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Carbon County WPLI Advisory Committee 
Meeting Summary 

June 25, 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 
John Espy, County Commissioner 
John Johnson, County Commissioner  
Leanne Correll, General Public 
Joan McGraw, Motorized Recreation 
 
 
Members Absent: none 
 
 

Others Present: 
Steve Smutko, UW Haub School 
Nicole Gautier, UW Haub School  
David Keto, UW Extension 
Andy Mowrey, BLM 
Gary and Judy Raymond, Ferris Mountain Ranch 
Doug Moore, Stone Ranch 
Lynne Moore, Stone Ranch 
Steph Kessler, Wyoming Outdoor Council 
Carrie Cundall, Silver Spur Ranch 
Barbara Parsons, public 
Emma Diercks, Bigfoot 99 
Cecelia Last name?, public 

Agenda 

  

9:  Meeting Convenes  

 
Public Comment 
  

Old Business: 
1. Approve May 21, 2018 meeting minutes 

  

New Business (break for lunch around noon): 

1. Announcements; update on other WPLI 
committees 

2. Review and discuss status of proposals from 
the Options Matrix.  

A. Identify areas of agreement and negotiation 
challenges. 

3. Discuss proposals as a comprehensive 
package: how can individual proposals be 
packaged into a recommendation that best 
meets the interests of all committee 
members and constituents? Begin discussion 
of trade-offs. 

4. Work toward the development of a 
consensus recommendation. 

Handouts 
1. BLM mining claim maps provided by 

Andy Mowrey 
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5. Discuss next steps. 
  

Public Comment 
  

4:00  Meeting Adjourns 

Actions Taken 
1. Jeff Streeter will be in contact with Oddfellows about the proposed land swap in Encampment WSA. 

Within a week, he will meet with Joe Parsons at the Conservation District, and get lines on a map. 
 

Meeting Summary 
Public comment was given. The committee discussed what a potential agreement might look like. The 
committee then went through existing proposals and stipulations using the online matrix. Rationale for 
individual votes were discussed, and edits were made to the language of several stipulations. Grazing 
language in particular was refined. A significant amount of time was spent discussing uncertainties in a land 
swap proposal for Encampment River WSA. The committee ran out of time to fully discuss Ferris Mountains 
WSA.  
 

9:10 John Espy called the meeting to order. 
Steve Smutko introduced the videographer present, who was shooting B roll (with the sound off) to use for 
an instructional negotiation video highlighting Carbon County WPLI, to be used for training.  
 
Public Comment 
Steph Kessler, Wyoming Outdoor Council (WOC). Kessler thanked the committee for their hard work. She 
said she was impressed with this committee and their collaborative nature. Kessler noted that the Outdoor 
Council hasn’t formally weighed in on any kind of proposal. She said she wanted to take the time to talk 
about one of the WSAs from [WOCs] point of view, the Ferris Mountains. First, she gave the committee 
some background on WOC. Kessler said as a former county commissioner, she ran into conservation groups 
being painted with a broad brush. Kessler explained that WOC is a homegrown WY group that has existed 
for over 50 years, with a board representation of Wyoming folks, some members of which are ranchers, that 
really tries to represent the breadth of WY values. Kessler said she understands there are a lot of ag 
concerns about wilderness, and a lot is founded on a real concern about certainty or uncertainty. Kessler 
said [WOC] is not trying to push ranchers off public lands, that some groups in the state have a different 
mission, but that is not [WOCs]. Kessler said there are twenty one BLM WSAs in play in this WPLI process, 
and Ferris is the second largest. McCullough peaks have motorized use, but the Ferris Mountains are a block 
of tremendous unspoiled, rugged, primitive land. She said they fit almost more than any WSA in the state 
what wilderness represents, and are a state and regional landmark. The Ferris mountains are associated 
with the Oregon and Mormon trails and that viewshed. Kessler continued that a year ago, when 
conservation groups got together, Ferris came to the top of list as really important, really special, and she 
understands the ag community is concerned wilderness is a step to changing use or pushing use off. Kessler 
said she talked to Doug Thompson, a rancher, to understand this resistance. She said there is flexibility in 
the Wilderness Act to do a lot of things. Kessler said Thompson explained to her that the uncertainty is not 
in law, but how local BLM folks implement the law in the future. In Fremont county, written into their 
proposal for wilderness, the attachment of congressional guidelines you all have. That was helpful to 
understand. Kessler said she urges [the committee] to fully consider Wilderness and the flexibility to meet 
the needs of ag community. She suggested creating an advisory board to help with implementation to 
ensure the protections you want, to provide the assurances ag can continue, and put some if us on advisory 
board to help in future. And work with Barrasso staff to help to be a watch dogs, to make sure that 
implementation is carried out adequately, regardless of BLM staffers. Kessler spoke to the public hearings 
30 years ago, when everybody said it would be the end of the world, but how 30 years later, everyone likes 
the way [WSAs} are now. Kessler said she doesn’t think changing WSAs to Wilderness is going to change that 
attractiveness, they are rugged, and people are going to self-select. Kessler also expressed concerns about 
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trying to carry this package into congress. She said she really wants all this work to be successful, and thinks 
there is a national audience out there. Get it through congress, lands that belong to all Americans. Justify 
decisions made in the halls of Congress. Ferris recommended in ‘91 for wilderness. Barrasso recommended 
it for wilderness. She suggested the committee think long and hard whether a recommendation can make it 
in that scenario, and if you can’t go there, maybe just leave it as a WSA. Want us to be excited about 
working with something with you all in Congress, something you can pitch.  
 
