Synopsis of Public Comments, surveys and letters concerning Stevens Nature
Preserve and the Weber River Corridor Project .
The Oakley Public Hearing held Monday, February 27, 2017, produced a full
audience at Cattlemen’s Hall. Many valid questions and concerns were raised
concerning trails and will be addressed from qualified sources about litter, privacy,
property rights, conservation versus recreation and health, liability, maintenance
costs, and 500 thousand dollar grant from Summit County, and trading density of
trail/river access. Those issues will be studied and brought to the public in the
coming months. The Summit Land Conservancy, who owns the 23.7 acres now
being referred to as “Stevens Nature Preserve” plans to seek guidance from Oakley
City, secure various funding grants to eliminate three lots of record on the land and
create a nature preserve with natural trails and river access to the citizens of
Oakley.
Of the 109 people who spoke, filled out surveys, or wrote letters to Oakley City, 78
people (71.5%) were in favor of the project, 23 (21.2%) were against the project
and 8 (7.3%) people were neither for or against, but had further questions.
Oakley City Counselors Tom Smart and Lorrie Hoggan
Questions to answer
Mike and Camille Osguthorpe
Ron Bowen
Andy Woolstenhulme
Joanne Aplanap
Rex Ballou
Doc Woolstenhulme
Brenda Wilde
Total with further questions

Against
Alisha Anderson
Dave and Margene Lake
Josh Anderson
Owen Wardle
Carol Stembridge
Bart Stembridge
Katelin and Tyrone Gortat

comments
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Peoa

2
1 Doesn't like the idea of futher density
1 See email and questions
1
1
1
1
8

Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Weber Canyon
Rd
owns in Oakley
Peoa
Oakley

1
2
1
1
1
1
2

Brad Wilde
Jay and Suni Woolstenhulme
Craig and Loren Deroy
Ione Reese
Bonnie Jones
Jed and Sherry Millburn
Rustin Young
Dana Vernon
Phil and Lora Nelson
Mary Eitreim

Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Peoa
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley

Total against trails/preserve

1
2
2
1
1
2
1
1
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Pro Trails/ Steven's Preserve
Wayde Edwards
Thomas Schultz
Peter Sorensen
Devin Earl
Mike Cooper
Amy Regan
Diane Bragg
Dave Marker
Chris Hanson
Douglas Clyde

Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Kamas
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Marion
Oakley
Oakley

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Doug Evans
Steve and Gin Butler
Todd Crowther
Jackson Dean

Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley

1
2
1
1

Paula Trater
Amber Nelson
Annie Crowther
Richard and Kaye Lynn Bliss
Heidi Smart
Richard Dudley
Becky Edwards
Mark and Robin Freed
Susan Glasman

Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley

1
1
1
2
1
1
1
2
1

Howard Sorensen
Lisa Soresen
Amy Rydalch
Dallas Aste
Mona Cotter
Doug Evans
Rob and Debbie Bingham
Tom Noaker
Ann, Shelley, Cameron Sorensen
Brett and Shalese Sorensen
Colton and Melissa Thorton
Bob and Jean Rydalch
Mike and Liz Vanderhoff
David Edmunds
Shana Edmunds
Coni Lansche
Ken Patey
Sam Aplanap
Janet and Aaron Niemann
Brittany Aste
Steve and Peggy Brown
Les England
Pam Schmidt
Jan Perkins
Steve Morrison
Rod and Robyn Sorenson
Lynn Horrocks
Craig and Kelly Jacobs
Jessica Crystal
Katie O' Driscoll
Elsbeth Gugi
Clayton and Amber Elbert
Bob and Vicki Elbert
Linda and David Hanson
Trish Murphy Cone
Dal McEwen
Nancy Russell
Jackson Dean
Total pro trail/preserve
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Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley
Oakley

1
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
3
2
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
2
1
1
1
1
2
1
2
1
1
1
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
78

