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Sublette County WPLI Advisory Committee 
Meeting Summary 

March 27, 2018 
Pinedale, WY 

 

  Draft for Review    Approved 

Committee Members Present: 
Monte Skinner, Non‐Motorized Recreation 
Dan Smitherman, Conservation 
Mike Henn, Conservation District 
Coke Landers, Agriculture/Ranching 
Dave Bell, General Public 
Mike Smith, Energy 
Mike Crosson, Sportsmen 
 
Members Absent: Bill Lanning, Motorized Recreation  
  

Others Present: 
Steve Smutko, UW Ruckelshaus Institute 
Alanna Elder, UW Ruckelshaus Institute 
Joy Ufford, Sublette Examiner 
Ken Lake, public 
Dave Volchek, public 
Dee Morris, public 
Bob Byerman, public 
Kristin Gunther, Wyoming Outdoor Council 
Tom Curry, public 
Joselyn Moore, Trout Unlimited 
Elaine Crumpley, public 
Mary Jones, public 
Phil Carp, public 
 
 

Agenda: 
Old Business 

1. Approve minutes of February 21, 2018 
meeting 

2. Updates: Teton County progress; other 

Public Comment (Approximately 5:30 p.m.) 

New Business 

1. Discussion of recommendation “side 
boards”: what’s on the table, and what’s off 
the table and why?  

2. Continue work on Lake Mountain, Scab 
Creek, and Shoal Creek recommendations 

A. Brief review and discussion of 
current proposals and their status 

B. Discussion of new proposals 

C. Check-in on how each proposal 
meets your interests 

Handouts: 
1. Agenda 
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D. Continue to revise 
recommendations and seek 
agreement 

 
Public Comment 

Actions Taken:  
1.  

Old Business 
Minutes approved, no discussion.  
 
Dan Smitherman gives updates on Teton County meetings: next meeting on April 14th. Their proposals are 
on two ends of the spectrum: release everything and all wilderness. There have been a group of about 12 
people meeting outside the scheduled meetings to have extra time to talk. That’s made some decent 
progress. That includes all the interests represented on the 21 committee. Dan thinks that group will move 
away from the WSAs and concentrate on everything else in the county. They are talking about Shoal Creek, 
and Dan had a meeting with a motorized rep there to understand where motorized is happening. Dan 
offered this proposal to him and hasn’t heard back.  
 
Coke asks if the other committees are meeting deadlines. Dan says Park is meeting Thursday and has 
arbitrarily removed the three proposals they were going to vote on and go back to two new ones. They’re 
getting pushed by their commissioners to meet an April deadline. Carbon and Fremont won’t make the 
deadline. Johnson and Campbell have had issues sent back to the committee. Lincoln county has been 
lobbying behind the scenes for the WSA release bill but haven’t done anything official. Dan had a meeting 
with Pete Obermueller and Bailey Schreiber to get some clarifications of the process. It was a good meeting, 
they agreed/disagreed on some things. Pete and Joel had a conference call this afternoon.  
 
Joel called Mike about that this afternoon. Cheney’s deadline is April. Barrasso’s is June – still the same 
timeline that we started with, knowing that some counties aren’t going to get there. There’s a big discussion 
about what consensus looks like. Some charters require you to write a paper why if you throw a 5. Pete was 
encouraging all groups to do that to keep the process moving forward even if it’s not consensus so the 
commissioners see the whole story.  
 
If it’s 6 and 2 or 7 and 1 or 8 and 0 they’re willing to listen to the recommendation.  
 
Dan asks if the group should modify the charter. Steve says that the charter is silent on the issue of whether 
a non-consensus recommendation is to be forwarded to the commissioners. Dave says the charter says if 
you’re a 5 you have to write a brief description of why you oppose the proposal.  
 
Steve asks if the committee wants to draft a letter to American Rivers. He offers to draft a letter, and asks if 
the committee thinks that’s necessary.  
 
Dave says he feels like he opened up that Pandora ’s Box. He was curious about the wild and scenic rivers 
designation, and wondered whether it could sunset 55 or 75 years from now. He feels responsibility for 
opening up a can of worms, but was pretty lit up when he saw the email demanding a response. He’s not 
sure what the answer is but felt he stepped over a line in asking the committee to step beyond the scope of 
its responsibilities.  
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Mike Smith agrees with Dave. His main concern is that they have the minutes of the meeting and have 
received lots of comments they haven’t responded to. He’s happy to talk to Scott (the AR rep) personally, 
but doesn’t know how they’d write one letter since they still disagree.  
 