Carry Cundall, intern for Silver Spur Ranch. Operations out of Saratoga and Encampment. Interested in 
Encampment River WSA 
 
Cecelia [last name], public. Cecelia - commented that she hopes everyone here is open minded. She said 
there are those that like to hike, and those that ranch. She encouraged the committee to look out for not 
our own interest, but the people around, and make it workable for everybody.  
 
Leanne Correll handed out maps provided by Andy Mowrey that included mining claim information: 
allotment boundaries, active mining claims, and water development like guzzlers.  
 
The May meeting minutes were approved.  
 
Old Business  
Steve Smutko provided updates from other committees. In Teton, the motorized constituents said they 
can’t support any proposals moving forward.  
 
Correll asked if the Sublette options went out for public comment. Smutko replied they are posted on the 
website and were written up in paper. Sublette chose not to hold public comment meeting specially, but it 
will be brought up at the BoCC meeting.  
 
Smutko said the desired outcome for today is to try and reach agreement for the designation and 
management of the WSAs. He posed the questions: What does agreement look like? And What do you need 
for an agreement?  
 
Jeff Streeter said no one gets everything they want, and because we’ve been so respectful, it is important to 
really take others opinions seriously, and not dismiss anyone’s point of view. He said his priorities are 
Encampment and Ferris, the most difficult and the most important, and that the decisions from those two 
WSAs are really telling on how well we have done as a committee.  
 
Shaleas Harrison shared some statistics about the four WSAs, which are almost 34 thousand acres, about 1.3 
percent of all federal land in Carbon County. She said that is pretty darn small, and they are wildlands, 
mostly roadless, that don’t have development intrusion form mining. She continued that there are people 
that still live and use the land, who economically depend on it, and acknowledgment of that stewardship is 
necessary. In general, wildlands across the West are diminishing. Fifth generation WY, grew up on a farm. 
Grew up recreating on wilderness areas. Incredible value for last remaining wilderness areas in WY. Just 
because they are the way they are now, doesn’t mean they won’t will be into future. Roadless because of 
special was designation. BLM managed them according to that status. Lease sales from Dept. of Interior. 
Nearly a million acres in the red desert. The only places that are off limits are the WSAs. Harrison said she 
already see these as protected landscapes, and does not feel threated by the Cheney bill. She said she does 
not feel the need to whittle away the last one percent of Carbon County federal lands for the sake of a few 
mining claims. She said the preservation of ranching can exist with wilderness. Harrison said it does not all 
need to be wilderness, and sees leeway with the Bennet Mountains. In general, Harrison said she wants to 
keep the last wildlands wild.  
Smutko asked Harrison what an agreement might look like. 
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Harrison responded that to fully release something without compensating for that elsewhere is pretty much 
non-negotiable.  She said these areas have been surveyed for minerals, and there aren’t any. Boundaries’ on 
Ferris, more less think it qualifies for wilderness. 
 
