Brad Barber 
introduced himself as a consultant for the Wilderness Society and stated that he is here to present 
a proposal they have developed for Summit County.  He stated that he has worked on public 
lands and wilderness issues for at least the last 30 years.  He believes Congressman Bishop has 
provided a great opportunity for the Wilderness Society to work with counties to see if they can 
reach agreement and a proposal to move forward and preserve important landscapes in the State 
of Utah.  Chair Robinson introduced Cody Stewart, Governor Herbert’s policy director. 
 
Mr. Snider stated that the Public Lands Initiative (PLI) has been long in coming, and this 
initiative started about two years ago.  It grew out of a feeling that people in the counties 
involved should have an important say in how landscapes and lands are managed in and around 
their communities.  It was determined that the best way to do that was to bring communities 
together and create a process where conservation and development can co-exist in a way that 
benefits the people who live there.  The concept was that, if they are able to protect lands through 
wilderness or conservation designations, other lands should be available for economic 



8 
 

development and opportunity.  He explained that seven counties were initially involved in this 
initiative, and they have agreed to additional wilderness designations if it will result in a real gain 
or opportunity for their county.  This has arisen specifically from the counties and the people 
who live there, which gives them an opportunity to solve some problems in their county.  He 
explained that the process is very specific to the individual counties and the constituents and 
residents of the county where the discussions occur.  He explained that what the Wilderness 
Society will present this evening represents a viewpoint initiated by constituents.  He explained 
that they are not here to tell Summit County what to do but to help them through the process and 
find a way to make things work for the County. 
 
Chair Robinson asked for examples of what Summit County might be able to do in terms of a 
trade-off between preservation and economic development.  Mr. Snider explained that in Daggett 
County, 80,000 acres will potentially be preserved as wilderness designation, and in exchange 
for that, Daggett County will gain access to routes that are important to them for motorized uses.  
They have entered into negotiations for land exchanges that would return money to the county’s 
coffers, and there have been some consolidations that should ultimately result in some sort of 
economic development right. 
 
Mr. Stewart stated that the Governor’s Office is completely supportive of the PLI.  Governor 
Herbert believes this is a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to resolve some long-standing public 
lands issues in the State.  One of the virtues of the PLI is that it is a local initiative, and the 
County needs to determine what is in its best interests.  They need to make a proposal to the 
Wilderness Society, and they will take their direction from the County Council.  They want to 
support the County completely and back them up no matter what they decide to do.  He attested 
to the quality and character of the Wilderness Society and stated that they are fair and 
reasonable.  He encouraged the County to get involved in this once-in-a-lifetime opportunity. 
 
Mr. Barber reviewed a map showing about 28,000 acres of proposed wilderness areas 
designations which they believe have wilderness quality and character.  He noted that much of 
the area is used for recreation, and the boundaries would be set so they do not affect existing 
roads, as their intent is not to close any roads in this process.  He indicated the drainages on the 
map. 
 
Chair Robinson asked Mr. Barber to explain what constitutes wilderness and how existing uses 
such as livestock grazing and fire suppression would be addressed.  Mr. Barber replied that the 
Wilderness Act talks about places that are untrampled, roadless, and have wild and scenic values.  
They are basically in a natural state, and they believe the proposed area qualifies under the 
definitions of the Act.  He discussed the recreation value and natural nature of the proposed 
designation areas and stated that the recreation uses that exist there should not change.  He noted 
that no motorized vehicles are allowed in wilderness, but they do not think that is happening 
now.  With regard to fire management, the Forest Service is committed to undertake fire 
management activities the agency considers to be necessary.  Their policy is to suppress all fires 
within or outside wilderness unless certain conditions are met.  He acknowledged that grazing is 
vital to this County, and they do not want to change any grazing.  The Wilderness Act says that 
grazing shall be permitted to continue in the wilderness, and there are technical issues related to 
grazing that need to be addressed and administered.  He explained that they are here to start the 
discussion with Summit County and figure out whether this might work for them. 
 



9 
 

Rick Schuler with the ranger district in which the proposed wilderness designation is located 
explained that they are not taking a position.  Livestock grazing is permitted and exists in this 
area, both sheep and cattle.  There are a lot of recreation activities, and there is no motorized 
vehicle use within this area.  He explained that they cannot do fire management activities for 
wildlife habitat in wilderness areas.  He answered questions regarding the potential for additional 
expenses and the impacts of a fire in the wilderness area. 
 
Chair Robinson opened the meeting to public comment. 
 
