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December 9, 2015 

 

Teton County Board of Commissioners 
150 Courthouse Drive 
Driggs, ID 83422 
 
Re: Teton County Scenic Byway Road Vacation Request 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the proposed road vacation request for 
Packsaddle Road, otherwise known as the proposed Teton County Scenic Byway. We offer the 
following points for your consideration: 
 

1. Future uses. The petitioner has described a vision of approximately 10 large (100-1100 
acre) lots for the approximate 4500-acre site located along the proposed road. This is an 
acceptable development outcome for this property given the Comp Plan's 
recommendation for low-density development that promotes agriculture and 
conservation. In order to facilitate this outcome, we recommend that Teton County 
require the consolidation and reconfiguration of the parcels owned by Ag Rim, LLC and 
Grandview Ranch, LP to reflect the plans of the petitioner. This will this help allay public 
concern over future development and align the title work associated any new county road 
right-of-way. 

2. Zone the area appropriately. Teton County is currently in the midst of drafting a new 
land use code, which will regulate the amount, type, and location of future development. 
Given the Comp Plan's goals for rural and natural resource preservation in this area, the 
existing 20-acre zoning is too dense and could result in the creation of over 200 lots. 
Many members of the public have well-founded concerns about this road vacation 
request being a precursor to development, and such concerns have permeated community 
dialogue. Appropriate zoning will allow Teton County separate this road alignment issue 
from planning & zoning matters. 

3. This is a significant improvement to the existing road. We believe proposed road will 
address erosion impacts, trespassing incidents, and provide the public with a well-defined 
access to USFS lands. 

4. Teton County should adopt site disturbance requirements. Several property owners 
have complained about the road construction and its impacts to their properties. This 
underscores the need for the county to require grading and erosion control permits, and it 
may be worth requiring a Conditional Use Permit for grading of this scale so that 
property owners are notified and afforded opportunities to provide comment. 
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5. Wildlife impacts. This request should be reviewed by IDFG or a qualified professional 
to identify potential wildlife impacts, and any measure to mitigate such impacts should be 
required where possible. 

 
In general, we support the road vacation request if the issues stated above are addressed 
adequately. We look forward to the county’s efforts to adopt a land use code that promotes the 
vision set forth by the Teton Scenic Byway proposal. 
 
Respectfully, 

 

 
 
Shawn W. Hill  
Executive Director 
 
Cc:  Darryl Johnson, County Engineer 
      Kathy Spitzer, County Prosecutor 
 Jason Boal, County Planning Administrator 
 

























From: Bill Leake
To: Darryl Johnson
Cc: Cindy Riegel; Kelly Park; Holly Wolgamott
Subject: FW: proposed parkway and vacation, we can"t attend the work session
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 5:10:53 PM

Darryl, please include Rob's email below in our file of input on the Parkway.

Thanks, Bill

Bill Leake
Chair, Teton County Idaho Board of Commissioners
208-521-4689
bleake@co.teton.id.us

From: goosehaven@silverstar.com [goosehaven@silverstar.com]
Sent: Monday, December 21, 2015 7:57 AM
To: Bill Leake
Subject: proposed parkway and vacation, we can't attend the work session

Hi Bill,
 
Hopefully, you will see this before the work session today. Winegar, Conrad and I cannot
 physically attend the work session as scheduled, however, that does NOT mean we have
 given up on our support for keeping and NOT vacating the sections of road as Horton
 requested. Further, we still think taking on the financial burden of the road built by Horton is
 a bad idea.
 
With the coming of recent snows (finally) the activity at Kays Wall had begun as I have
 mentioned. Kids are sliding it and adults are snowmobiling it “...and beyond”.
 
The parkway has been plowed, presumably by other than Teton Co. since it is in essence a
 gated community of one (Copeland) and county policy has been to not plow roads that
 exclude the general public. It is reasonable to assume that if the county accepts the parkway,
 Copeland, will expect the plowing to continue at county expense. Once again, Poleline Rd. is
 not plowed from Packsaddle Rd. to Rt 33. The benefit of snow removal on Poleline would
 serve far more than one. It does not make economic sense to take over the proposed
 parkway at the inconvenience of others.
 
On the recreational side, Winegar and I were out on my kicksled  Sunday (20th) and spoke to
 Kamenesh (seasonals in Packsaddle Estates) as they returned from snowmobiling (up Kays
 Wall and beyond of course). Peter Kamenesh’s wife said that she had heard about the
 possible vacation and was not in favor of it, nor did she support adoption of the parkway. Her
 concerns were increased and heavier (larger vehicles) traffic on an already battered
 Packsaddle Rd. and the loss of the more interesting and “beautiful” terrain that she and Peter
 ride on four-wheeler and snowmobile. They too prefer the less genteel route that the present
 road system provides. I know there are more people who feel the same way as the
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 Kameneshes. I just wish that they would speak up.
 
Please keep the roads as they are. Do not vacate the sections requested. Do not take over the
 parkway.
 
Rob Young
 