Joe Parsons commented that up until the matrix was finalized, he thought [an agreement] looked something 
like that, with ideas at both ends, common ground with protections in the middle. He said as it got 
formulated, it seemed like a lot of fives on the middle ground, and he has been pessimistic the last few days. 
He said the matrix is where he wants to be. 
 
Glen Alameda commented that as ag rep, he has a hard time with Wilderness. Doesn’t come back to 
support grazing, don’t manage other things that need to be managed. Congress telling us what we got to do. 
See writing on the wall, cattle operations diminish with this thing. Alameda said he doesn’t like the bullseye 
effect, but thinks there is room with Special Management Areas to negotiate. He said we need to deal with 
the existing WSAs, not expansions. Trading ground should be looked at before this. Gave you letter from 
Pathfinder ranch on Ferris Mountains. Had some good points. I think there is some middle ground on some. 
On Ferris, he said he wants to look at something different than Wilderness, that there is some ground to 
negotiate there.  
 
John Johnson said an agreement would look like a collaborative approach the committee comes up with. He 
said we need to protect these lands, and if we are going to be successful at it, we can’t just say, I can’t come 
off a five. He said if we can come off threes and work through it, that is the best scenario as commissioners. 
If we can’t, take vote now and make a short meeting. Johnson said he hopes it gets done here and not in 
board of county commissioners. He said if we do have to deal with it in the BoCC, we’ve been here, and 
have heard it out.  
 
Connie Wilbert said in the larger sense, what she needs to see from any agreement is something that is 
better than we have now in regard to conservation, a conservation gain. She said you can’t really get a net 
gain and meet a variety of different interests unless you are willing to look more broadly, if we just restrict 
things to the WSA boundary alone, then somebody is not going to see whatever we do as a gain. She said 
the committee needs to look at these larger landscapes, like the NCA proposal. Wilbert said she is not 
looking for a situation where everybody loses something, and said if we can’t gain something, she’d rather 
just stay where we are. She said she is okay with that, and she hasn’t heard anyone express great deal of 
concern for the way thing are now from conservation or ag, the two primary perspective at play. Wilbert 
said this topic just may not be suitable for this type of approach, there may be insurmountable philosophical 
difference. She said from her perspective the value of designated Wilderness is that it is the best protection 
for these landscapes that we have for the future. She said it is not just my personal use, it’s for the for 
generations down the line so they still have a natural undeveloped, unroaded place. She said she is thinking 
about how fast we are losing natural landscapes, and the less we have the more valuable they are. Wilbert 
said the Wilderness designation is better, that it’s not guaranteed, but it’s legislative so it’s the designation 
that is the hardest to change. Wilbert said the development interests only have to win once, while 
conservation never wins for good. She said if [conservation] can’t get better then a WSA, she’d rather leave 
it as a WSA then have less protective outcome. Wilbert said she’d like to see all four as designated 
wilderness, that the Bennet Mountains have tremendous natural values, but there is room to negotiate a 
little bit on the boundaries.  
 
Leanne Correll said what agreement looks like to her is what conservation looks like. She said conservation 
is different to different people, and to the people we represent. Correll said for her, there is a lot of lands 
conserved though the BLM Resource Management Plan, and that she believes in the NEPA process, which 
has a lot of public engagement. Correll said she has a hard time telling future generations what to do. She 
said she doesn’t necessarily trust Congress, and one size fits all management. She said she wants to protect 
natural resources without boxing in future generations. Correll said agreement looks like what is best for the 
resources in a reasonable local management way.  
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Pat Rollison commented that he has always tried to protect wildlife habitat, that it’s the most important 
thing we have here in WY. He said he wants to protect family ranchers, and that threats weren’t just 
industry, but housing developments. The land is going fast. Ferris is an example. Enjoyed by people that live 
there. He said to protect it so it will be there for children, [the committee] better put protections on it while 
we can. He said you don’t see more people in Platte River Wilderness then you did before. Rollison said he 
doesn’t want to step on the toes of those whose livelihood depends on the landscape, and that Wilderness 
does not take away grazing rights. He said Wilderness offers protection that other options don’t.   
 
Joan McGraw said an agreement for her would have room for compromise. She said she doesn’t want to 
chop [the WSAs] to pieces, and some have more leniency then others. [An agreement] would have everyone 
come off a five, and acknowledged the committee is not going to agree on everything, but there has to be 
compromise on each area.  
 