Comments on surveys--

Comments against proposalBonnie Jones- Fish are already distressed in this section of river, trail
will bring more people, we already live at the foot of the unitas with full
public access, we’ll have more people in the river. Who will clean up
trash. We already get trash, noise from park. This will increase traffic
on entire river , not just where the trail is.
Comments for proposalPaula Trater- Oakley- Being in the floodplain, future tails should be able
to take floods, be low maintenance ( can be dirt trails so when a tree
falls across, the trail will naturally form around it.)
Mike Cooper—Oakley
I worked on the middle Provo river for the DWR. Although that project
did create some problems (mostly centered around parking lots) it has
been a tremendous asset to the Heber Valley.
Douglas Clyde—Oakley—This is an investment in the quality of life in
our town and for our generations to come.
Diane Bragg- Oakley—Please go forward with this amazing project.
Jackson Dean—There are drugs in schools, maybe we shouldn’t go
there.
I very mouch appreciated the open meeting last Monday night on the
proposed trail system. Because of the limited time I was unable to let
you know I am very much in favor of this proposed trail system. I
walked almost every morning on New Lane and Weber Canyon Road
and because of increased traffic some days it can be scary I would love
to have a safe place to wald and enjoy nature. Please consider the
proposed system and continue working with property owners to
achieve a fair agreement. Thank you,
Janet and Aaron Niemann

E-MAILS & LETTERS
TO
MAYOR
&
CITY COUNCIL

E-MAILS & LETTERS
TO
MAYOR
&
CITY COUNCIL
IN FAVOR OF TRAILS
&
STEVENS PARK

Subject: Weber River Project
Date: Wed, 1 Mar 2017 17:26:47 -0700
From: Peter Sorensen <peter@sorenseninsurance.com>
To: oakleycity@allwest.net
Cc: ww@ssummit.org, lhoggan@allwest.net, swilmoth@allwest.net, tiny@tyconinc.com,
tomsharpsmart@gmail.com, Joefraz78@yahoo.com
Dear town council,
I strongly support the continuation of working with property owners, the Summit County
Land Conservancy, and the South Summit Trails Foundation about possible opens space, trails and
park projects in our community. It would be great if land owners in the proposed Weber River
Corridor project and the residents of Oakley can come to an agreement or a “win win” situation that
would allow a public trail to follow the river. I think this issue deserves further discussion and
consideration.
Thanks for all you do.
Peter Sorensen
SORENSEN INSURANCE AGENCY, INC.
HOME - AUTO - COMMERCIAL - LIFE - HEALTH
801.466.1515 Phone
801.466.1631 Fax

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Stevens Park possibility
Date: Wed, 1 Mar 2017 18:22:05 -0700
From: Becky Edwards <beckyedw@yahoo.com>
To: lhoggan@allwest.net
Dear Lori,
I am one of the many quiet people in town who pay our dues by honoring and supporting the many
ranchers who make Oakley what it is. If we could keep Oakley as a sleepy ranch community ,this
would not be an issue. But this is Utah . Growth and money will eventually sweep through our
town like a whirl wind. As a member of South Summit Trails I am looking to the future and hoping
to empower our leaders with a few important pieces of a master plan that included setbacks along
the river. A trail is a distant hope ! I have spent countless hours this past year on trail repair and
would love to donate the same in fence building and care of a future Stevens park !
Please vote in support of this acquisition.
Thank you.
Wayde Edwards
Sent from my iPad