Monte says that’s been hashed over in past years, and they should tell him to forget it. That’s not what 
they’re here for. It’s not in the map anywhere except the upper part of Shoal Creek. (Mike Henn confirms 
the Teton portion has been declared.)  
 
Mike Henn suggests Steve replies, saying thanks, we’ll take it as comment, and we’re not making any formal 
responses. Basically tell him he’s not special. Mike Crosson seconds. Steve suggests a vote, and Mike’s 
proposal is unanimously approved.  
 
Public Comment Period 
 
Dee Morris speaking on behalf of Mountain Springs Ranch. His comments are public and have been 
submitted in favor of wilderness designation with the exception of three areas. Took exception to roads not 
being part of the wilderness designation and “cherry stemmed”. 
 
Joy Ufford asked if Teton was looking at Palisades or Shoal Creek outside of Teton County. Dan says that 
there was initially a plan to submit a proposal to Lincoln County. Lincoln County never responded.  
 
Dave Volchek, citizen from ... archaeology. Familiar with Scabg Creek country, and sees it as possessing 
wilderness characteristics. He supports Dee’s opinion. He’s also familiar with Lake Mountain area and does 
not believe that possesses wilderness characteristics, but says Rock Creek drainage should continue to be 
protected.  
 
Ken Lake says he’s not anti-wilderness, but his biggest issue is management. He worries that already trails, 
etc. are not being maintained. He’s familiar with some of these areas, and has a background in wilderness. 
But he wonders why we’d add more acreage to what we can’t take care of now.  
 
Bob Byerman, veterinarian from Big Piney. He wonders how long WSAs have been around, and why they 
came about. Monte says 1976, and Joy and Coke say it came out of an inventory. Bob asks which 
administration it was under. Steve says the BLM and USFS WSAs were generated in different ways. BLM 
WSAs were established under the BLM Organic Act of 1976, and Congress told BLM to designate areas that 
had wilderness potential and develop an EIS. Those documents were issued in 1992. He doesn’t know what 
the date was that the BLM specified these areas as candidates. Congress did not act after BLM provided 
input about which could be wilderness/released. The USFS areas were designated WSAs in the 1984 
Wilderness Bills. Bob asked how many are ongoing in the western half of the country. Steve doesn’t know 
about in other states. Bob asks hundreds? Steve says probably. Bob says that seems astronomical; he heard 
one statistic that says the US has more wilderness than the entire continent of Africa. Ken Lake says over 
100 million square miles. Bob says this is under the WPLI, correct? Which is basically public lands. He knows 
wilderness is public land, but it’s not very successful for the majority of the public. If it goes into wilderness, 
he asked how much tax base the county loses. He’s concerned about that. Dan says right now there’s no 
taxes from the WSAs currently, and disputes the wilderness numbers. Bob says there would be no new 
development, no grazing. Coke clarifies grazing would still be allowed, but how you do it would change.  
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Former BLM employee: He was around in 1981 when Congress chose not to act. North and South trail are in 
good shape, and BLM puts money into that. They moved the trail. He’s a horseback rider and sees good trail 
management happening.  
 
Kristin Gunther of WOC thanks the committee for the work they’re doing. She says WOC is focused on 
finding solutions that fit landscapes they’re talking about. One of the things they advocate for is continued 
grazing even in the areas they’d like to see designated wilderness. Scab Creek is a good fit for wilderness, 
and will keep drawing people. They don’t see that solution for Lake Mountain, but encourages NCA 
designation. Shoal Creek has a lot of puzzle pieces, and they’d like to see a percentage go to wilderness with 
some releases up there.   
 
Phil Carp is a retired teacher who worked seasonally for the USFS. He’s not here to applaud/condemn any 
position, but has several concerns: the land is our foundation, and provides us with basic needs. He’d like to 
advocate for multiple use, and says the committee is utilizers of the land. He wants to be sure there’s a 
balance of all people who are using it, including water. At the same time, the land has aesthetic value, and 
provides people with meditation and contemplation opportunities. The historical, cultural, and 
archaeological areas are important to him, as well as access. He hopes the committee will find a balance of 
all of these uses.  
 
