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Carbon County WPLI Advisory Committee 
Meeting Summary 

April 3, 2018 
Jeffery Center, Rawlins WY 

 

     

Committee Members Present: 
Pat Rollison, Sportsmen 
Jeff Streeter, Conservation 
Dave Throgmorton, Energy 
Joe Parsons, Conservation District 
Connie Wilbert, Non-Motorized 
Shaleas Harrison, General Public,  
Glen Alameda, Agricultural Organizations 
 
Late Arrivals: 
John Espy, County Commissioner 
John Johnson, County Commissioner  
Joan McGraw, Motorized Recreation 
 
 
 
Members Absent: Leanne Correll, General Public 
 

Others Present: 
Steve Smutko, UW Haub School 
Nicole Gautier, UW Haub School  
Andy Mowrey, BLM 
Gary and Judy Raymond, Ferris Mountain Ranch 
Chris Jorgensen, public 
Benjy Duke, A Bar A Ranch 
Steff Kessler, Wyoming Outdoor Council 
Kristen Gunther, Wyoming Outdoor Council 
Robert Martinez, Stone Ranch 
Doug Moore, Stone Ranch 
Dan Sabrosky, public 
Cork Meyer, public 
Matt Johnson, public 
Marty Annis, public 
Dennis Carpenter, BLM 
 

Agenda 
Public Comment 
 
Old Business: 

1. Approve February 26, 2018 meeting minutes 
 

2. Prepare for public meeting  
 
New Business: 

1. Begin work on recommendations for 
Prospect Mountain WSA: 

A. Review pertinent information to re-
familiarize the committee with the 
WSA 

B. Generate specific proposals such as 
lines on maps and/or management 
prescriptions 

C. Discuss how each proposal meets 
your interests 

D. Seek agreement on a draft 
recommendation for Prospect 
Mountain WSA 

 

Handouts 
1. Agenda 
2. Prospect Mountain Assessment and 

Recommendation Framework 
3. Feb. meeting summary 
4. Prospect Mountain Public Comments 
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Actions Taken 
1. Nicole Gautier will upload informational documents on public land designation options and the 

PowerPoint slideshow presented at todays meeting to the Carbon County WPLI website. She will 
print public comment handouts for the April 10th public meeting in Encampment. 

2. The committee will hold an additional public meeting to gather comment in lieu of drafted 
recommendations 

3. Andy Mowrey will find information on grazing leases  
4. The three proposals on the table will be written up for the next meeting 

 
 

Meeting Summary 
 
The committee reviewed a slideshow prepared for the public portion of the meeting, to be presented by 
Dave Throgmorten, covering Carbon WPLI background and purpose. The committee agreed any final 
recommendations would receive a public comment period, and that the committee would convene a final 
time to address those comments. Steve Smutko shared reminders on the purpose of negotiation. Consensus 
protocol was discussed. Connie Wilbert, Shaleas Harrison, Jeff Streeter, and Joe Parsons shared proposals 
for Prospect Mountain WSA. The second portion of the meeting was open to public comment.  
 

2:05PM Dave Throgmorten calls meeting to order 
 
The county commissioners (John Espy and John Johnson) and Joan McGraw were delayed at a county 
commissioner meeting, and Leanne Correll was absent due to a BLM meeting. 
The February meeting minutes were approved.  
 
The committee reviewed a slideshow Steve Smutko prepared for the public portion of the meeting, 
beginning at 5PM. Edits were suggested by the committee, including clarifications to the Encampment River 
Canyon WSA boundary and adding ‘historic grazing’ as a WSA use. Steve Smutko asked how many grazing 
permittees use Ferris Mountains WSA. Glen Alameda said offhand, he thought seven or eight that he knows 
of.  
 
