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On Sept 13, 2002, the Teton Area Advisory Forum (TAAF) held a 
“Mapping Party” at Grand Targhee Resort. Approximately 22 Wyoming 
and 50 Idaho residents participated in brainstorming potential futures for 
the Teton Valley. 
 
The following summary attempts to capture the events and ideas of that 
evening.  While not a formal report, it does give a visual representation of 
what was discussed in each of the working groups.  It is organized as 
follows: 
 

News clippings published both before and after the event 
 
Photos of the actual maps and comments developed by the 
participants 
 
And finally a summary of general comments at the end of the 
session
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After Dinner, participants 
received a brief orientation 
before grouping into ten tables 
of 6-8 people. 
 
Each table was charged with 
drawing a map of how they 
would like to see the valley in 
the future. 
 
Maps were color coded as to 
the type of land use. 
 
At the end of the evening the 
groups were asked to describe 
their vision and the nature of 
their discussions. 
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Table 1. 
 
We talked about maintaining and expanding 
a bit on the scenic corridor from 100 to 350 
feet on either side.  
 
Talked about maintaining a 1/2 mile space 
on either side of the river.   
 
Scenic Vistas are a major concern we want 
to regulate the ridge top development or 
reflective surface development.    
 
We had a raging controversy over 
development of commercial space in Alta, 
couldn’t come to consensus.   
 
We want architectural restraints on the 
airport. 
 
 We are unanimous that we don’t want 
commercial air traffic into the valley. 
 
We talked about agriculture and open 
spaces and trying to preserve as much as 
possible. 
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Table 2.   
 
Our approach was to go from the middle of 
the city out.  We kept Victor, Driggs, Tetonia 
downtown small, surrounded by increasing 
levels of development. 
 
We want to preserve the views on the west 
side, lots of open land to keep vistas.   
 
No commercial development in Alta as 
necessary but state line road could have 
some to satisfy the need.  
 
We think the state should purchase the land 
west of town that’s river and marsh. 
 
A bike path along the river in addition to what 
we have.  
 
We like ag where it is and would like to 
maintain it. 
 
The airport should be on the N end of the 
county and could supply the valley.   
 
We felt that a recreational trail through the 
ridge line on the west side would be great.   
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Table 3.   
 
Low density into Alta from town.  
 
Don’t want commercial development 
between Driggs and Alta –there’s some 
now but no more.   
 
We used orange for bike baths to connect 
Tetonia, Victor, Driggs, Alta and around 
this whole area. One branch would loop 
west from Driggs and then head south to 
Victor around the highway.   
 
We didn’t have any controversy with 
commercial in Alta but did put a tiny dot in 
where Teton teepee is. 
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Table 4. 
 
We identified two areas which could be problematic: 
 
1. We think there will be pressure for commercial 

development at the airport we think it’s impact 
needs to be addresses. 

2. The other area is heavy industrial use, we 
identified some areas for light industrial (around 
the airport) and we think there should be some 
heavy industrial identified by the county. It’s so 
controversial we couldn’t select a site but would 
like the county to plan for it.  

 
We’d like the 3 cities architecturally different.  There 
needs to be a doorway into each of the little towns 
along the highway to define them as different.   
 
We’d like the towns developed in doughnuts with 
high density in the center and build out with less.   
 
One of our strong points is no strip malls along the 
highways.  If you start to increase the density the 
price goes up.   
 
The funny orange areas are zones to maintain public 
access to public land.  We don’t want private 
property blocking access to public lands.



TAAF   

Page 11 of 18  Draft by Wilderness Systems and Technologies 

Table 5.  
 
We are trying to preserve a definition of child 
abuse—a farmer leaves his farm to his child. 
 
Criteria before we start is to make sure we have 
an infrastructure in place...police, fire, schools, 
roads, county road plan, emphasizing safety, 
recreation parks and social services in place.  
We need a handle on things this vital. 
 
The sewer needs to be emphasized rather than 
septic system, adequate water system, public 
transportation system.  
 
We’d like to find a way to make things equitable 
for farmers.  Some farms are more amenable to 
development than others.  If there was an 
equitable way to encourage conservation 
easements so others could develop.  Some 
farmers have to sell because of economics.  
 
Need impact fees.  Taxes from development 
should bring in 2/3 of the development fees. 
 
County set up a nonprofit to go after money to 
help with the planning process, we are in the big 
leagues and our planning dept isn’t in that 
category now.  
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Table 6. 
 
Open space and ag land was priority one. 
 
Maintain integrity of the river corridor. 
 
Commercial stuff concentrated around towns 
possible expanding to cottonwood corner and 
Alta. 
 
Limit commercial zones where housing is under 
development. 
 
High density housing around towns including ski 
hill road and east. 
 
We thought the area around the airport made 
sense for industrial. 
 