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Oakley trails & open space
Date: Wed, 1 Mar 2017 22:10:38 -0700
From: Mona Cotter <outdoorgirl@allwest.net>
To: oakleycity@allwest.net
Cc: ww@ssummit.org, lhoggan@allwest.net, swilmoth@allwest.net, tiny@tyconin.com,
tomsharpsmart@gmail.com, Joefraz78@yahoo.com
Dear Mayor Woolstenhulme and City Councilors, Thank you for hosting a public forum on the
Oakley trails and open space plan earlier this week. I wholeheartedly support your vision and efforts
to preserve open space and develop recreational trails along the beautiful Weber River in Oakley
City. These trails would be beneficial for current and future residents, children and adults alike. I
would encourage the Oakley City Council to continue its efforts in working with landowners to
make this happen. Oakley has a lot to offer, and this trail system would allow us to even better
experience the great outdoors in our own backyard.
Sincerely,
Mona Cotter868 W 4200 North
Oakey, UT

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Oakley River Corridor Project
Date: Thu, 2 Mar 2017 15:40:40 -0700
From: Todd Crowther <todd@edgebuildersutah.com>
To:
Just wanted to send an email and let you know that I am FOR an the Oakley Corridor Project and
FOR trails in Oakley. I feel that the meeting showed us some great options for recreation in our
town which it desperately needs. I also feel some of the concerns expressed were valid and need to
be taken into consideration. I don’t, however, feel that trails will bring drugs, alcohol, trespassing
and sexual assault as a few dissenters have mentioned. I, myself have ridden, and ran most trails in
the Park City area and do not see garbage, bad people, or any unlawful behavior. Trail goers are
actually some of the most, courteous, respectful, law abiding people I know. I am sure we can look
into summit county (not West
Valley) in the Park City Area and see what issues they have on record. I also believe the men
speaking to us that night did not try to hide anything in fact they were extremely honest in their
approach and how they have gone about starting this project.
I too feel that growth is coming whether we like it or not. We can be ready for it, and help
educate others as to how we want this community to look like and feel. Or we can be acted upon by
others looking to make their millions developing this beautiful community with no guidelines or
plan. I feel like this is the time to be proactive in getting things done for the future growth that
inevitability will come. We cannot put our heads in the sand and pretend that nothing will change.
Thanks for your time and service on the Council.

TODD CROWTHER
Oakley Resident
5192 North SR 32
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-------- Original Message -------Subject: Weber River Project
Date: Thu, 2 Mar 2017 17:25:53 -0700
From: Amber Nelson <amber.nelson@gmail.com>
To: oakley@allwest.net
Cc: ww@ssummit.org, tiny@tyconin.com, lhoggan@allwest.net, swilmoth@allwest.net,
Joefraz78@yahoo.com, Thomas Smart <tomsharpsmart@gmail.com>
To the Mayor and City Council of Oakley City, I am writing to voice my full support for the Weber
River Project; both the conservation of lands along the river and a public trail, as possible, along
these lands.
As a lifelong resident of Summit County, I have seen development, conservation, and everything in
between. Some is good, some is bad. This project is a unparalleled vision of the future that will make
Oakley a place that residents can be proud to call home for generations to come.
I would like to address some of the concerns I heard at the community meeting.
* Trash: trail users are extremely conscious citizens - we pick up trash as we go about our
trail usage. We are also extremely sensitive to wildlife and domestic animals; trail users respect their
ability to use public much of that alone. I have never felt threatened by another human being. The
number one similarity that people attacked on trails have is using headphones and not paying
attention; there is no greater incident of attack or other crime on trails versus any other surface
against those who are paying attention to their surroundings. I currently spend most of my time
running on the roads in Oakley, and that is very scary, due to the next concern, traffic.
* Traffic speed: I live on Hwy 32, and if you genuinely think speed isnt already a problem, I
implore you to come sit in my front yard for an afternoon in the summer. Vehicles go past my
house at incredible speeds; theres a reason a highway patrol often sits across the street. Trail users
will a) mostly be going to the trail on foot from their own houses, and b) will go no faster than the
current drivers on the roads of Oakley.
* Parking: First, without a doubt, I feel the greatest users of the public spaces and trails will
be Oakley residents, who will walk to these spaces from their house. Proper signage (which South
Summit Trails Foundation is prepared to provide and maintain) will, of course, be imperative in
maintaining parking regulations for those who do drive. Second, I live across the street from the
Polar King; hundreds of cars a week (a day?) use my yard as parking. If youre concerned about a few
cars parking for parks or trails, are you going to address hundreds of people parking in my driveway?
(This is rhetorical; Im happy to have a booming business in my town that requires parking near my
house!) Third, have you ever seen the parking for the Rodeo or the 4th of July parade? Maybe we
should talk the impact those have on city residents.
* Long term maintenance: South Summit Trails Foundation, Summit Land Conservancy,
Mountain Trails Foundation, and the Backcountry Horseman have all committed to maintenance of
these lands and trails. By not sharing this with the public, I feel like they are mislead to believe this is
going to be solely on Oakley City, which is absolutely not the case.
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* Lack of planning or thought going into this process: I think this is an excuse by people
who believe Oakley is going to forever remain like it was