Prospect abuts Platte River Wilderness (going through WSA descriptions) 
Spring/summer 2018 final recommendations to county commissioners, management options being 
considered, range of options being considered, designation title and management options. Time for 
questions/comments.  
Harrison structure or installation (prohibited uses). Steve takes that point out. Harrison commercial use is 
allowed in wilderness.  
Steph Kessler there is permitted commercial outfitters in wilderness.  
Jeff Streeter have to be permitted in wilderness to conduct commercial services (special provisions slide)  
 
Judy Raymond commented that the public radio announced the public meeting starts at 4 rather than 5.  
 
Glen Alameda asked if an additional public meeting would be held after the committee drafts a consensus 
recommendation. Joe Parsons said he was under impression that was a requirement. Shaleas Harrison 
agreed. Joe Parsons asked if committees in different counties put out their recommendation for comment. 
Steph Kessler responded that there was a 30 to 45-day comment period. Parsons said he thought that was 
appropriate.  
 
Dave Throgmorten noted that Senator Barrasso was in town, and if he’d known, he would have invited him, 
but the Senator had a full schedule. Throgmorten clarified that the committee needs to convene one more 
time to account for public comments before the recommendations go to the senator. 
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A member of the public asked when is enough is enough. He said he has dealt with government 
bureaucracies, every time you start something, things don’t stay like they are originally planned, and they 
keep wanting to add more wilderness. Throgmorten said enough is going to be enough when we have a 
recommendation, account for public comment, and send it to Barrasso. Throgmorten said there would be 
two more public meetings, a grace period for comments, and then the recommendations would be in 
Barrasso’s hands.  
 
New Business 
Steve Smutko presented ‘Purpose of Negotiation’ a presentation to get the committee thinking about the 
final agreement. He acknowledged it was going to be a difficult task to thread the needle. Smutko posed the 
question “what is the alternative to this committee coming up with a recommendation?” to the committee.  
Parsons responded that the WSAs remain as WSAs. 
Smutko asked about other alternatives. 
Connie Wilbert said for the immediate future, it would stay just like it is today. Throgmorten said the current 
legal designation would remain. Wilbert said if the committee doesn’t come up with some legal 
recommendation, that will remain unchanged. It takes Congress to change the designation.   
Smutko said the bottom line for the committee is whether they want to see change. He asked committee 
members to think about their MLATNA, and said the purpose is to achieve gains and to maximize gains of all 
parties. There is greater potential in Carbon because there is more land area. Smutko showed the Solution 
Possibilities Frontier and The Zone of Possible Agreement, which exists somewhere between 
conservationist’s max feasible and motorized’s max feasible. He said if you are making gains and nobody is 
losing, that is probably the best agreement you could reach.  
Smutko explains to public that this is the point where the negotiation begins. Proposal can come from 
anybody and go through consensus protocol, as written in the charter. Proposals will undergo polling, and 
straw polls are different that a final vote. Smutko said that for some of the committee, individuals will have 
to look at all four WSA proposals together and decide that way, rather than looking at them individually. He 
said that until final deal is made, changes can be made to proposals.  
 
Streeter asked if a vote were to be somewhere between a three and four (minor/major tweaking), if the 
committee should open it up to discussion about why. Smutko said that’s the whole process, yes.  
 