Tom Curry(?) formerly of the BLM thinks Scab Creek should be included in the Forest Service. He thinks the 
trails are in good shape, and is okay with Lake Mountain being released as long as BLM’s plan is followed 
and hard rock mining prohibited. It’s steep and people wouldn’t want to be on it anyway.  
 
Bob Byerman asks if wilderness designation decreases the cost of management. Dan says yes. Bob asks if 
they’re trying to save money. Dan says the Organic act allows them to spread costs among agencies.  
 
Former BLM employee says Scab Creek got a little maintenance when they upgraded the campground, but 
has a sense that the BLM here has more important things to do – oil and gas may dominate their time. They 
have a new recreation planner who’s a go-getter and he looks forward to positive things from him.  
 
Bob Byerman asks if wilderness squashes small business through lost timber and grazing. Someone points 
out that timber isn’t happening here anyway.  
 
Joselyn Moore of TU’s UGR chapter has sent a letter. She’s appreciative that there’s a broad expanse of the 
community represented. She says TU’s purpose is to take care of fish habitat. Fish live in water – streams 
and rivers. When those are degraded, it hurts fisheries. She was irritated when the commissioners didn’t 
choose one single female, but she’s now willing to show up to the meeting and hopes they’ll take a look at 
TU’s comments. She wonders if there’d be a way to educate people about what wilderness means and what 
uses are allowed. People come to the meeting on the defensive.  
 
Dan describes a fact sheet that was put together at the beginning and asks if it was on the website. Steve 
thinks it’s on the website. Coke says it’s at least on the counties, and Joselyn suggests it go on the WPLI 
website as well.  
 
A man in a tan hat describes the 500 ft creek buffer required, and the 25 % slope requirement. He clarifies 
that restrictions are based on physical characteristics. 
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Ken Lake explains his background in wilderness management. He restates concerns that adding more 
acreage will make it difficult to maintain trails. He brings up wheelchairs and how whether they are allowed 
or not people in wheelchairs would not be able to access those trails.  
 
New Business  
Coke says there will be another public comment period and opens discussion of new business. Steve says 
what is in front of the committee is everything that’s been generated, and after diving into each of the 
proposals they’ll be ready to know if they have an 8 person consensus. He suggests that first the group 
moves through each proposal and asks questions, and then each person describes how well the proposals 
meet their interests.  
 
Dave says he and Bill left the last meeting frustrated, feeling like the group was spinning their wheels. They 
felt that it would be helpful if someone put a proposal on the table. They recognize that there are a lot of 
moving parts and pieces on the chessboard. They have attempted to come up with a proposal that they felt 
was right down the middle, with gains for everyone. They felt that the committee would agree on a large 
portion of this proposal. They also recognize that there’s pieces that they simply don’t agree on, and the 
only way to reach agreement is to have everyone see the gain and everyone feel the pain. The three 
underlying guidelines include that they only want to deal with the WSA areas, and the Sublette County 
portion of Shoal Creek. Lastly, they’d like that the process be done once and for all, without these same 
lands being nominated again. Bill Landing came up with a proposal for Lake Mountain at the previous 
meeting. Certainly the Rock Creek area is critical, already an ACEC for all of the reasons we’ve agreed on 
already. The West area certainly has some characteristics that are special as well. It has some 
characteristics, but doesn’t possess all of the umph that is needed to designate it as such. They think some 
special designation should apply to West Lake Management Area. They have suggested a hard release in the 
thumb – it’s got existing leases and existing wells. Scab needs to be designated Wilderness because it’s 
wilderness already – there’s limited access and no existing grazing, although there’s an existing grazing 
lease. Hunters, backpackers, they’re all going somewhere else.  Shoal Creek – that’s been marked up by 
both sides. They were trying to balance interests, and that’s why they marked it up so much. They propose 
an addition to the Gros Ventre area, but do not recommend it go north of the elbow or into Teton County. 
They called it a Special Management Area instead of a name that would draw attention to it because of the 
concerns of ranchers that they’d be confronted with masses of people. They recommend that the balance of 
Shoal Creek be called a management area. It has been pointed out to him that they forgot to include oil and 
gas, as well as the conservation district.  
 
Mike Henn clarifies the boundaries of the proposal for Shoal Creek. Steve asks for other 
questions/clarifications.  
 
Dan suggests a name – Shoal Management Area.  
 
