




















































































From: Marilyn Couch  
Sent: Wednesday, July 04, 2012 6:03 PM 
To: Angie Rutherford 
Subject: Thank you 
 
I just wanted to express my appreciation for all that you have done and are doing. 
I realize how difficult this process has been. 
In many ways I feel that most people want a lot of the same things in the end. 
Unfortunately Teton Valley seems to be mimicking our nation and people seem to be at each others' throats 
rather than working together to come to a resolution. 
 
I appreciate all the work the committees have done and I hope with time we will be able to move beyond the 
acrimony and work to keep Teton Valley a wonderful place to live, visit and raise a family. 
 
Again Thank You for your Service and hard Work. 
Sincerely, 
Marilyn Couch 
Victor, ID 
 
From: Bell, Brent C.  
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 7:14 AM 
To: Angie Rutherford 
Cc: 'Scott Griffith' 
Subject:  
 
We must reduce future density to preserve the beauty and property values of the Valley. Please move forward 
with the unanimous decision and recommendation of the subcommittee to reduce future volume of new lots by 
75 %. This is essential to smart growth. 
 
Brent C. Bell PA-C, Ph.D 
Physician Assistant Coordinator  
E. Brian Butler M.D. Chairman 
Department of Radiation Oncology 
 
From: Scott Griffith [mailto:sgriffith@zieglercooper.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 10:24 AM 
To: Angie Rutherford 
Cc: Bell, Brent C. (BCBell@tmhs.org) 
Subject: FW: Teton Valley development 
 
Dear Angie, 
 
I am also an owner of property at Snow Crest off of Stateline.  I also am in agreement with Brent Bell about the 
need to control development density and to enhance smart growth planning. I am in agreement to with the 
recommendation of the subcommittee to reduce future volume on new lots by 75%.  Thank you for working to 
ensure the betterment of the Valley. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Scott Griffith 
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From: Jack & Jo Haddox [ 
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 4:29 PM 
To: Angie Rutherford; 'Stevenson Alice'; 'Diane Temple' 
Subject: RE: Comp Plan Review 
 
Angie, 
Hope this isn’t too late – oiling the house & needed a shade break!  I like these changes. 
 
Jo 
 
 
From: Angie Rutherford   
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 1:41 PM 
To: Jack & Jo Haddox; 'Stevenson Alice'; 'Diane Temple' 
Subject: RE: Comp Plan Review 
 
Thanks Jo, 
What if we take “schools” out of p. 44 Policy 1.6.  I think it is the only mention of an entity that is not under County 
control. yes 
If we change Policy 2.1 to “Work with SD 401, private schools and non‐profit organizations to encourage expansion and 
development of the pre‐K through post secondary education system.” Sounds better 
On Page 53 under Education Facilities, “… the education of their children.  Good communities support good schools and 
good schools support good communities.  Schools in Teton County should continue to aspire to a high standard of 
excellence.  The establishment…”  Much better 
 
From “.. Public schools in Teton County should aspire to a standard of excellence that goes beyond what is required by 
the state of Idaho and strive to meet international standards.” 
 
On page 64‐ the reference is to “underfunded public school system with limited opportunities”.  Should be leave it at 
“underfunded public school system?”  yes  
 
Are there places that I have missed? 
Is it appropriate to add Monte’s areas of excess (exceeding expectations) to p. 28 of the appendix?  I hesitate to do that 
without listing all of the standards by which a school is judged.  I’m not sure what Monte will think but I feel that the 
standards our schools are judged are fluid and ever‐changing.  I think it is OK to leave out the areas of exceeding 
expectations & think he was just giving you some additional info. 
 