100 years ago. You know, as well as I do, that intense thought has been put into this process. It is
going to be a life-long project that will evolve over many years; if it was all planned out before it
happened, it would NEVER happen. If you wait, its done. There will be no river.
* Stevens Park (or, to be named park): in my mind, this is a separate issue from the rest of
the Weber River Project. As a donor to the purchase, I feel it is irresponsible of Oakley City to not
make this a public park as the work is already done to acquire it. We are so lucky Summit Land
Conservancy worked to make this a reality; please tell me you will do the same!
I have lived in Oakley for 10 years, and I intend to live here for the rest of my life. I have never been
so scared for the future of this community as I have been for the last few days since the public
meeting. As a council, you must see a vision for the future - if you dont act to protect the river, the
future of it is nothing. It WILL be developed, and as a city, we will lose this amazing opportunity
that stands in front of you. I implore you to make history by supporting this project.
Thank you,
Amber Nelson4650 N SR 32

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Trails and Land Conservancy
Date: Fri, 3 Mar 2017 12:31:11 -0700
From: anniecrowther@gmail.com
Dear Lorrie Hoggan,
I am writing to express my support regarding the recent project proposal for the Weber River trails
and open space.
I moved to Oakley as a five-year-old girl. I am 30 years old now and have three children, all who
have been born in Oakley. My husband and I bought an older home along SR 32 and we have
worked very hard to remodel and beautify our home and lot. Oakley is my home and I am proud to
be from this great town! It is not out of selfish interest that I would support the idea of trails and
open space in Oakley. I want Oakley to stay the beautiful place it is and in my opinion, I see it as a
wise decision in planning for our future.
I was in attendance at the meeting last Monday and was disappointed to hear some of the opposing
views. While a few of them were respectfully delivered and valid concerns like dogs and water
access, many of the opposing views were not only false, but irrational and fear driven.
As a small framed woman who runs alone often, I feel far more concern over being picked up on a
run down Weber Canyon Road by myself, than I would on a trail. I have never once run into a
person in a trail that made me feel uncomfortable, nor have I seen people involved in any illegal
activities.
In fact, I believe the opposite would be true in regards to drug use. I believe making the river
bottoms a place of public access and an area where people are aware of what's going on would keep
such activities out.
I think planned areas for wholesome recreation is just what every community needs. Perhaps we
would see less drug abuse and assault in society if people were encouraged to get outside, exercise
and participate in wholesome recreation. I believe this is especially true for our upcoming youth.
There was also debate over whether our citizens would really use the trail. I am confident they
would. When I walk on summer evenings down Mill Race, I always pass multiple families and
couples out walking and riding bikes.
I am not unaware of the other challenges regarding this project. The rights of the landowners,
fencing, concerns over dogs and garbage all need to be addressed. But I believe they are doable with
careful, considerate planning. I know as a trail user, I would be the first to expect fellow trail users to
abide by the rules and keep our trail clean. I think you would find most trail users to be very
considerate, law-abiding people. In the time I have spent recreating on trails, I rarely and almost dare
say never, see trash.
While there are still many things to work out in order for this project to be a success, I think it
would be a tragedy for it to die right now without further thought.
Thank you for all the work you put in on behalf of our community. Thank you for listening to my
opinion, along with others.
Sincerely,
Annie Crowther