Consensus Discussion 
Wilbert asked question, about voting that was you said if someone votes a five that means they will not 
support the proposal, that means if this recommendation goes to county commissioners, meaning I will fight 
against it. Wilbert said her understanding was a non-consensus recommendation would not go to the 
county commissioners. Smukto responded that is up for the committee to decide. 
Wilbert said she didn’t understand that. Her understanding of the consensus process was that a non-
consensus recommendation doesn’t go forward.  
Smutko replied it’s not in the charter that way. He said when the committee gets to that point, if the 
committee gets to that point, that conversation must happen. The charter can be amended.  
Wilbert said she thought that was what the committee agreed to at the beginning of process. She said this 
question is coming up elsewhere, what people thought they agreed to.  
Smutko said the committee can have that conversation now or later. He said it is not in the WCCA 
guidelines, but in the WCCA FAQ, it is stated if there is significant disagreement, then WCCA will not forward 
that recommendation to Congress.  
Throgmorten asked if anyone else had that understanding, because he did. Harrison said she did. She asked 
if there are people that votes fives, if the WCCA will consider it significant disagreement.  
Wilbert said she didn’t think so. She said she was surprised to hear a different interpretation of what we 
agreed to at the beginning. Wilbert said what she hears Smutko saying, is that even if the committee 
doesn’t reach consensus, it doesn’t mean the committee can’t submit the recommendation to the county 
commissioners. The assumption she had been participating under was that the recommendation won’t go 
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forward if consensus is not reached. Smutko said there is nothing in the charter that says if consensus is not 
reached it won’t go to the commissioners.  
Wilbert asked if the committee agrees to use consensus, what is the point if the agreement goes forward 
without consensus, and what’s the point of a complicated voting scheme. Smutko said to not do a majority 
vote. 
Streeter said we entered this endeavor knowing we have to compromise, and a five from a committee 
member would be something we would all take seriously, and is an indication we have to try a little harder. 
Harrison suggested saving the discuss until everyone was present. Alameda asked if the commissioners 
would have an answer for the committee.  
Wilbert said the county commissioners agreed with the charter and guidance from WCCA, and she doesn’t 
think it’s appropriate for the county commissioners as a body to tell the committee what to do. 
Smutko said the WCCA guidelines say consensus when practicable. 
 
Prospect Mountain WSA Proposals and Discussion 
Throgmorten suggested tabling that discussion until everyone is present. The committee began work on 
recommendations for Prospect Mountain. Maps of Prospect Mountain WSA were passed around. 
Joan McGraw arrives (3:13)  
Smutko asked if anyone was prepared to enter a proposal. Connie Wilbert said she had a proposal. Smutko 
projected the WYGIS map. 
 
Connie Wilbert-Shaleas Harrison (?) Proposal 
Harrison pointed out the Platte River Wilderness adjacent to Prospect WSA (to the east), and the Savage 
Run Wilderness to the north, and pointed out the areas the committee visited on their field trip. She 
highlighted the problematic road on the northern boundary. Harrison said due to the location and proximity 
to wilderness areas, Prospect Mountain WSA was a great candidate for wilderness. She believes the land 
owners around the area were supportive of wilderness designation, and even an expansion to make Savage 
Run and Platte River Wilderness contiguous. Harrison displayed the road layer, and mentioned the southern 
part of the state was lacking in opportunities to ride for multiple days without hitting a road. She mentioned 
the opportunity to seek solitude, to be away from machines, as something that is becoming less and less 
prevalent in our culture. She said she thinks the committee needs to talk about this road, and brought up 
Vern Lovejoy’s options, including a road that exists elsewhere for better access with a better grade. She 
asked if Jeff Streeter could speak to the river access issues.  
Wilbert added that the existing road is the boundary down to the river. She said one potential thing she’d 
like to discuss is recommending the existing WSA for wilderness. Additionally, there are some old roads to 
the north, and she mentioned closing and reclaiming those old road, as well as have a more northerly route 
as access to the river that is easier to maintain and safer.  
 
