
 
Jackson Hole Conservation Alliance 

(307) 733-9417 • www.jhalliance.org 
June 11, 2010 
 
Teton Board of County Commissioners, Mayor Barron and Jackson Town Council  
Cc: Jeff Daugherty, Tyler Sinclair 
Re: Proposed Natural Resources Technical Advisory Group 
 
Dear Teton County Commissioners, Mayor Barron and Jackson Town Council, 
 
At your request and in relation to your June 14th meeting to discuss the Natural Resources 
Technical Advisory Group (NRTAG), we are including below several suggested changes to 
Chairman Phibbs’ proposal from May 3, 2010, based on the 2009 draft joint resolution (included 
in the December 2009 staff report) for an Environment Commission. Thank you for the 
opportunity to submit these comments.  
 
Integrating draft joint resolution language into the NRTAG proposal: 
As you modify the latest NRTAG proposal it will be helpful to consult the original 2009 draft 
joint resolution for an Environment Commission, attached to this memo. We would ask that 
you refer to that resolution throughout your review of the new proposal. We have called out 
several critical portions of the resolution that should be considered during your efforts to 
improve the NRTAG mandate, described in more detail below.  
 

NRTAG Mission Statement/Pursuit of Mission: 
1. One of our primary concerns centers on the proposed shift in mission for the NRTAG from the 

proposed Environment Commission. The NRTAG, as a collective body of experts, should be given the 
opportunity to come up with its own research priorities, and not be required to respond solely to 
directives from the joint elected officials. Please reincorporate the original mission from the draft Joint 
Resolution (SEE HIGHLIGHTED SECTION A of the draft joint resolution). 
  

2. Direction that the NRTAG should “oversee the development of a comprehensive and 
on-going inventory of the Teton Region’s ecosystems, and the health of each of their 
components” needs to be included. This is a huge gap in the current NRTAG proposal (SEE 
HIGHLIGHTED SECTION B). 
  

3. Suggestion for NRTAG Pursuit of Mission #2: The NRTAG should prioritize (not only 
identify) the potential studies/inventories that are meant to fill current data gaps (SEE 
HIGHLIGHTED SECTION C). 
 

4. Suggestion for NRTAG Pursuit of Mission #3: The NRTAG should recommend how 
existing policies/regulations can be improved (SEE HIGHLIGHTED SECTION D). 
 

Composition of NRTAG: 
5. We hope that you revisit the detailed “qualifications/expertise” and “responsibilities” 

sections of the attached draft joint resolution (SEE HIGHLIGHTED SECTION E) as well as the 
November 2009 staff report, attached. 
  

Work of the NRTAG:  
6. Similar to our comments on the mission statement, the most concerning portion of this 

proposal is that the directives to the group will be set “exclusively” by the elected officials and the 
NRTAG chair. This language needs to shift to reflect the suggested change to the mission, which allows 



the group to collectively formulate their own research priorities and present them to the elected officials 
(SEE HIGHLIGHTED SECTION A). 
 

7. Partnerships with other pertinent organizations (Game and Fish, NPS, USFS etc) 
should be encouraged more strongly in this section, as in the draft joint resolution (SEE 
HIGHLIGHTED SECTION F). 
 

8. Clarification is needed regarding proposed terms for members of the NRTAG as well 
as for the group as a whole. For example, the draft joint resolution called for staggered term 
expirations (SEE HIGHLIGHTED SECTION G). 
 

9. Language that designates that the NRTAG will be enabled within 30 days of approval 
is necessary (SEE HIGHLIGHTED SECTION H). 
 

10. Will records and accounts, such as meeting minutes, be documented even though the 
NRTAG proposal states that meetings will not be public hearings (SEE HIGHLIGHTED 
SECTION I)? 
 
 
Outstanding Key Questions: 

1. Please clarify the statutory and practical differences between a “commission” and a 
“technical advisory group.” What was the intent of the shift from a “commission” to a 
“technical advisory group?” Does this shift represent a lack of commitment on the part of our 
elected officials toward upholding our community’s top priority? Do the town and county still 
intend to have a joint resolution on this matter, as originally proposed? (To date, no joint 
resolution on the NRTAG has been presented.) 
 

2. More details about the role of the Conservation District and the Planning Departments 
would be valuable in this section, in addition to details about the operations of the group. For 
example, will this group meet on a regular basis or only when given project-specific directives?  
 

3. Given the following language on the top of page 2 of the current NRTAG proposal: 
“The term of the Natural Resources Technical Advisory Group shall be three years which may 
be extended…”, we are concerned that the proposal is for a temporary group. Why is this 
language included? 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. We hope that you also consider the 
months of verbal and written public comment that you have received from a variety of 
community members.  
 
Sincerely, 

          
Kristy Bruner           Becky Tillson 
Community Planning Director        Community Planning Associate 
 






