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Stevens Park and Weber River Trail
Date: Sat, 4 Mar 2017 21:30:23 -0700
From: Lisa Sorensen <lisaasorensen@gmail.com>
To: oakley@allwest.net, ww@ssummit.org, tomsharpsmart@gmail.com, lhoggan@allwest.net,
swilmoth@allwest.net, tiny@tyconinc.com, Joefraz78@yahoo.com
March 4, 2017
To whom it may concern,
I would like to express my enthusiasm for the Weber River project and the Stevens Park. There is
no doubt that growth is coming and planning for it in responsible ways that will enrich the lives of
the people in our community seems of the up most importance.
Last year I read a book that was about the loss of nature in the lives of today's children. It talked
about children spending as little as
10 minutes a day out-of-doors compared to children of the 60s and 70s who spent 2 to 5 hours a
day outside. Today's children are spending 2 to 5 hours a day with media and social media. This isn't
a venue to give a book report but needless to say it is a great loss that affects young people in many
adverse ways. (love of nature, confidence, being physically fit, imagination, creativity, ingenuity,
social skills, & peer leadership, to name a few)
Our children, adults and families need places in our valley where they can be in the out-of-doors
and participate in healthy and wholesome activities. It is frustrating to see people try to scare our
community from the use of trails and parks. Anyone who has enjoyed the many trails in Utah from
Logan to St. George knows that they are an asset to their communities.
Mountain biking is a sport that both girls and boys can enjoy. Also the young and old. My
husband and I are 60 and ride hundreds of miles a year. As a family we have enjoyed walking trails
together. Frandsen Park is one of our grandchildren's favorite places to play. Without playground
equipment the underbrush quickly becomes secret abodes while fallen trees and larger rocks serve as
their climbing apparatus. As a family we spend many Saturdays cross country skiing at Beaver Creek.
Trails serve our family all year long.
These trails are clean and the people we meet courteous. If anything community trail systems
seem to keep the riffraff away and provide meaningful family time while recreating in a healthy
wholesome way.
To not address legitimate land owner concerns and then work together to create something of
great value to our citizens is an immeasurable loss to our community. Our young people especially
deserve to have a place nearby in nature where they can get away from the media trap and learn to
enjoy physical activity and this beautiful valley.
Thank you for listening,
Lisa A. Sorensen
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-------- Original Message -------Subject: Stevens Park and Weber River Project
Date: Sat, 4 Mar 2017 22:42:13 -0700
From: Howard Sorensen <howard@sorenseninsurance.com>
To: lhoggan@allwest.net
Dear Lorrie,
First let me express thanks for the many hours you put in on our behalf as citizens of Oakley. We as
a family acknowledge and appreciate very much your efforts to serve of all of us in this great
community. We also appreciate your wonderful family and all that they have contributed to Oakley
over the years.
I am writing in support of the Stevens Park and Weber River Project and wanted to make the
following points:
1- In the open town meeting it was expressed that "Summit County Trails are littered with trash and
experience a high volume of rape and crime". My wife Lisa and I have ridden hundreds of miles of
trails in Wasatch and Summit Counties in just the last 12 months. We would never pass by trash on
a trail and not pick it up. I can only remember 1 item over the last 12 month we stoped and picked
up on a trail. People using non motorized public trails have a very high etiquette when it comes to
respecting these trails. As for the crime and rape, after the meeting I took the time to check with
Park City and Summit County law enforcement, and their records indicate there has in fact never
been a rape that their offices are aware of, in the history of these non motorized public trails.
Hopefully as we consider the issues of trash and crime on public trails we will consider factual
statistics.
2- At the meeting it was said of the Weber River Project that "the cart was before the horse, and
once the trail was built, who would maintain the trail?" This is a valid concern. However, as we have
seen with other trails around us, they do not demand high amounts of maintenance. The Oakley
trail has been in existence now for 20 years. I run it often, and to my knowledge there has only been
one serious work project on the trail last August by South Summit Trails Foundation for 1/2
day. On the Weber River Project trail, however, South Summit Trails Foundation, where I serve as
VP, to date has raised $40,000 which has been raised with the agreement that these funds are put
into an account restricted and only to be used for maintenance of the Weber River Corridor trail. I
would be interested to see if any of the other 650 miles of trails in Wasatch and Summit County
have ever had such a dedicated fund set up for their maintenance, especially prior to the trail even
being built.
3- Having used trails in Southern, Central and Northern Utah, I have yet to visit a community that
wishes that they had not built the trail. Rather, they are filled with individuals and families enjoying
the great outdoors surrounding their communities and now can hardly imagine their communities
without these beautiful features. We have been given a great gift. At no cost to the citizens of
Oakley, Summit Land Conservancy has raised over $130,000 toward Stevens Park, and Summit
County has granted $500,000 toward the Weber River Corridor. This has come from private and
County funds with no cost to us as citizens of Oakley. With this we have an amazing opportunity to
preserve one of the great pearls of Northern Utah, and its right here in our back yards. It would be
devastating to the citizens of Oakley were the City Council not to take full advantage of these great
gifts. These are both heritage projects that in time people will look back to this city council and
appreciate that you did something hard, but of lasting worth and value to those of us who live here.
As a constituent who loves the Kamas Valley very much I have great concern that we look forward
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and plan with vision, as growth comes toward us. The next 10 years will hardly reflect the last 10
years. Lets not find ourselves looking back and saying "We failed to preserve the open space that
made Oakley special". This will not be easier, if possible at all, if we pass up the opportunity we
have now, before it is gone.
Lets work together as caring citizens and government, to keep Oakley a special place by preserving,
and providing careful access, to those things that make Oakley such a special place to live. As you
consider this important issue, please take 60 seconds to view this:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/e43ye5kp42930sc/File%20May%2018%2C%209%2059%2048%20P
M.mov?dl=0
[1]
Sincerely,
_Howard Sorensen_