Throgmorten asked how many acres of USFS is in that area.  
Harrison and Wilbert concurred roughly the same.  
Wilbert said if the proposal moves forward, a land transfer from BLM to National Forest, instead of separate 
management, might be worth pursuing.   
Throgmorten so we have a proposal in front of us for a WSA, thank you 
Alameda commented at the ranch on the field trip, they were not opposed to wilderness. He said the only 
problem in his mind is ag, and going from the BLM to USFS could bring some differences. He said rancher 
awareness is needed. Wilbert said with what wilderness designation confers, those issues could and should 
be worked out. Grazing continues as it does now when it becomes wilderness. She said she doesn’t believe 
grazing would be affected. 
Alameda said USFS permits vs BLM permits is a nightmare. He said the USFS does not regulate grazing as the 
BLM does, and he’d like to look into it. Wilbert asked if we didn’t suggest a change in management agency, 
if that would address that concern? Alameda responded that would address the concern. He said if you left 
it BLM, without intermingling with USFS, it would be easier to deal with. 
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Smutko asked if information was needed on grazing leases.  
Alameda BLM help us out there, Saratoga or med bow FS to find out from range cons leases (ACTION Andy 
Mowrey will track that info down) 
Joe Parsons said he will talk to Big Creek. Smutko pointed out there is a map layer that displays grazing 
leases. A member of the public commented that Big Creek has the permit for that other section being 
discussed. 
Throgmorten asked if it was a two part proposal, make the WSA a wilderness area, and the other piece 
being a wilderness extension.  
Harrison said if the Wilderness were expanded, you’d have to allow river access for guides and 
fishermen/women. An idea that came from Vern Lovejoy’s proposal (Option C) Harrison said she would like 
to hear about what people have to say about the implications of using an old USFS road and closing the BLM 
road. She asked if people are attached to that road. Harrison said she wouldn’t be so open to have a cherry 
stemmed road. Address this road, or close it and have a different road. If serious, someone should go out 
and walk it.  
Rollinson said that road has been there for a long time. That road we are proposing, I don’t know that would 
be an easy access, doesn’t go to the river now. Honestly don’t know if that would be a better route.  
Rollinson said he was not too sure A Bar A would want that to happen, that their land is just there below 
other road. He asked if the road could just be left where it is. He suggested putting interest in the WSA, and 
letting the BLM fix up the road.  
Benjy Duke, an employee A Bar A, commented. As a representor of landowner, he mentioned the negative 
impacts of public access at their doorstep instead of upstream.  
Jeff Streeter said he endorses wilderness designation for the existing WSA, keeping the road where it is, 
mitigating erosion coming off the hill, and encouraging the BLM to do cursory repair. He asked if it was 
possible to make the road on the east side passable. He said there is little parking at the boat ramp which is 
good and bad, and if there is another road, it would further open up the existing Platte River wilderness to 
more use, which he struggles with. Streeter spoke Spur Outfitters, and they would like to see the existing 
road improved, and call it good. He mentioned two public comments, one from a CO outfitter endorsing a 
new road. Streeter said the committee should take the comments seriously, but with an understanding a 
new road would be enhancing a CO business man’s WY business. Streeter said the Wilderness proposal for 
USFS lands to the north is viable discussion point, but for now he would like to focus on the WSA.  
 
Alameda asked if the BLM had looked into the Prospect Mountain Road.  
Andy Mowrey responded that the BLM has maintenance scheduled for the Prospect Mountain road and 
know to avoid the right side of road. He said the BLM is going to go in and do passable maintenance. 
Mowrey looked at BLM road maintenance policy, and the Prospect Mountain Road is maintenance level 
three, so it only needs maintenance when erosional features impact the road. 
Wilbert asked if the committee actually is considering a recommendation that would result in closure and a 
different route, if it would that make sense to stay in close communication with the BLM and not do 
upgrade. Mowrey responded that maintenance is part of normal budget, if the committee chose a different 
direction, building a new road would require funding. The BLM is just fixing erosional features. 
 
Throgmorten asked Pat Rollison for his opinion. 
Rollison said he would like to see it wilderness, and his concern is for the wildlife and wildlife habitat. He 
said to protect anything for those purposes, you almost have to set it aside as Wilderness, or twenty years 
from now it can be opened up for anything. Rollison said Prospect Mountain WSA itself does not necessarily 
have wilderness potential, but it borders wilderness areas, so why change it.   
 
3:45PM John Johnson and John Espy arrive. 
 