Mike Henn goes over the Henn-Landers proposal. He feels the ACEC is going to cover conservation of trout 
habitat. TU in their comments felt like that was adequate management for the trout habitat, and he sees an 
advantage in the fact that it doesn’t have to go through Congress.  
 
Dan points out that it doesn’t have to go through Congress. Coke says if there’s a perpetual protection on 
fish and they all die anyway, they’d have to go through Congress to fix it.  
 
In the West Lake management area, Mike says they added a bullet ensuring that permittees have the ability 
to develop new improvements, maintain existing improvements, including trails for livestock. The proposal 
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diverges for Scab Creek. As wilderness is currently managed, they don’t see a need to keep adding to that. 
The BLM has put effort into making the trail passable. Historically there was timber – Mike says that should 
continue on a small scale. If Scab Creek gets eliminated due to a lack of management, it will cut off access to 
Bridger Wilderness. If you eliminate mechanized use (chainsaws), it may be too hard to access the 
wilderness. Monte clarifies that they have used chainsaws in the WSA, and Dave, Mike Henn, and an 
audience member confirm. Mike Henn says it doesn’t need to be designated because it’s as developed as it 
will be. He says the BLM would also have to take invasive species into consideration. Dee and adjacent 
landowners are saying they spend a lot on cheat grass. So Henn and Landers are proposing a soft release. 
Shoal Creek – Mike Henn says the ranchers whose property is adjacent did not like the wilderness boundary.  
 
Dan recently met with ranchers – the primary permittee affected by Shoal Creek. They suggested moving 
the boundaries on Jack Creek and another piece by West Bell, and he was open to that. He says it was a 
great conversation, and they weren’t totally opposed to wilderness.  
 
Dan came at his proposal from two perspectives – how to work agriculture, conservation, and motorized 
into the process. He says Dave’s shared problem of hard release may come from concern that after all this 
effort a re-designation will occur in a few years and they’ll go through all of this again. He says that will 
always require Congressional action. The agencies can manage the land with wilderness characteristics but 
can’t designate it WSA. He says hard release is really hard to get through Congress because they’d have to 
take away powers they have. He says Dave and Bill Lanning did a great job of capturing interests. For Lake 
Mountain, Dan made language changes and added a purpose based on what they’ve all talked about. He 
wanted to distinguish between commercial timber harvest (prohibiting it) and vegetation management 
(allowed for cutthroat trout habitat, etc).  Dan took out hard release from the Thumb, and made several 
changes to West Lake Management Area. Scab Creek – they’re 100 percent in support of wilderness, 
perfectly willing to cherry stem roads or release a number of acres west of Soda Lake. Dan deleted the 
language about agriculture because if it’s wilderness than it’s stipulated by the Organic Act and you don’t 
add to those regulations. Shoal Creek – he made some changes based on conversations with motorized, 
trying to protect sheep habitat while leaving open several areas to snow machines. Dan says his constituents 
were concerned about what areas should be open to mountain biking. Mike Crosson points out that 
mountain biking is on the rise so it’s hard to say what it will be like 15 years from now. Dan says what he’s 
heard from the mountain biking representative on the Teton committee is that mountain bikers aren’t 
interested in Shoal Creek. Coke says he’s not sure how he feels about mountain bikes. The committee looks 
at Dan’s Shoal Creek proposal on the projector screen. Steve asks for questions for Dan’s proposal. Mike 
Smith asks why Dan struck certain language and Dan says it was redundant.  
 
Steve points out that the greatest disagreement seems to be around whether to designate Scab Creek 
wilderness, and suggests starting there.  
 
Dave says the goal is conservation of public lands. Whether we’re grazing it or calling it wilderness, we’re all 
sitting here because we have a love of public lands. He suggests a compromise on Scab by going with a 
special management area that will address Henn’s and Landers’ concerns while maintaining wilderness 
characteristics? 
 
Dan says if you look at it objectively, there’s about 42 thousand acres of WSAs in Sublette County that are 
protected as they exist. He says only a small portion of that would be designated under this proposal. He 
says that’s a fairly reasonable exchange for conservation. In Shoal, he says the landowner is supportive, and 
he sees Scab as a “slam dunk”. He says designating wilderness under the BLM would allow for aerial 
spraying.  
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Mike Crosson says one benefit is that non-resident hunters would have to have a guide and he doesn’t see 
harm in designating Scab wilderness. He doesn’t think spraying is enough reason, because of the treatment 
that’s already happening in surrounding areas. He says Congress has shown willingness to release areas, and 
designating the area wilderness is a way to protect against that.  
 