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Proposed Trail
Date: Sun, 5 Mar 2017 01:38:07 -0700
From: Amy Rydalch <rydalchamy@gmail.com>
To: Oakley City <oakley@allwest.net>
Cc: Wade Woolstenhulme <ww@ssummit.org>, Thomas Smart <tomsharpsmart@gmail.com>,
"<tiny@tyconinc.com>" <tiny@tyconinc.com>, "<lhoggan@allwest.net>"
<lhoggan@allwest.net>, "<Joefraz78@yahoo.com>"
<Joefraz78@yahoo.com>
To the Honorable Mayor Woolstenhulme and City Council Members; I would like to add my voice
to those that have expressed a favorable opinion regarding the proposed trail system along the
Weber River. It is my strong belief that we are on the cusp of increased growth and development in
this valley. I see evidence of this everyday in the sprawl that is taking place in Park City and the
development through the Browns Canyon/Jordanelle corridor on Highway 248. I believe that the
city of Oakley has a unique opportunity to preserve an area of the Weber River that is a
Hallmark. This has the potential to be a great gift to your current Oakley residents and the
generations to come.
As a former resident of Oakley, one of my greatest pleasures is to run or bike along Weber Canyon,
Pinion, or New Lane. I feel fortunate to be able to be outside in such a beautiful area that is free
from smog and congestion. Having said that, I would welcome the opportunity to get off the paved
roads and to use a trail that is not compromised by automobiles.
I believe, as well, that there is a strong community of residents within the city of Oakley that also
enjoy running, walking, and biking in our area. They too would benefit from a trail that gets them
off the shoulder of our local roads. I am aware that there is a concern the trail will bring in users
from out of the community. I believe that to be true as I also travel to outlying areas to use other
communities trail systems. But I would also like to point out that when these people come from out
of the community they fill up their cars at Dutchs, by a drink at Kens Kash or a burger at the Oakley
Polar King.
I would also like to add that my former residence in Murray, Utah, was adjacent to Wheeler Historic
Farm. The farm is open to the public 6 days a week and consists of a working barnyard, historical
tours, and 2 miles of walking trails. Never in the ten years that my family lived there was trash,
loitering, or petty crime a problem. While I do believe that there are issues that need to be
considered, such as protecting the interests of landowners, ongoing maintenance, possible zoning
concessions, future funding, and logistics such as entry areas and public facilities I would strongly
urge the city to consider supporting the proposed trail along the Weber River.
Best regards,
Amy Rydalch Former Oakley City Councilman Resident of Kamas Valley