Let me know if you think this will work. 
Thanks, 
Angie  
 
Angie Rutherford 
Planning Administrator 
 
 
From: Jack & Jo Haddox   
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 1:26 PM 
To: Angie Rutherford; 'Stevenson Alice'; 'Diane Temple' 
Subject: RE: Comp Plan Review 
 
Angie, 
I totally agree with Monte’s comments.  I know we’ve wrestled w/ the language over and over & I’ve voiced objections 
to what was written.  He is right – the school district tries to work w/ the communities and the county but ultimately the 
SDE has control of the school district.  As I’ve said many times in our meetings, despite the opinions of some in our 



community, our schools do a terrific job and are current on curriculum, technology and many other important aspects of 
public education.  I would like to see you try to address his concerns but I know time is not on your side. 
 
Thanks, 
Jo 
 
 
From: Angie Rutherford [mailto:arutherford@co.teton.id.us]  
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 10:04 AM 
To: Stevenson Alice; Diane Temple; Jack & Jo Haddox 
Subject: FW: Comp Plan Review 
 
Hi Alice, Diane and Jo, 
See Monte’s comments below.  Any reactions to this?  Otherwise, I will try to address his concerns. 
Let me know if I should send this to your entire committee, it’s just that we are short of time and I’m trying to act fast. 
Angie 
 
Angie Rutherford 
Planning Administrator 
 
From: Monte Woolstenhulme  
Sent: Saturday, July 07, 2012 9:01 PM 
To: Angie Rutherford 
Subject: Re: Comp Plan Review 
 
Angie, 
 
Thank you for the invitation to review the comp plan and share my comments, sorry it has taken so long for me 
to get to this, lots of stuff with work & family, but I've finally gotten to this.  
 
Most of it is good, I appreciate the effort to take in so many views from the community, and come to a 
consensus of what is best for the most, not for each individual, something we face daily in our schools.  
 
Regarding the educational areas of the comp plan:  
 
1. I have major concerns about what a local LOS for the schools would mean, we are accountable to the  
community for how we utilize public funds, education children, meet standards, etc, but legally we fall under 
the State of Idaho, specifically the Office of the State Board of Education, and the State Department of 
Education, for all of our specific programing accountability, not the local county. That effort to comply with all 
of their audits and reports is honestly overwhelming, and we are not in a position to add another governmental 
entity to report to. All of our school data is posted to our website, and much of it is posted at the Idaho State 
Department of Education website as well, so anyone with the time & interest can find nearly anything they want 
about their local public schools, and if it isn't there, contact the school officials to get it.  
 
2. On page 44, it would be reasonable to note/recognize Teton School District 401 as a separate legal entity, as 
in other sections where the Idaho Fish & Game or Driggs-Reed Memorial Airport are noted, where the comp 
plan deals with an issue falling under their jurisdiction.  
 
3. On page 54, discussing education facilities, improving, siting near cities/neighborhoods makes sense, but 
then to make the leap to dictate to the schools what standards we should adopt/strive for, and accept 
international standards (what does that mean, and who determines what that means), makes no sense, and plays 
into the misconception that public schools are not meeting or exceeding established standards. Again, noting the 
jurisdiction for education falls to Teton School District 401, not the county or the cities, would help readers of 
the comp plan understand where that responsibility lies. I am not stating the county or cities don't have a direct 
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relationship with the school district and vice-verse, much of the current research we are reviewing ties good 
communities to good schools and vice-verse, so we respect and know how reliant we are upon the local 
community for support and for accountability. I think this section should stay on topic, and focus on facilities, 
be they buildings, playgrounds, athletic, performance, etc, many of which are provided by the school district to 
the community for a myriad of needs, programs and events, again out of the respect of  being an intimate part of 
the community. Just an fyi (this doesn't need to be in the comp plan, but for your review, our district meets and 
exceeds many of the state standards: higher staffing than is provided by the state, higher cost per pupil funding, 
we've adopted the Common Core State Standards, which have been adopted by 48 states, we have 3 years to 
make the transition, and according to some of the State Department of Education staff, we are 1-2 years ahead 
of many other districts in raising our standards, curriculum and instruction to those standards), we exceed the 
state in graduation rates, scholarships per students, and many other areas.  
 