Dave Throgmorten said he saw the fives [on the voting matrix] as a marker, and didn’t take fives seriously, 
which he apologized for. Throgmorten said he is confident come to some sort of agreement, and not 
backing off from protections in place.  
 
John Espy said that what he sees here is the WSAs being left as a target. He said 15 years ago [the BoCC] 
would not have ventured into this conversation, but in his travels in the West, Espy has heard more and 
more conversation bout releasing WSAs. He said part of why he wanted to initiate the process is to protect 
the resources in this county. Espy said at the end of day success looks like coming out of here with 
something protected going forward, knowing the uncertainties are taken off. He said we have lands in this 
county that need to be managed. Espy said it wouldn’t serve future generations being open to full multiple 
use, and some things deserve to be protected.  
 
Cecelia last name, public. Cecelia commented on the importance of the ability to check in livestock. She said 
she thinks [the ability to check livestock] needs to be something specific under the ranching interest. She 
said checking on livestock on a four wheeler should be part of the grazing lease so the person has 
permission to check on livestock in a professional matter.  
 
Wilbert expressed concern for the same issues coming up continually on what you can and cannot do in 
designated wilderness. She said she keeps hearing fears and concerns we have are not grounded in reality, 
and not true, even though the correct information has been shared. She said federal law underlies this, and 
it is not ambiguous.  
 
Break  
Smutko projected the voting matrix on Google Drive and reviewed the voting scale. About twenty minutes 
was taken to complete voting.  
 
Espy explained the reason he didn’t t vote is that being chair, he felt he should vote last. Wilbert asked if 
that meant he was refraining from voting. Espy said he comes from a school where the chair votes last. 
Wilbert said she hoped he won’t be neutral.  
 
The committee went through the WSAs, and discussed four point five and five votes. 
 
Bennett Mountain WSA 
The Special Management Area proposal management prescriptions were discussed, in particular stipulations 
around motorized/mechanized vehicles and construction of temporary roads.  
Leanne Correll brought up the need for ranchers to be able to follow fence lines and scatter salt using 
motorized means, sometimes not on designated roads.  
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The committee made language changes to address these concerns. Steve Smutko live edited the options 
matrix in Google Drive to match the committee’s desired language. Committee members then re-voted on 
the updated management prescriptions.  
 
Andy Mowrey commented that the BLM already has ten point reclamation policy. He said it is not in the 
RMP, but is a state policy all RMPs have to follow. Johnson suggested adopting that reclamation policy. 
 
The committee discussed grazing and mineral stipulation language.  
Correll said she was not comfortable with the wording “withdrawal all leases”. She said a problem with the 
mining claim stuff is how it is recorded in state BLM office, that some of it is inaccurate.  She said she was 
more comfortable with NSO than withdrawing minerals because of that uncertainty of ‘takings’ of 
somebodies mineral rights.  
Johnson noted the committee was building a model they could live with for all WSAs. 
Harrison said she’d like to think about it, that it was hard to make a decision without knowing what is 
actually on land. If claims now, then serious, but if not, we should know this info before we write stipulation.  
Correll said that information is not available.  Wilbert said you can’t have a patented mining claim unless 
you have done certain things: follow state regulations in WY, add corner posts…do some kind of 
improvement. She said valid existing claims have to be on record at Carbon County Courthouse. Correll said 
it was inconsistent, that there was an individual in the Encampment River Canyon with a proved up claim 
that is not recorded at court house, so she was not comfortable with the language “prohibited use”. Parsons 
said he likes the NSO language because it would protect from a wind farms or other renewable energy 
development.  
 
Votes were updated. Alameda said he’d have to go back and check in with his constituents.  
Wilbert commented she’d prefer to just say prohibit it because she doesn’t really want drilling on the 
boundaries, but probably won’t fall on her sword for that.  
 
Parsons asked about mountain bikes. Harrison suggested treating mountain bikes like vehicles, and limiting 
them to existing roads and trails.  
 