Encourage PUDs and clustering of homes to try 
to maintain open space.  Keeping in mind 
where sewer infrastructure is logical to expand 
between Tetonia and Driggs. 
 
Scenic corridors all over the place, north of 
Driggs, out of Felt 
 
State should consider a bypass for the valley 
and make it a scenic corridor 
 
Need path ways, 
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Table 7.  
 
We want the valley to always be a welcoming 
place.  Limit industrial, commercial and high 
density uses to appropriate areas.  To maintain 
healthy and affordable communities   keep 
density in communities. 
 
Recognize 2nd homes are a large part of our 
economy and maintain that.  
 
Industrial west of Tetonia, Victor area. 
 
The riparian areas need to be maintained for 
wildlife, scenic values.  Allow developments up 
to riparian areas but not in them.  Commercial 
development in towns. 
 
Looked at isolated islands, convenience type of 
growth, fox creek area, area around 500 North 
and the area around the drive in. 
 
Scenic corridors identified an alternate route on 
the west side of the valley. 
 
Limit development in design and architecture.  
Preserve open space in corridors.  Looked at 
existing areas of low density north and east of 
Driggs...we have enough. May have more in the 
area north and east of Tetonia.   Ag lands we 
can never have enough of. 
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Table 8. 
 
We took a scenic tack with our proposal. 
 
Water will determine where we grow and how we 
live in the valley. 
 
Are we going to be an agricultural valley or a people 
valley? 
 
We want the major arteries to be scenic highways as 
well as the state roads coming into the valley.  The 
goal would be that as you drive through the valley it 
looks nice anywhere. 
 
If there is an establishment of a scenic corridor, what 
is the time frame to remove eyesores?   
 
We don’t know what would happen in Felt in 10 
years if ski hill road was a scenic corridor/ w/ bike 
path. 
 
Commercial west of Tetonia where there is some 
now...expand out a bit. 
 
No more low density development.  We could 
sustain our population growth in our established 
areas and maintain our ag area and vistas and 
assets into the future. 
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Table 9.  
 
Started with what exists seeing as there 
is a sewer line along the highway housing 
and no commercial along the highway. 
 
Use PUDs instead of developments of .. 
Blocks. 
 
Where does Driggs grow,  encourage that 
growth east into the gravel pits. 
 
Scenic corridors are either there or 
already gone. 
 
We put industrial by Victor let Victor grow 
in the areas it is already going. 
 
Put industrial by the airport. 
 
Plan to integrate our tourism industry with 
people traveling to Jackson. 
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Table 10. 
 
High density restricted to towns. 
 
Think we should encourage PUDs  
 
The east side of the highway is generally 2.5 
acre plots while the west is 20 - could use PUDs 
on either side. 
 
There’s already industrial along the highway- 
grandfather, new around airport. 
 
Keep commercial within the city impact areas.  
 
We are worried about all the stuff along the 
highway.  Scenic corridors are a nice thing 
 
Make all roads scenic byways.  
 
Important to get the cluster concept acceptable 
to farmers. They can make money on property 
and have the look of agricultural. 
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WRAP UP SESSION GENERAL COMMENTS 
 

 
·  People like having a community identity.  
·  Can we do something about what gravel pits look like? 
·  Sewer lines can be placed to make access possible and protect scenic resources. 
·  Who will write this? 
·  The task seems daunting but can be done by citizen planners. 
·  Does the county have plans for the gravel pit between Victor and Driggs? 
·  Concern about alternative transportation routes  
·  The comments made about agricultural land were appreciated, I’m a farmer, and I’d like to keep it always that way, but 

farming is no longer viable.  We are at the end of the line, have a short growing season, limited help.  To say to the 
farmer you can’t sell is a shame but to provide some kind of a development on a farm is difficult - you get complaints 
when you use chemicals, and run machinery.  Trout ranch is an experiment where the subdivision subsidizes the farm, 
but it’s not build out yet so don’t know if the experiment works.   

·  Teton Creek is working with set aside funds to a non profit to help social services 
·  Only 3/4 of the impact is paid only in the best of a development...we are looking at impact fees but the regulations are 

screwy.  It was costing us $60,000 to get $20,000.  Some of our developers are working with us in health and safety.   
The average subdivision is 11 additional trips a day per household.  Teton County doesn’t have the money to build that 
many more roads.  WE are asking the developers to work with us to get roads in place....$400'/lot is the average they 
are giving us. 

·  Impact fees....we have 250 permits a year if you have a $1000 a year for a permit could you take $100 to pay off 
Hoffman .....the problem isn’t the study.  The law also says you have to maintain them in separate funds and can only 
keep them for 5 years, they cannot be used to improve current roads but can be used to build new roads.  The study 
isn’t the thing, if you add $1000 to every building permit.....people screamed at 250 as making it too expensive to build. 
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Open space 
 
Scenic Byways 
 
Clustered Development 
 
Bike Paths 
 
Sense of Community 
 
Infrastructure 
 