Joe Parsons Proposal  
Parsons said he is struggling with this one. The Wilderness Act calls for a minimum of 3000 acres, although it 
can be less if adjoining, but in this case, there are two different land management agencies, which adds a 
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degree of complexity to management. Parsons said he has been thinking about a release with some 
administrative restrictions to curtail mining or new roads. He thinks that would cover most of what you can 
do and issues with wildlife. Parsons said the area is used by a lot of nonresident hunters, and they would 
then need an outfitter to access that area. Appreciate it is attached to wilderness, complexity to situation 
(management agencies) 
Harrison asked how Parsons thought the BLM would manage differently than USFS.  
Parsons replied it wouldn’t necessarily be different, but for the BLM it would be a management hassle, and 
the USFS is already managing that area as wilderness.  
Wilbert said she didn’t understand the problem, or what would change for the BLM and its management. 
Parsons replied that the BLM currently doesn’t have wilderness in Carbon County. Wilbert asked what the 
increased burden is. Parsons said it’s different, so it’s going to be difficult.  
Mowrey commented that administratively, the BLM would have to do an amendment to the RMP. Parsons 
said that would come about anyway. Mowrey said the WSA handbook has some differences, but falls back 
on the Wilderness Act. 
Joan McGraw thanked Parsons, and said her initial thought was probably wilderness, but she is concerned 
about hunters coming in and having to have an outfitter. She asked Mowrey if a Wilderness designation 
effects the BLM’s ability to maintain the road. Mowrey responded that while the right side of the road is the 
boundary, it wouldn’t really change anything, it’s still a level three road.  
 
4PM Ten minute break 
 
Smutko clarified the proposals on the table. 
 

1. Designate WSA and move the road (Connie Wilbert and Shaleas Harrison) 
2. Designate WSA as wilderness and move boundary south so BLM can maintain the road (Jeff 

Streeter) 
3. Designate as Special Management Area, stipulations TBA. No new roads, existing uses such as 

grazing permitted. (Joe Parsons) 
 

Smutko asked Parsons about oil and gas parsons no new uses, maintain existing uses as is. Harrison asked 
about surface occupancy. Parsons responded no new use. He said his stipulations would include existing 
uses such as grazing and road maintenance, but does not propose new roads into the interior.  
 
Connie Wilbert asked Joe Parsons to help her understand why Parson’s proposal is better for him then 
leaving it as a WSA. Parsons replied he didn’t know that it would be better than leaving it as a WSA. His 
concern is non-resident hunters. He said by definition a WSA is supposed to lead to something or another, 
making it Wilderness takes away hunter access. He doesn’t see the benefit of making it wilderness. 
 
Johnson said he would rather get out in front of it the federal legislature, as the WSA designation is 
vulnerable. Wilbert said she doesn’t agree with that. 
Smutko said there is a difference between soft release and special management with stipulations. Hard 
release means it will never be a candidate for wilderness again. Soft release goes to the agency Resource 
Management Plan (RMP).  
There was a discussion over the definition of soft release.  
Harrison read from a fact sheet that soft release eliminates section 603 of FLMPA, which authorizes the BLM 
to manage a released WSA in accordance with local land use plan. Wilbert said in the meantime, WSAs are 
managed in accordance to the current Resource Management Plan. There is a distinction between that and 
considering some other designation. She said that is completely different then release, which puts it back 
into BLM land management.  
 
Smutko you get an opportunity to communicate to congress this is what we want. 
Johnson we get to dictate management  
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Wilbert recommend, not dictate 
Throgmorten, first public comment, any guarantee, once it hits DC, all bets off part of public concern 
 
Espy asked Parsons if he had an idea for what he would like to call his proposal. Parsons replied he had 
thought about designations such as a National Recreation Area, National Conservation Area...but they have 
some distinct differences he needs to go back though.  So, no, not at this time but he thinks there are some 
designations out there that would fit.  
Harrison brought up a presentation given to the committee from a retired BLM employee.  
Smutko Diff conservation categories BLM currently uses.  
 
Wilbert said her understanding was you can chose what label you like, used elsewhere, then we can 
customize it how we want. Doesn’t come with prescribed rules. These other designations have a lot more 
flexibility.  
Parsons said his understanding from the get go was that Wilderness is set, but there is a host of other 
options and you can add stipulations.  
 
Smutko Sublette Dan S. identifying uses, ACTION send that language to you. All you have to do is specify 
what is not allowed, rather than say what is allowed.  
 