Monte says Scab Creek is blocked completely by ranches. The only place – 2 miles from up there you’re in 
the Bridger Wilderness. Three fourths of that is – you can’t get in it anyway, the elk can hardly get out of it. 
It could in the future be used for bike use, but that trail was put in there before 1914 – Monte says it’s a 
wilderness anyway. The designation wouldn’t change anything, so he has no argument.  
 
Mike Smith says he’s kind of torn but could go for wilderness.  
 
Steve suggests a 1-5 vote on the Scab Creek Wilderness.  
 
Mike Henn says a lot of money is going into weed treatment, and even though Scab Creek is relatively small 
compared to that total area, it could be a seed bank that hampers the treatment elsewhere.  
 
The committee discusses whether BLM Wilderness area aerial spraying is allowed.  
 
Steve asks whether cherry stemming the roads is an option for everyone. Dan says he’d be okay with cutting 
of 300 acres to solve the road problem. Mike Henn says Bill’s concern with that was that then there’s an 
island of multiple use between wilderness and private land. Dan says he’s not against cherry stemming or 
releasing the area around the roads completely. Monte says they should just release it. Coke says his 
problem with that island is that it’s inaccessible for management. Dan would prefer to cherry stem it. Coke 
says he has a problem with doing favors for a single landowner. He says he’s a 5 with any wilderness – 
maybe it was multiple use in the 60s, but not the way it’s being managed now. Mike Crosson says as a 
representative of sportsmen he’s uncomfortable doing a private favor for a private landowner, so the 
committee decides to vote on wilderness for Scab Creek without cherry stemming.   
 
Straw Poll 
Do you approve of designating Scab Creek wilderness? 
Mike Smith 3 
Mike Crosson 2 
Dan Smitherman 1 
Dave Bell 2 
Coke Landers 5 
Mike Henn 5 
Monte Skinner 3 
 
Break 
 
Steve shifts discussion to Lake Mountain – specifically keeping Rock Creek as an ACEC. Mike Henn confirms 
that his proposal would designate the creek and ACEC and soft release the area. Dan says the problem with 
using that as the protective measure is local managers can amend their plan tomorrow. Coke doubts that 
anyone would take it away for fear of having their head cut off. Dave Bell asks whether the committee could 
develop stipulations that would be longer lasting. Mike Henn says they would still have to go through a 
public process. Dave Bell says if Congress passes it into a bill. Mike Henn says if Congress passes a 