In general, I see the school district falling under the section of: Inter-Jurisdictional Coordination, where we can 
articulate our efforts, respect our role as part of this amazing community, and strive to share resources and 
improve all of our efforts.  
 
Thanks again, hope my comments make sense, if not let me know.  
 
I have 3 days of Common Core State Standards Implementation training in Idaho Falls Mon-Tue-Wed, so I'll 
try to get to the meetings if I can, I've been working with Dawn & Wendy to get the THS Auditorium set up and 
ready, hope it all goes well.  
 
Monte 

On Fri, Jun 22, 2012 at 12:33 PM, Angie Rutherford <arutherford@co.teton.id.us> wrote: 

Hi Monte, 

Because schools are an important asset in any community, Idaho State code requires that we solicit your 
comments on the Comp Plan before it is adopted. 

As you probably know, this comp plan has been drafted with much input from the public over the past 18 
months.  Schools were originally identified as one of the most important factors in our community and so we 
created a subcommittee entitled Community Events and Facilities that would include schools in its focus.  Of 
course the County will not control what happens in the walls of the school buildings, but it is very apparent that 
our community would like to support the school system in any way we can. 

To that end, I have attached the draft comp plan (it is still has track changes, but I wanted to give you a little 
more time with it rather than have a perfectly clean copy). 

If you have time to review it, we would appreciate any comments you might have.  I think the Community 
Events and Facilities would be an area for you to focus on, especially if you do not have time to pour over the 
entire document (most people don’t). I know this is quick, but ideally, we would like comments by Monday 7/2 
so the Planning and Zoning Commission can consider those comments before their public hearing on the 10th(at 
the High School- thank you!).  However, I realize this is a quick turn-around time and we will take any 
comments whenever you can give them to us. 

Thanks Monte.  I appreciate all the help. 

Angie 

mailto:arutherford@co.teton.id.us


From: Molly Barfuss  
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 3:00 PM 
To: Angie Rutherford; Angie Rutherford; Dawn Felchle 
Cc: Rob Harris 
Subject: Comments of Grand Teton Canal Company regarding Draft Comprehensive Plan for Teton County, Idaho. 
 
Please see attached correspondence. 
 
Thank You! 
 
Molly Barfuss 
Secretary for Robert L. Harris 

Holden, Kidwell, Hahn & Crapo, PLLC 
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From: Molly Barfuss   
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2012 4:52 PM 
To: Angie Rutherford; Angie Rutherford; Courtney Liddiard  
Cc: Rob Harris 
Subject: Additional Comment from the Teton County Group for Property Rights (TCGPR) 
 
See attached correspondence. 
 
Thank You! 
 
Molly Barfuss 
Secretary for Robert L. Harris 
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From: Angie Rutherford  
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 10:41 AM 
To: 'Bruce Arnold'; 'Chris Larson'; 'Darryl Johnson'; 'Dave Hensel'; 'Jennifer Dustin'; 'Ryan Colyer'; 'Shawn Hill' 
Subject: FW: FW: Comp Plan Review 
 
Hi PZC, 
I think we can talk about this on Wed. night, but I will make some recommendations to address Superintendent 
Woolstenhulme’s comments. 
 
 
Take “schools” out of p. 44 Policy 1.6.  I think it is the only mention of an entity that is not under County control. 
 
Change Policy 2.1 to “Work with SD 401, private schools and non‐profit organizations to encourage expansion and 
development of the pre‐K through post secondary education system.”  
 
On Page 53 under Education Facilities, change, “… the education of their children.  Good communities support good 
schools and good schools support good communities.  Schools in Teton County should continue to aspire to a high 
standard of excellence.  The establishment…” 
From “.. Public schools in Teton County should aspire to a standard of excellence that goes beyond what is required by 
the state of Idaho and strive to meet international standards.” 
 
On page 64‐ the reference is to “underfunded public school system with limited opportunities”.  Strike “with limited 
opportunities” to read, “Little opportunity for post‐secondary education and an underfunded public school system” 
 
Thanks, 
Angie Rutherford 
Planning Administrator 

 