Throgmorten brought up scheduling and planning the next meeting and asked about holding extra meetings 
in order to get a recommendation in by late spring early summer. Wilbert said it was hard for her to add 
more meetings into this time period. Alameda concurred. Smutko suggested the possibility of longer 
meetings. Nicole Gautier sent a Doodle poll out on April 3, and the date is TBA.  
 
Smutko mentioned he will be writing an article about WPLI for Western Confluence, and he’d like to feature 
what is happening in Carbon County. He asked if anyone on the committee had a problem with that.  
 
4:43PM Meeting adjourned. 
 
5-7PM Public Meeting  
Dave Throgmorten introduce himself as co-chair of the committee, and opened the public meeting. 
WPLI begun by WCCA – WSAs “in limbo”. National process, not just limited to carbon county. Group of 
volunteers. County commissioners chose to participate in statewide initiative. Throgmorten went through 
the slideshow.  
 
Public Comment 
Marty Annis. Annis asked the committee what they feel the benefit of designated wilderness is. Annis said 
he ranches on Ferris, and geographically it is wilderness. He said he doesn’t see the benefit to making it 
wilderness, that wilderness might cripple firefighting and the ability to address beetle kill. In his mind, 
wilderness is pulling back management options. 
Throgmorten clarified that Wilderness is just one option, and the goal is to take WSAs out of limbo. No 
decisions have been made yet.  
Annis asked why some people think wilderness would be a good option.   
Harrison thanked Annis, and said she comes from ag family, and she has respect for that, and recognizes 
farming is a big part of the economy. Harrison said she also values wilderness, and although she can’t say 
wilderness is best for Ferris at this time, in general Wilderness offers solitude. She said she’s been hearing 
the topography of Ferris already provides that. She said it does right now, but it may not in the future, as 
machines and population advance. Wilderness protects those values. Conflicts with mining, maybe ranching, 
grazing leases grandfathered in. Harrison said a wilderness designation benefits wild and scenic values.  
 
Denise White. White shared that she is a fifth generation Carbon County native. She said she remembers 
when there were no fences, and not a rancher that wouldn’t let you hunt, but that is not the case anymore. 
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White lives in Encampment, and has seen the onslaught of northern Colorado. She said there is no respect, 
they take four wheelers anywhere, leave trash. She guarantees you someone will find oil or want to build 
wind. She said she has a four wheeler, a snowmobile, and she is respectful, but that is not true of the people 
coming into the valley. White said Adobe Town is in her heart with this. She said there is no more land being 
made by like this, and we know how fragile this lands is. Once we start to build roads, once we start to drill, 
ten thousand people are going to try it. Then we no longer have those areas. White said people that chose 
to live in WY deal with inconveniences like lower wages, driving for medical because they love this country 
and what it offers. White said we’re losing it. She continued that she is not big on government control, but 
thinks we have to take some kind of action to protect the land we have left that hasn’t been inundated by 
modernization. White said ranchers and farmers respect the land, take care of the land, but she is seeing a 
group of people who are not doing that. She said that is her reasoning for supporting wilderness. She 
doesn’t want it to interfere with ranching, but she thinks we need to protect this. She said she has not 
always been that way, but she is seeing the onslaught and it is coming quickly. White said there are 
concessions, and levels of wilderness being worked on that trying not to interfere with livelihood and 
recreation.  
Annis said layers in levels of protection is one thing, and he doesn’t t know if this group is thinking total 
wilderness, which has strict rules. He said if you can’t maintain forest health, you are shooting yourself in 
the foot. Denise W committee knows that, asking for out input, talked to Jeff considerably, looking at those 
layers. Have to work with public too.  
 