Sally Elliott stated that she was on the Quality Growth Commission and was gratified to see what 
happened with a process similar to this in Washington County.  She loves hiking and camping, 
and she encouraged the Council to work with Representative Bishop.  She would volunteer to do 
whatever she can to help and work with Representative Bishop’s office and the Governor’s 
office.  She believed this was a worthwhile project to reach across and shake hands with people 
on the other side of the aisle who have other interests. 
 
Carl Larson from Uinta County, Wyoming, stated that they have worked with Summit County 
and the Forest Service and provided funds to work on issues together.  He expressed concern 
about the watershed.  He noted that there are two dams in this area as well as the North Slope 
that supply Uinta County.  They are concerned about the watershed, beetle-killed trees, and 
access to prevent wildfire and its impacts on the water supply.  He expressed concern that this 
would lock up additional lands that they could not get in and manage.  Council Member Ure 
confirmed with Mr. Larson that the two dams are not in the proposed wilderness area and asked 
if Mr. Larson owns property within the proposed wilderness area.  Mr. Larson replied that his 
property is just west of the proposed wilderness area, but the roadless area comes right up against 
his property all the way around, so he cannot get access to his private land without going around 
and through Evanston. 
 
Layla Ward stated that her grandfather was the principal architect of the Wilderness Act in 1964 
and campaigned for federal wilderness legislation in the 1940’s and 1960’s.  In 1955 he started 
an eight-year effort to establish the National Wilderness Preservation System, which was signed 
into law in September 1964.  Although she never knew her grandfather, she came to know him 
through the many stories told and retold about him and has come to know the wilderness areas 
that inspired him and embrace his values.  The mountains of Utah have brought calmness into 
her life, and she is grateful that she lives just 20 minutes from the gateway to the Uintas.  She 
will continue to speak on behalf of wilderness to continue her grandfather’s legacy.  She believed 
he would be very proud of his grandchildren advocating and looking for ways to add to or 
expand wilderness areas and would be proud of those working to get the public and the 
legislators involved.  As a resident of Summit County, she encouraged the County Council to 
expand the High Uinta Wilderness Area by adding the Forest Service lands under discussion. 
 
Bret Webster stated that he has an art gallery on Main Street that has to do with nature, and he 
marvels at how many people are drawn to the area because of the natural surroundings.  As a 
resident, he hoped the Council would support the initiative to expand the forest area.  This 
seemed to be fairly easy, because there are no roads, and it is possible to get in by air to fight 
fires.  He stated that preserving these wildlands represents his values, and he supports this well-
thought-out effort and long-term vision of preservation of these precious lands. 
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Joe Hickey, a resident of Lone Tree, Wyoming, stated that they want to preserve something that 
his family has been taking care of for 100 years.  Once it has been designated wilderness by law, 
a huge segment of the population will not be able to go there, because they are not physically 
able to.  They also lose the management, because there will be no management.  He has fought 
fires in that area and worked in the oil field for 35 years.  He pointed out that there are roads in a 
lot of the area being considered, and the only reason they are not designated is because they put a 
gate across it.  On Friday his wife and grandchildren will ride through some of this area on one 
of those roads, and it is a fallacy that there are not roads in the proposed wilderness area.  He 
stated that there is an issue of trust.  A few years ago they wanted to expand the wilderness on 
the Smith’s Fork, and people agreed because they were told they could take in chain saws to cut 
the trees away.  A few years later they could not take in chain saws, they could not drive in, and 
the wilderness extended another mile and a half beyond what was proposed.  He reported that he 
showed Rick Schuler a barbed wire fence last week, and where they timbered on private ground 
in the 1990’s, there is not a single beetle-kill tree.  Across that fence it is 80% beetle kill.  There 
are four sawmills in Uinta County, and they need the timber.  This is a historical and cultural 
benefit for their area, and he pleaded with the Council to not add more wilderness.  He stated that 
the values will change, because they have been taking care of this land. 
 
Bob Taylor, a veterinarian and rancher in Summit County, stated that he sees hundreds of people 
go up to this area and enjoy recreation there.  If this area were designated wilderness, a large 
number of the people who go up there now would not be able to go there and enjoy the forest.  
He stated that 99% of the people who drive by his house every day to the forest go up with a 
vehicle and intend to use it.  He did not believe the impact on Summit County would be 
beneficial if people cannot go up there and enjoy it the way they do now.  He affirmed that there 
are roads in that area and people go up there on their ATVs all the time. 
 
Dave Katzer, a Summit County resident since 1987, voiced his support for the wilderness 
designation. 
 