Sublette County WPLI 8 
 

designation that would get rid of the ACEC. Mike Crosson says he likes the proposal that was put forward. 
He’s concerned about hydrology in the area – drilling in the wrong spot and it draining the creek. Mike Henn 
gave him some reassurance and Dan pointed out it’s already in production and unitized. Mike Crosson 
thinks the NCA will protect cutthroat trout and prefers calling it something other than ACEC to protect it 
throughout presidential administrations. Mike Smith would prefer to have an open process demanded by 
the ACEC but he can live with a further designation if that’s where things go. Dan says he’s happy with it. 
He’d like to see a purpose sentence and proposes language changes that would replace “vegetation 
treatment projects unless they’re specifically designed to protect cutthroat trout” with “commercial timber 
harvest prohibited; vegetation treatment allowed when it specifically protects cutthroat trout”. Mike Henn 
asks about the requirement to assess feasibility with grazing, and Dan says he stands by his language change 
regarding existing laws. Mike Crosson suggests replacing feasibility with possibility. Dave is going to stick by 
ACEC management on Rock Creek.  
Dave raises a question about roadless rule language in Dan’s version. Dan says that only relates to timber 
harvesting, and defines what can be cut and how and what the process is to get it approved. It’s been 
around 16 years now, and he says it’s an existing standard. Dave says it should be specified that this relates 
specifically to timber harvesting. Coke asks whether this is just within the ACEC area. Steve asks why the 
roadless rule would apply here. Dan says it wouldn’t, but it would give language that people are familiar 
with to insert into the law. Dave asks to stop after “population” and eliminate the mention of the roadless 
rule. Dan says he’d like to keep “consistent with purpose and existing law” but would be willing to take off 
roadless rule after talking with someone. He suggests “commercial timber harvest prohibited... consistent 
with purpose and existing law.” Steve shifts conversation back to question of ACEC vs. NCA. Coke says ACEC 
is more flexible in case they need to rehabilitate fish population in the future. ACEC leaves it open to public 
input and knowledge. Mike Henn is more in favor of the ACEC and less in favor of the NCA. He’s okay with it 
if the thumb is released, but doesn’t see the point of long-term protections. Steve asks how people see 
other components of the Lake Mountain area. Dan Smitherman’s draft – how many are opposed to 
“commercial timber harvest” language regardless of roadless rule portion? Mike Henn doesn’t like roadless 
rule. Dave would like to end after “population”, and Mike Crosson says it’ll have to match existing law 
whether they write that or not. Dan says they’re going to be forced into that anyway, but he doesn’t mind 
striking it after population. Dan brings up grazing stuff – he says conservation interests have no problem 
with doing a study to assess livestock impacts. Coke says in the past BLM has dropped its responsibilities to 
maintain fences and blamed ranchers. Dan does want to keep “existing laws” instead of “existing allotment 
management plans” because they’re going to revise their plans and the committee can’t direct them 
legislatively. Mike Henn says they did require no net loss on AUMs at Fossil Butte, and Dan says that’s rare 
and that was a national monument. Mike Henn suggests moving the language he and Coke inserted for 
West Lake Management Area to Rock Creek. Dan says the uses they discuss are already allowed. Steve says 
the key difference is “existing law” vs. “current allotment management plans”. Dan says he doesn’t know 
the history on this so if they choose current allotment management plans he’ll vote a 4 for this section. Coke 
says the AMP process allows for people to have a voice. Steve asks to clarify what year the current plan was 
created, and an audience member offers 1975. Mike Crosson asks if this could raise an issue during a 
drought, and Mike Henn says it protects against the agency arbitrarily reducing the number of permits 
allowed. He says the number of permitted AUM’s affect their ability to get a bank loan whether they are 
using those or not. Dan asks if the AUM is a ceiling, and if the agency adjusts its plans beneath that ceiling 
every year? Mike Henn says the agency has the option to have a deferred AUM where it’s on the books but 
not on the ground. Dan says he’s one hundred percent in support of what Mike Henn wants and Coke wants 
on this but he doesn’t know what it means and needs to talk to people.  
 
Steve turns to West Lake Mountain Management area and Dan’s language changes. TWS deleted “in 
accordance with management actions... etc.” and simplified it to “accordance with the RMP”. There is 
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confusion about the differences between versions because Dan’s version had untracked changes. TWS took 
out stone extraction. Steve suggests taking a step back and starting with the original proposal. Dan says TWS 
removed the first two bullets and added roads open/closed would continue to be open/closed, respectively, 
and commercial timber would be prohibited. Mike Smith asks whether Dave and Bill Landing wanted to 
prohibit commercial timber, and Dave and Mike Henn say no. Dave says this needs to wait for Bill. Mike 
Smith sees a conflict between the bullet limiting activities on roads and existing two tracks. Mike Henn says 
he’s trying to echo a seasonal closure that already occurs. Mike Smith asks whether he’s okay keeping 
existing activities on roads except during seasonal closures, which would be continued. Mike Henn guesses 
yes, and Monte says that’s what Bill Landing implied when they were up there. Dan’s proposal is to close the 
area to close the area to oil and gas, stone extraction, and mechanized vehicles off of existing roads. He 
would take out language allowing grazing activities because they’re already allowed. Monte says there are 
two locations that would save the county a lot of money if they could take gravel out. Dan says they need 
clarification from Bill on what the rock extraction means, as well as the temporary roads... it may not be a 
big deal to conservation interests. Mike Smith says Bill explained to him that geophysical exploration would 
relate to testing for activities in surrounding areas. Steve asks whether Dan feels the need to have these 
items there if they are already in the management plan? Coke says then why not just release it? Dan says 
because there are some special prohibitions. Mike Smith clarifies that those prohibitions include oil and gas 
exploration and commercial timber harvest. The committee decides to ask Bill about the rock extraction and 
geophysical testing. Mike Crosson agrees with Dan that his position on those items depends on Bill’s 
answers to those questions. Mike Henn asks where they are sitting with the forest management practices – 
commercial timber sales or no? They decide to vote under Dave’s proposal which would allow it. Dan 
clarifies that the roadless rule does not prohibit timber sales for a specified purpose, and says the last 
timber sales that took place in Sublette County happened under that rule. Dan asks whether it would work 
for Mike Henn if commercial timber harvest were allowed not for a sawmill but to prevent wildfires, 
improve habitat, etc.? Mike Henn says yes. Steve suggests replacing that language with something that 
captures the intent they’ve agreed upon.  
 