Chris Jorgenson. Jorgenson said he is a transplant to Carbon County. He described himself as a refugee of 
sorts. He grew up in Summit County, UT, in the south end of county, and Park City is on the west end of 
county, and he grew up in a ranching, farming, logging community. Jorgenson said we’re all conservationists 
in away. He said the recreation industry is harder on the natural resources on the long term then the oil 
pads that have reclamation requirements, and a big part of the Wilderness Act is recreation. Want people to 
come and recreate. In the High Uintas there are a lot people, no longer wilderness just a place with no 
roads. Real wilderness, not just a diff color on map, think about adage of sweet fishing hole don’t tell your 
brother in law about it. Jorgenson said his community is gone, the sweet rural people, the farmers and 
ranchers are gone. He said now you can’t walk dog down road without a leash, and sheep ranchers Pyrenees 
keep getting stolen. There is not the wilderness, make a legal description for a small amount of area, the 
rest of the county goes with it. I urge people in the county to consider where we want to go. Jorgenson said 
recreation will hammer the community.  
 
Jim McNeise. McNeise said his property is in close proximity to Bennett WSA. He said that area has a power 
line right on the border, and he doesn’t understand how it could be designated wilderness with 
infrastructure right next to it. Throgmorten said he didn’t have an answer at the moment, but be assured 
that will be addressed.  
 
A member of the public asked if Ferris becomes wilderness, what about the wolves? He also mentioned a 
dangerous gas plant. Throgmorten replied that when the committee gets to Ferris, that will be part of the 
conversation.  
John Johnson asked the public to focus on recommendations for these WSAs rather than questions, it would 
help the committee. 
 
Jim McNeise said he would Bennett Mountains for multiple use. 
Denise White commented that there are level of multiple use. She suggested people review designations in 
order to be up to speed. The committee is looking for designation suggestions. She said Ferris is a quagmire 
because of ruggedness and grazing. She said in order to help this committee we need to educate ourselves, 
and come up with recommendations.  
 
Shaleas Harrison asked the public what they what like to see continue, what types of multiple use.  
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Jim McNeise said the area he is familiar with is grazing, although he is sure there is recreation and hunting 
up there. He would be opposed to people running all over, but not stopping four wheelers, stopping people 
from walking. He said he doesn’t want big brother telling people they can’t do anything.  
 
John Johnson mentioned the strict timeline, and encouraged the public not to wait on comments.  
 
Dan Sabrosky, Casper. Sabrosky asked if Barrasso has some input after the counties get done and 
recommendations go to WCCA, and if Barrasso is going to write a bill. John Espy replied that to his 
understanding, Senator Barrasso’s staff is prepared for this when it comes. Barrasso’s staff will put it into bill 
form. Each county will have a separate paragraph, and each recommendation for each WSA will be a 
separate sub paragraph so they are not all tied together. If there is real heartburn with one of 
recommendations, just that one paragraph can be removed without tanking whole bill. 
Sabrosky said to follow up, though it is important we are discussing this, these committees do not have 
teeth or power. He said when that bill goes to committee and the special interest groups get involved, is 
when we have to wake up and pay attention. He said the biggest stakeholders are ranchers, but they are on 
the bottom of the list. Sabrosky said rules are easy to change in wilderness area, that allotments will 
disappear, which is the ultimate goal of special interests groups. Sabrosky said he appreciate what the 
committee is doing.  
 
Jean Fohl, (spelling may be incorrect) Rawlins. Fohl said he is a twenty year resident of Wyoming. He asked 
the committee to please remember management with common sense means a whole bunch. Fohl said 
when you get the federal government involved you can have problems. The sportsmen, outdoor hikers will 
appreciate common sense.  
 
Marty Annis asked if the public writes recommendations, will the committee review them? 
Throgmorten replied yes, and the sooner the committee hears from you, the more we can incorporate your 
ideas. Dan Sabrosky mentioned that on the WPLI website, all the letters that have come in are posted.  
 
Denise White asked where can people find those designations so if we write letters, we can write informed.  
Steve Smutko introduced himself, and said that information can be found on the Carbon WPLI website.  
 
Chris Jorgenson. asked why we are putting wilderness areas on the maps. He said let’s not put flashing lights 
on these places, and that you can’t hike in high Uinta’s without seeing people. He said he knows it is going 
against economic interests of the state, but it is hard on communities. Jorgenson said let’s keep them 
multiple use with a couple stipulations.   
 