Marion Klaus, a Summit County resident, stated that the major issue this evening is whether or 
not to participate in the process with Representative Bishop, and she encouraged the Council to 
do so.  She supports adding this wilderness.  As a biologist, she knows that increasing core areas 
helps a number of animals and plants survive in a world where there is some disruption of 
climate.  She spends a great deal of time in the Uintas, and the outdoor industry is important to 
Summit County, so she would like to see this area added.  She asked if some sort of land 
exchange would be considered for preserving this 28,000 acres for wilderness. 
 
Bill Gamble, a rancher, resident, and taxpayer in Summit County, encouraged the Council to get 
involved and visit the area.  He stated that the area is wilderness and pristine, and it is being well 
managed.  He believed they are being offered a Trojan horse and encouraged the Council to be 
very careful, because the area needs to be managed.  There is a significant beetle kill problem 
that needs to be managed, and making this a wilderness area will make that much more difficult.  
He stated that it will be more expensive and more difficult for ranchers to manage their range 
allotments if they go into wilderness.  It is more difficult and time consuming, and time is 
money.  He asked how making this wilderness will make it any prettier or better maintained than 
it already is and stated that the Forest Service is doing an excellent job. 
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Wade Woolstenhulme, Mayor of Oakley, stated that God has given them a lot of beautiful things 
in the earth, and they take better care of the animals than they do of the humans.  They have to 
survive as the human race, and they need natural resources to survive.  He and his family have 
spent time in the Uintas, and it is beautiful, but the higher they get, the harder it is to find the trail 
because of the downed timber due to the beetle kill.  If they were able to manage the land like it 
should be managed, it would be a better place.  These things have been given to them to use, and 
they need to use it properly and mange it wisely.  He believed the people who are managing it 
now are doing fine, and he asked them to leave this alone; they’ve got enough. 
 
Dennis Covolo, a Lone Tree resident, stated that he has had nightmares since he heard of this 
proposal because of fire management.  It is not if they have a fire, it is when the fire starts, and if 
this is wilderness, there is no management.  As it is now, they will be able to get in and manage 
the fires.  With the beetle kill, a lot of trees fall on fences, and it is almost impossible to maintain 
that with a hand saw.  They need to be able to go in with chain saws and clean those areas and 
maintain their fences.  They have maintained that area very well, and the wildlife survives very 
well with the cattle and the sheep, and that is the way it should be so they can take care of their 
natural resources. 
 
Susan Huffmyer, a Summit County resident, expressed support for the proposed additions to the 
High Uintas Wilderness Area.  She enjoys the outdoors as do many Utah residents, and she also 
believes this is a big attraction for visitors.  She would like to see this continue to be enhanced 
and this area protected.  It makes very good sense to preserve this contiguous area. 
 
Jim Eyre, representing a grazing association on the North Slope, stated that they graze and 
maintain fences in this area, and he expressed the same concerns as others have addressed.  He 
stated that he has been using the wilderness area for recreation for 50 years, and as he goes up 
there now, it is no longer a wilderness area.  It is trampled, there is garbage, and it is over used.  
Before it was wilderness area it was pristine, and now it is nothing like that.  He questioned the 
recreational value of a lot of the area proposed for wilderness designation, because not many 
people recreate in the black timber.  He also questioned the wisdom of continuing to lock up 
their resources, because they need their resources and access to the resources.  If they lock them 
up, they will no longer have access to them.  He expressed concern about fire and explained that 
they are now insuring their cattle in case of a fire.  He believed they should participate in the 
process, but he is against adding most of this to the wilderness area.  He did not believe it would 
be beneficial to Summit County or to the residents in that area. 
 
Scot Carlson, representing Black Diamond equipment and outdoor enthusiasts, read a letter they 
had written to Congressman Bishop.  He stated that Black Diamond has organized many 
overnight global media events into the Uinta wilderness to enjoy some of the most pristine and 
spectacular wilderness in America.  They believe the proposed additions to the wilderness would 
protect the scenic high-elevation country around Tamarack Lake and the significant forests on 
the North Slope of the Uintas, which contain outstanding wildlife habitat, wonderful aspen 
groves, and riparian vegetation along streams and rivers.  He urged support of the County’s 
participation in the process and encouraged additions to the High Uintas Wilderness Areas. 
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Dana Williams thanked Congressman Bishop’s office for the opportunity to have these 
discussions and commented that the movement on land preservation in the County has made it 
the single biggest issue to the majority of residents in the County.  They have been able to show 
a direct economic benefit through the preservation of land in Summit County, and he believed 
they need to look at this as something that could also be an economic benefit to the County.  He 
expressed concern about the process and the idea of trading off federal lands, but in terms of this 
not being impactful because it does not take road areas into wilderness, he is very supportive.  
He noted that there was not a lot of discussion about the health of this forest and its ability to 
sequester carbon right next to an area in which hydrocarbon production is going crazy.  To him, 
that provides a natural offset for him to be able to support something like this.  He acknowledged 
that what is being asked for tonight is to start the process, and he believed they should start it. 
 