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Weber River Project -- Subject of Feb. 27th Town Meeting
Date: Mon, 6 Mar 2017 04:09:15 -0700
From: Robert Bingham <rab.bingham@gmail.com>
To: ww@ssummit.org, lhoggan@allwest.net, swilmoth@allwest.net, tiny@tyconinc.com,
tomsharpsmart@gmail.com, Joe Frazier <Joefraz78@yahoo.com>, oakley@allwest.net
To Oakley City Mayor and Councilors,
We express our support for the Weber River Project and its public trails and open space
concepts. We have lived in Oakley for 20+ years (still newcomers?) and moved here and live here in
part due to its rural setting with plenty of open spaces and clean air.
What is missing in Kamas Valley, however, are trails for walking, running, biking and horse
riding. Having trails of this nature along the Weber River in Oakley would enhance the use and
appreciation of this scenic resource and enhance the lives of those using them.
With private development proceeding as it is, this may be the only opportunity to preserve this
unique resource.
We appreciate that some others may have differing views, but we believe the majority of residents
are or would be in favor of the Project.
Thanks for your consideration,
Robert and Debbie Bingham

-------- Original Message -------Subject: River Corridor Project
Date: Mon, 6 Mar 2017 08:46:18 -0700
From: Christopher Hanson <christopher.hanson@gmail.com>
To: woolstenhulmewade@gmail.com, swilmoth@allwest.net, lhoggan@allwest.net, Thomas Smart
<tomsharpsmart@gmail.com>, tiny@tyconinc.com, joefraz78@yahoo.com,
stephanie_england@hotmail.com, rablissjr@msn.com, Frank Matheson
<frankindraper@yahoo.com>
Cc: Oakley City <oakley@allwest.net>
Mayor Woolstenhulm, City Council, Planning Commission- Im pretty sure everyone knows how I
feel about this project. It has the potential to be THE crowning achievement of this generation of
City Leaders. We can be looked back upon as the group who saved the Weber River in Oakley from
being chalk full of houses and fences. This project is easy and inexpensive to get done now. Very
soon it becomes hard and expensive. Lets do it now.
Im attaching a couple of links for you. The first is a National Park Service meta-study on open
space. It talks about health and economic benefits of projects just like this, titled "ECONOMIC
IMPACTS OF PROTECTING RIVERS, TRAILS, AND GREENWAY CORRIDORS"
https://www.nps.gov/pwro/rtca/econ_all.pdf [1]
To quote, "A study of property values near greenbelts in Boulder, Colorado, noted that housing
prices declined an average of $4.20 for each foot of distance from a greenbelt up to 3,200 feet. In
one neighborhood, this figure was $10.20 for each foot of distance."
This study was performed 30 years ago. The value increases today would likely be significantly
greater. Many of the more expensive neighborhoods in the Park City Area have public trail
easements and have no issues selling for higher and higher values every year.
The 2nd link is to a 2015 study entitled "The Impacts of Central Ohio Trails".
http://www.morpc.org/Assets/MORPC/files/forms/1.The%20Impacts%20of%20Central%20Ohi
o%20Trails%20_%20Final%20Report.pdf
[2]
This study discusses many similar economic impacts. It discusses property values near trails,
economic impact of trail users, cost of trail construction in built up urban areas vs greenbelt areas.
There are a vast number of economic studies available that will tell you the same thing, trails and
public open space make sense. They produce a healthier community, they provide an economic
boost to local businesses and they cause an increase in nearby property values. Thats a Win, Win,
Win.
Lets take advantage of this opportunity while it exists by updating our development codes to make it
easy and fair to protect the last undeveloped stretch of river in the area for future generations to
enjoy.
Thank you.
Chris Hanson