Jeb Stuart. (spelling may be incorrect) Stuart said his position is that all WSAs remain as they are, or be 
recommended for full wilderness designation. He said he’d like to remind everyone that wilderness is part of 
multiple use management. The amount of WSAs in Carbon right now is relatively small. He said he shudders 
to think what Ferris would like when they build wind towers right up to edge to them. Stuart said you can 
craft legislation for wolf management, and the law in Wyoming right now is that if you see a wolf, you shoot 
it.  He said he doesn’t see any fear from that. Stuart said he would provide more focused comments at the 
next meeting. He continued that these WSAs have been around for a long time without any ill effects, and 
only positive impacts. These protections in and of themselves made these places more special today. Stuart 
said we watch other special places experience resource degradation from ATV use, and idiots who drag their 
appliances to these places then shoot the shit out them. Stuart said these designations does do something 
to keep these special places special for all of us.  
 
Denise White said protect it or lose it. 
A member of the public asked what is being protected. White responded protection from oil wells, drilling. 
She mentioned Adobe Town WSA, that there is some reason to believe it was the center of continent when 
it was once mass. Sweetwater County has chosen not to protect it, and drilled up to edge. White said there 
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are artifacts other there, that it is one of least studied areas. The road and wells be there out here for 
eternity. She said she understands is being said about red flags, but if you open up that up, there will be four 
wheelers. White said Adobe Town is not something we can afford to lose it as a society.  
Throgmorten said lets stick to the four WSAs in Carbon County.  
 
Rollinson said to look at the west slope of Colorado. If something isn’t protected, if we could leave these 
areas as is, that would be wonderful, but you are going to see changes. He said Land taken over by the 
states, you let that happen, tell you as a sportsmen’s, our sport cannot manage state land they have now. A 
major fire sale, want to get rid of em, when that happened, you’re going to see some rich dude, Saratoga 
prime example, people that have a lot of wealth, they want to own land.  He said look at Elk Mountain. 
Rollison said we are going to see land bought up and closed off, and what bothers him is what can happen 
twenty years from now.  
 
Throgmorten said the committee is trying to make decisions about these four areas that are solid and will 
endure.  
 
Dan Sabrosky said this won’t be a popular view, but the founding fathers never envisioned public lands. He 
said we’ve gone outside constitution in many areas. Ideally decisions need to be down here at the county 
level. Sabrosky said he doesn’t see us selling off every acre to private ownership  
 
Throgmorten asked the public to keep the conversation relevant to the four specific areas.  
 
Benjy Duke A Bar A Ranch. Comment on Prospect, consideration of designating that as Wilderness, in our 
opinion doesn’t change our business or use of land or property, lot of recreation upstream of our property. 
Duke said A Bar A supports that, they like the relationships formed. Duke said the concern is if Prospect WSA 
does envelop Prospect road, and close, what the new access to river would be. He said it was of because 
some of the options discussed would point to new Prospect road basically at front door of A Bar A. It would 
be an issue because it would put more people on the edge of the private property boundary. Duke said A 
Bar A is not against recreation, public users, or other outfitters. They would be very concerned about all the 
other roads we saw on the maps that would draw people closer to our property. Because of essence of the 
A Bar A, a guest ranch, it is a place where people can disconnect from cites and urban areas. A new road 
could change that for them. A Bar A values wild undeveloped land right out back door. Duke said they are 
okay with people hiking through Savage Run Wilderness, but it would negatively impact A Bar A if a new 
road cut through at the northern boundary.  
 
Rollison suggested addressing the road at a different time, at the BLM meeting. He said he doesn’t see any 
sense in building another road to the river. A new road is not a necessity. Rollison said he loves wilderness, it 
is a place you can go to find yourself. To know that you have a little solitude. Rollison said to enjoy 
wilderness you have to be a person that goes and uses it.  
 
Streeter suggests breaking into small groups, if people want to talk to committee members individually.  
Throgmorten thanks the public for coming, and their interest and participation.  
 

 

Next Meeting 
           TBA 

 