Verl Bird stated that it is good to see that the Council wants input from those who work on the 
ground.  He runs cows in this area and is becoming more and more concerned about fires.  He 
indicated the location of his pasture and stated that they cannot do any management south of that 
line.  Where the Forest Service was able to manage the trees, they have had clear cuts, and there 
is no beetle kill.  When they add more wilderness, the Forest Service will have less management 
ability.  The more they lock up their natural resources, the less they can use them and the less 
they can manage them.  He expressed concern about the Clean Water Act and stated that they 
cannot manage the creek up there and protect the land. 
 
Milton Beck stated that he lives right next to the Wasatch National Forest, and he had no idea 
what this meeting was about and would like to have been better prepared.  He expressed concern 
about the Wasatch National Forest and the wilderness area and stated that he used to work for the 
Forest Service.  He probably sees more people during hunting and fishing season than they do 
around here.  He appreciates his permit on the National Forest, and he does everything he can to 
build the forest and roads and prevent fires.  He wished they had written something up so he 
knew what the Council’s concerns are, and he would like to know what is really going on. 
 
Brandon Eyre stated that he grazes cows in this area, and if they had not been able to use a chain 
saw to clear all the dead tree fall this summer, they would still be up there sawing.  He has been a 
back-country skier and a climber and has spent a lot of time recreating all over the country, and 
most of this he would ski on through.  The road is plowed by the oil companies within two miles, 
and if they add a couple more miles of skiing, they will keep people from going into that area, 
because only a few people who are really fit will go in there.  Most of the time, he skis or rides 
his horse right on through this area to get to the high country.  It is a beautiful area, and the 
hunters may use this in the fall, but in reality, most people continue right on through. 
 
County Clerk Kent Jones reported that he had a letter from Tom Boyer, representing the Utah 
Wool Growers which he would make a part of the record.  Council Member Ure reported that he 
had a letter from Lewis Marchant, Mayor of Kamas, and asked that it be entered into the record. 
 
Mr. Barker expressed appreciation for the comments and explained that they are available to 
work in detail with stakeholders regarding road issues, boundaries, or any of their concerns.  He 
explained that the Act allows for certain mechanized use for grazing, and they would like to be 
able to discuss that with the livestock grazers. 
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Council Member Ure stated that it has been his experience that appraisals are required for 
exchanges of land.  He asked if this ground will have to be appraised to determine a value for 
Congress.  Mr. Barker replied that no appraisal process is necessary unless there is a land 
exchange involved.  Chair Robinson commented that converting forest into wilderness is not a 
change of ownership, but if land exchanges are needed somewhere, a land appraisal would be 
needed.   
 
Mr. Barker stated that the High Uintas is Utah’s crown jewel in terms of wilderness, and they are 
trying to make it bigger, and from some people’s perspective, better.  He noted that Utah has less 
wilderness than any western state, and that is what this process is about.  Other states have more, 
which seems to work for them, and he believed Utah could have more.  However, they do want 
to address all the issues that have been expressed here. 
 
Council Member Armstrong asked why Congressman Bishop is in favor of this issue and what is 
the other part, the quid pro quo.  Mr. Snider replied that he is not certain that Congressman 
Bishop is necessarily on the same side as the Wilderness Society.  What Congressman Bishop 
wants to do is create a venue where local people can have a say.  He believes firmly in 
federalism, the belief that decisions are best made at a local level rather than at a federal level.  
Part of what has created confusion is overzealous federal participation, which has created 
concerns and logjams.  Congressman Bishop wants people to come together and solve the 
problems at a local level.  There is no quid pro quo, and what they see is what they get.  There is 
no secret agenda or surprises, but they believe there is an opportunity for local people to solve 
problems.  He believes wilderness can be used as a currency to acquire opportunities as they 
have seen in other counties.  Congressman Bishop is committed that what the counties want is 
how it should be.  Counties are concerned that if this goes to Congress, people in the Senate who 
are on the other side of the aisle will pad this to get more wilderness.  His office wants to create 
something that comes from people on the local level and solves the problems, and as this moves 
forward, his office will try to protect what has been agreed upon by the counties.  Council 
Member Armstrong asked what the benefits are for converting this from Forest Service land to 
wilderness other than not allowing chain saws and vehicles.  Mr. Barker replied that it would 
provide more permanent protection so they will not change their mind and decide to open the 
area up for drilling or timber management.  It takes an act of Congress to create wilderness, and 
it takes an act of Congress to change it. 
 