Lunch Break 
 
Public Comment 
Barbara Parsons, public. Parsons spoke about a trip she took to the Ferris Mountains 30 years ago, and 
brought an old map to share with the committee. She said all these years, it has been managed as 
wilderness. Parsons said for an area like Encampment, a designation like Wild and Scenic might be 
appropriate, but for Ferris, absolutely not. Parsons said it was a unique ecosystem with special species not 
found elsewhere. She said what she thinks is right is to designate the Ferris Mountains as Wilderness. 
Parsons said if you don’t have something iron clad, it can get messed with, and she can’t think of anything 
worse than mountain bikes and four wheelers. She concluded that she loves that area, and would like to see 
it protected.  
 
Prospect Mountain WSA 
Harrison clarified the Black Cat Special Management Area (SMA) is to accompany the now existing WSA 
boundaries, so Prospect would be designated Wilderness, plus the SMA to the north. She said she sees this 
as three proposals: Wilderness plus SMA, Wilderness, and then just the SMA. Harrison said the reason for 
the additional expansion to the north is because we found a lot of endorsement from the ranchers, but the 
prospect road was an issue. It would give some extra space for negotiation after we have discussed all of 
them.  
 
Correll asked about adjustments to boundaries along the road. The road buffer was debated.  
Harrison agreed that 100 foot buffer is sufficient, 50 feet from the center line.  
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Correll brought up how the Wilderness Act is perceived and how wilderness areas aren’t always managed 
per what the Wilderness Act said is allowed. She said there is confusion with fuels and fire, and with grazing. 
Correll said she’d like to reiterate what the Wilderness Act says for fire and grazing. Kessler commented that 
the act itself is imperfect, and it has been further interpreted in the BLM wilderness management manual.  
Correll requested that it be clarified and reiterated so everyone understands fire and fuels, grazing, and 
emergency protocol. Harrison asked if she wanted to restate the congressional grazing guidelines. Kessler 
commented that the Fremont County committee is already attaching those in their recommendations as 
part of their bill proposal. She said it has been done for other legislation to provide certainty. She said the 
congressional guidelines spell out you cannot change grazing parameters because it is designated 
wilderness.  
 
Alameda expressed his discomfort with the congressional grazing guidelines. Correll said her and Glen 
weren’t necessarily in agreement on this one. Smutko asked Alameda if anything in the congressional 
grazing guidelines is lacking. Alameda said he’d like to see the Taylor Grazing Act included. Smutko said he 
didn’t know whether or not that can be attached under the Wilderness Act. 
 
Wilbert noted she has been somewhat uncomfortable though the voting matrix process because at the end 
of day, it is package that matters.  
 
Smutko asked Alameda if he was okay with the congressional guidelines. Alameda replied, at this point yes. 
The grazing language was edited in the options matrix. 
 
North Platte/Black Cat Proposal  
Jeff Streeter commented that the adjacent landowner and permittee are in favor of including this area as 
Wilderness. He sees it as a bartering chip that could be useful down the line.  
Johnson said he heard the permittee was okay with, but the residents were not okay with it, thinking it 
would isolate that piece of ground, and the permittee could charge their guests more.  
Alameda said his vote was a 4.5 because he just likes Joe Parson’s [proposal] better, but was willing to leave 
this as an option.  
 
The boundaries and road stipulations were discussed.  
 
Encampment River Canyon WSA 
Smutko noted there were two wilderness proposals, and the votes are very different. He asked what the 
substantive differences are.  
 
Potential Land Swap 
Joe Parsons commented that Jeff Streeter’s proposal took into consideration the land swap with 
OddFellows, to swap out the water diversion.  
Correll said that land swap on the east side of river is very important, and crucial to whole proposal. Know it 
could be really difficult, but she doesn’t want to see development on the east side of the river. Correll asked 
if it is all in name of Oddfellows lodge itself or if it is broken down by individuals. 
Streeter said it could be offered to members of OddFellows.  
Kessler commented the Fremont County proposal has 15 thousand acres of land swaps in their 
recommendations. Johnson said he was concerned about legislatures getting on floor and saying they 
should have had [the land swap issue] figured out before it came to us. Streeter said if it comes out of this 
committee that [a land swap] is a good idea, then it can be perused. He said a priority is to address miner 
creek, to make sure that POD and water right for OddFellows is secure, and as adjacent landowners, 60 odd 
members, they would endorse Wilderness.  
Kessler said a land swap is usually about value not acreage.  
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Andy Mowrey commented there are three houses up there that are on BLM land, which was part of an 
original land trade where the BLM got the campground property.  
 