The group moves on to discuss the Thumb, where the dispute surrounds hard v. soft release. Dave says he’s 
not getting rid of hard yet. Steve says he’s going to do two polls on the Rock Creek NCA concept and the 
ACEC concept.  
 
Straw poll 
 
Do you support the Rock Creek National Conservation Area Concept? 
 
Mike Smith 3 
Mike Crosson 1 
Dan Smitherman 3 
Dave Bell 2 
Coke Landers 4 
Mike Henn 4 
Monte Skinner 1 
 
Do you support the ACEC concept? 
Mike Smith 1 
Mike Crosson 4 
Dan Smitherman 4 
Dave Bell 1 
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Coke Landers 1 
Mike Henn 1 
Monte Skinner 1 
 
 Do you want to remove hard release from the thumb proposal? 
 
Mike Smith 3 
Mike Crosson 2 
Dan Smitherman 1 
Dave Bell 5 
Coke Landers 3 
Mike Henn 3 
Monte Skinner 1 
 
Do you want to keep hard release in the thumb proposal? 
 
Mike Smith 1 
Mike Crosson 3 
Dan Smitherman 5 
Dave Bell 1 
Coke Landers 1 
Mike Henn 1 
Monte Skinner 1 
 
The West Lake Management Area would be closed to oil and gas leasing and closed seasonally to motorized 
use. The three questions for Bill are what does geophysical exploration using heliportable methods, what 
would the degree of rock extraction be, and how much would motorized access be restricted/is this the 
same as existing rules. The group decides to wait to straw vote on this until they get clarification. Steve 
points out that Scab creek is the biggest hurdle. Mike Henn says the committee would be doing a big 
injustice if that fell into disarray and that removed horse access to Bridger wilderness. Mike Smith asks 
whether there’s a way to make it effectively wilderness but allow chainsaws for trail maintenance? Monte 
says he had a pack trip with 7 elderly people through Scab Creek and when they went up it was in pretty 
good shape and when they came back a big rock had fallen in the way. The group’s next meetings are 
scheduled for 1 – 5 p.m. on April 12th and 9 – 1 a.m. on April 13th.  
 
Public Comment 
Elaine Crumpley teaches outdoor education and leadership. She thanks everyone for serving on this 
committee. She’s concerned about the word wilderness coming up as a bad word. She says that mindset is 
poison, and wants to think not just about human access but the integrity of the whole area – not 
fragmenting it. She says we are here for the wildlife, the outdoor experience, the economy, and we don’t 
want to sell it all down the river for the W word. She served on a consensus board for the DEQ and she 
knows it’s really hard, but she hopes they’ll reach out to constituents to ask their opinion and teach them 
what wilderness is and is not. She hopes they’ll think about whether the decision will protect what they care 
about for a long time. 
 
Joy Ulford says she was disappointed that there weren’t enough hard copies of the proposals to go around, 
and she’d like to see more of this information online now that people are paying attention.  
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Mary Jones with the permittees that graze on the Upper North is most familiar with Lake Mountain. She 
appreciates the effort to keep grazing there and not tie their hands with the NEPA process. The Rock Creek 
ACEC – she agrees that something needs to be done about the trout, but an ACEC is more flexible. With 
timber sales and commercial timber, she’s leery of putting in language prohibiting timber sales. She uses the 
Wyoming range as an example, where trees are being burned for forest health/wildlife habitat even though 
extraction has been requested.  
 
Dave reports that he’d attempted to schedule an open house, but canceled in part because Steve wasn’t 
available. He says no one on the committee needs to come, but he needs Steve there to moderate. He can’t 
answer questions for the committee, so he’d encourage the committee to come. The date for that meeting 
is TBD.  
 

 

 
Next Meeting  
April 12, 2018 
County Weed and Pest 
Pinedale, WY 
1PM 
 

 