Council Member Carson recalled that Mr. Barker said this would be the largest addition to 
wilderness in the U.S.  Mr. Barker replied that would not be true, but if they were to add the 
components they have discussed in Uintah, Duchesne, and Daggett Counties all as contiguous 
wilderness, it would be very significant and become Utah’s crown jewel.  Council Member 
Carson asked if they see this as an economic draw for the County.  Mr. Barker confirmed that 
there would certainly be a draw, because Kamas already calls itself the gateway to the Uintas.  
That draw would become bigger and would be something to be proud of.  In many small towns, 
they sell the surrounding wilderness, which is an economic draw. 
 
Council Member Ure disagreed with Mr. Barker’s assessment that this would be an economic 
draw.  He stated that the majority of Americans right now are baby boomers, and they would not 
be able to enjoy this type of wilderness.  He expressed concern about designating this area as 
wilderness, because most people would not be able to enjoy it with an aging population.  He also 
believed that most people would access this area from Evanston, not from Summit County, 
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because that is the easiest and fastest way to access it.  He believed the economic value for 
Summit County would be very limited, other than the sale of more camping or fishing 
equipment.  Mr. Barber agreed that Summit County is configured differently than many counties. 
 
Chair Robinson commented that many of the other counties have red rock wilderness, not high 
Alpine terrain.  He asked if there is a lot of high forest in the other seven counties, or if the high 
mountain wilderness is more limited to Summit and Daggett counties.  Mr. Barker stated that in 
almost every county involved, there is some discussion of Forest Service land.  That does not 
mean it will happen, but it has been discussed.  Chair Robinson asked what percentage of the 
land being proposed is Forest Service land and whether there might be the ability to include 
language in the bill to address the bark beetle situation that is unique to the forested land.  Mr. 
Barber believed there might be and agreed that discussion of those issues is relevant.  He stated 
that probably two-third or more of the proposed wilderness designation is BLM red-rock land 
that would not have these issues.  Chair Robinson noted that there is a big share of the North 
Slope that is not wilderness that is already suffering a lot of loss from the bark beetle, with no 
way of addressing it.  He suggested that maybe the balance for Summit County would be to 
loosen up some of the restrictions so they can manage and deal with some of the issues close to 
their watersheds that suffer from bark beetle infestations.  Mr. Snider confirmed that line of 
thinking has also come up in other counties.  Daggett County is requesting land as a component 
of their bill, because they are limited in terms of development because of federal ownership.  
Other counties have asked for policy adjustments with regard to management.  He explained that 
the intent is to find incentives, and they want something that is viable.  They hope to achieve 
balance, and they want this to be viable in Congress.  They want it to be balanced, level, and fair, 
regardless of what is asked of the counties. 
 
Council Member Armstrong asked if it would reduce the opposition if ranchers were allowed to 
use chain saws to maintain their fences.  Mr. Gamble stated that they could make special rules to 
allow certain parties to do certain things, but the bigger picture is that Congress will take control, 
and the people will lose control.  He noted that Congress is not real good at giving control back.  
He asked that they be allowed to manage the forest, and they have done well at it.  He invited the 
Council to come up and spend time looking at the land.  He urged them to go to Daggett County 
and see how people there feel about this land swap.  He asked them to take time to really study 
this issue, because it is important. 
 
Chair Robinson asked about the timeline for this.  Mr. Snider explained that Congressman 
Bishop is slated to become chairman of the House Natural Resources Committee post-election.  
He has indicated that the PLI is his number one priority, and this will be the first thing he 
addresses as chairman.  Legislation will be introduced in March 2015, and this discussion needs 
to wrap up by the end of this year.  Chair Robinson stated that he would like to create a small 
stakeholder group that includes representatives of the livestock and logging industries, citizens at 
large, County officials, Forest Service officials, environmental groups, and Congressman 
Bishop’s Office that would tour the area, determine what the County might want to ask for, and 
help determine the best course for the County.  He stated that they will extend some invitations 
within the next week for people to participate in that process. 
 
The County Council meeting adjourned at 7:45 p.m. 
_______________________________   ______________________________ 
Council Chair, Chris Robinson    County Clerk, Kent Jones 
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