Wilbert noted there were a lot of questions with no answers, and she was not comfortable at all with this 
much uncertainty. She said the houses on BLM lands are problematic, and the [land swap idea] seems a 
little poorly defined. Wilbert requested explicit maps that showed this stuff clearly.  
 
Grazing and fire stipulations were discussed.  
 
Wilbert said the BLM has wildfire management plans. Parsons replied that there are some serious concerns 
in Encampment and Riverside about wildfire running over the towns. Wilbert said the BLM never let a fire 
burn in Encampment River Canyon. Johnson said the next generation of BLM guys might.  
 
Correll said her recommendation is an advisory committee to oversee the plan for that area.  
Streeter mentioned the lengthy discussion on fire management that took place at the open house in 
Encampment, and Mick Hood’s concerns about the time it takes to get a management plan going once a fire 
starts. Andy Mowrey said, in Encampment, Dennis would not wait [to respond to a fire].  
Johnson said there is a disconnect between the county fire chief and the BLM, and he’d like to leave the 
language in. Streeter said he’d like to leave that language in if it gives people peace of mind.  
 
Votes were adjusted.  
 
The conversation returned to the potential land swap.  
Parsons said a land swap is desirable because it is what everybody wants (the committee, the Oddfellows, 
the BLM). The committee spent time looking at a map of the area where the land swap might take place.  
 
Streeter said he would be in contact with Willis, the head of Oddfellows.  
Parsons suggested Streeter and Willis come to the Conservation District office to get lines on a map.  
Espy noted the assessor’s website says the land is owned by OddFellows. 
 
Break 
Wilbert and Harrison said they need to see lines on a map before they are comfortable voting on the land 
swap.  
 
Smutko asked if Streeter, Parsons, and Oddfellows could get together within a week to have this 
conversation. Streeter said that could happen. 
 
The land swap discussion continued, along with a conversation about the school section.  
Espy suggested writing into the deal that if a land swap ever occurred, the land would then go in whatever 
designation [the committee] gives the rest.  
 
Wilbert asked Steph Kessler about the land swap proposed in Fremont, if the whole deal swings on it.  
Kessler replied Fremont is proposing a 15 thousand acres state land swap with BLM, the BLM said it is the 
highest priority for swap, so they included it if possible with a given dead line of three years. She said it was 
not a hard and fast, rather they are expecting to hear back from Barrasso’s office. They are not trying to 
identify all the details, just say this is something we’d like to see happen. 
 
Espy noted the proposal could say something like ‘if the feds ever got control this is how we’d like to see it’. 
Streeter said there was a lot of unanswered detail. Wilbert said the reason she does not prefer Streeter’s 
proposal is that it lacks the linkage to existing wilderness to the south. She said that linkage is offers more 
protection than Wild and Scenic. She said she’d really would like to see specifics on the land swap with 
Oddfellows.  
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There was discussion of the road boundary on Encampment. 
 
Smutko clarified the differences between Streeter’s Wilderness proposal, and Harrison/Wilbert’s proposal. 
A merger of the two proposals was discussed. Wild and Scenic designation was added to the 
Harrison/Wilbert proposal.  
 
Correll brought up potential impacts of Wild and Scenic to grazing. Streeter commented that he never sees 
cattle in the river corridor.  
 
Wilbert commentated that the land to the northeast of Silver Spur access is not necessarily tied to state 
section land swap.  
Smutko state section land swap plus lands to the east. 
Connie land swap has to happen for southern connection occur. Irrespective, other little boundary 
adjustment could happen 
Correll asked if that would be two separate land swaps. Wilbert said that is what she would suggest. 
Streeter clarified that instead of Silver Spur access, if would go through Water Valley… 
 
Parsons asked if the Encampment River even qualifies for Wild and Scenic, He said anything below Hog Park 
Creek is not free flowing. Harrison said the WY DEQ already has a class for this river, class one which equates 
to outstanding waters, and no further degradation can occur, so it qualifies. Parsons said but it is not free 
flowing.  
 
There was a conversation about merging the two wilderness proposals into one.  
Streeter said he was willing to consider merging, but if committee not comfortable with the option [of a 
land swap for the state lands section] then he would be willing to just go with Wild and Scenic and the 
existing boundary.  
Espy asked Carrie Cundall, the Silver Spur rep, if there is an easement, but she didn’t know. Espy said that 
was his only concern with that proposal. Correll said she was still uneasy about adding all that in to 
boundary. Johnson said he would question linking the proposals. Streeter suggested keeping the proposals 
separate for now. Espy suggested the folks from Silver Spur connect with Glen Alameda of Leanne Correll.  
 
Leanne Correll’s National Conservation Area proposal for Encampment  
Wilbert said for Wilderness, she doesn’t see the value of interpretive displays. She said if local folks want to 
use it as an outdoor classroom, that’s great, and in her opinion, a central informational kiosk would be 
easier to maintain.  
Correll said she wanted signage on the trail at different locations.  
Streeter said the problem with interpretive signs is that Andy Mowrey told us BLM is planning to do 
interpretive sings already.  
 
Ferris Mountain WSA 
Smutko noted the committee was running short on time to discuss Ferris.  
 
Espy said there are a couple options here if we can’t come to agreement on changing the designation of 
Ferris. Harrison said the committee is not moving something forward unless they come to consensus. 
Johnson noted that all it takes is one five to kill it. Smutko said that was the discussion at the previous 
meeting. Streeter said on this discussion for Ferris, what [the committee] is needing is fours across the line. 
 
Harrison asked if Wilderness designation was a possible option for Ferris, or not.  
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Alameda said he thought Ferris needed to be discussed in another meeting that he needed to visit with his 
people. Harrison asked if he was saying it was possible. Alameda replied it was possible, but he was not 
giving a guarantee.  
 
July 23rd was chosen as the date for the next meeting.  
 
Public Comment 
Mary Moore, public. Moore commented that it really helps us to have the minutes and agenda posted. She 
said she has been working with Leanne Correll on the question about the boundary of Ferris. 
 
Barbara Parsons commented that there is nothing wrong with leaving [the WSAs] as they are rather than 
cobbling something together. She said it seems to be working well the way it is right now.  
 
Gary Raymond commented that’d he like to see where Connie Wilbert is on wilderness, and asked if she was 
amendable to moving the boundary inward. Wilbert said the short answer is yes, but it all comes down to 
details. She said she has seen some of the proposed boundaries, but doesn’t know the justification in some 
cases. She said if we change the designation on Ferris, or decide to recommend some change, it needs to 
include some wilderness, and the boundaries can be discussed. She said if adjustments are made in Ferris, 
adjustments have to be made elsewhere. Wilbert said the goal is a net conservation gain, which can come in 
a variety of ways.  
 
Gary Raymond continued that Pathfinder Ranch did not want to go forward with wilderness until the 
inholding is figured out. He said the ranch’s biggest concern is the neon sign effect, and that it seems 
contradictory to have people saying how wonderful l[Ferris] is, then turn around and say none ever goes go 
there. Raymond said we are right along 287 there, which the tour buses go along, and mentioned a video 
recently premiered a video on Ferris Mountains. He said Ferris are rugged, but once you get on top, it is not 
hard to hike from one end to other. He said that many people are a concern for wildlife and grazing 
operations. Raymond continued that water is scarce up there, and the Clean Water Act put us out of 
business just like that. He said he has concern with wilderness designation. Raymond said he knows the 
Farm Bureau said no wilderness, but Glen and this committee have shown that we are willing to move. He 
said he wished that same compromise was being made on the other extreme. He asked if Connie Wilbert 
could talk to her group about other designations or protections. Raymond said if we can’t move off a 
wilderness area, then he doesn’t know if it is worth having another meeting.  
 
Alameda asked Doug Moore if he could live with wilderness. Moore said he wouldn’t like it, but he could live 
with it. Raymond said Ellen Fox won’t move. 
 
Wilbert responded that there was a slight mischaracterization of the conservation stance and the Farm 
Bureau position on no new wilderness, no how now way. Wilbert said [conservation] has never said we 
need 100 percent wilderness.  Alameda asked if Wilbert was willing to move inward on the Ferris 
boundaries. Wilbert replied not necessarily on whole package, and that [conservation] needs to see some 
wilderness in Ferris.  
 
4:08 Meeting adjourns 
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