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Oakley Trail System Proposal
Date: Mon, 6 Mar 2017 16:21:06 -0700
From: Shelly Sorensen <shelly.rydalch@gmail.com>
To: oakleycity@allwest.net, ww@ssummit.org, lhoggan@allwest.net, swilmoth@allwest.net,
tiny@tyconinc.com, tomsharpsmart@gmail.com, Joefraz78@yahoo.com
March 6, 2017
Re: Oakley Trail System
To Whom It May Concern:
We would like it recorded that we are IN FAVOR of the trail system that has been proposed. We
feel like this would be a great benefit to the people of Oakley.
First and foremost, this was something that was desired by the majority of residents in 1999. We are
sure that if a survey was sent out now, you would find an even greater percentage of residents
wanting this.
Secondly, it would allow for a safer place for all of us to walk, run, and bike inasmuch as the roads
are presently unsafe due to the increased traffic and excessive speeds. Next, we would love to be
able to let Cameron enjoy outside time with us on a walking trail that would allow those with limited
mobility to get closer to the river. It is not a safe situation to walk with him on our roads, and we are
sure that this is a concern to parents of young children and the elderly as well.
What a wonderful opportunity it would be to create a place for families to spend healthy, outdoor
time together walking, biking, xc skiing, snowshoeing, etc. in a safe environment! We feel that this
will be an asset to our community now and an important legacy for future generations. Thank you
for your consideration of this matter and the time you take to represent all of us.
Sincerely, Alan, Shelly, and Cameron Sorensen (801-718-7100)75 East Oakridge
Brett and Shalese Sorensen (385-215-0686)791 West Weber Canyon Road
Colton and Melissa Thornton (435-659-8488)36 East Cottonwood Lane (basement
apartment)

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Stevens Park and Weber River Trails
Date: Tue, 7 Mar 2017 07:11:22 -0700
From: mike vanderhoof <mike_vanderhoof@yahoo.com>
To: oakley@allwest.net
Cc: Wade <ww@ssummit.org>, Lorrie <lhoggan@allwest.net>, Tiny <tiny@tyconin.com>, Steve
<swilmoth@allwest.net>, Tom <tomsharpsmart@gmail.com>, Joe <Joefraz78@yahoo.com>
Dear Oakley City Council Members,
Mike and liz Vanderhoof support the proposed Stevens Park and adjacent trails. We have been
members of this beautiful community since 1998 and believe the Park and trails would be an
invaluable asset for our community.
It is rare for a community to have the opportunity to acquire access to river front property for
recreational use. Whether throwing a fly line, riding a horse, a bike or just walking, the sound and
sight of a river has a calming and healing effect on one's soul. It would be a shame to let this
opportunity slip away.
Development is coming to our valley whether we like it or not. Let's be smart and strategic in
protecting that the best we can. Acquiring access to this beautiful river for future generations is a
great start.
In closing, I hope the Council will properly evaluate what is in the best interest of the majority of the
residents of Oakley.
Liz and I thank you all for your service and dedication to our great community.
Mike and Liz Vanderhoof
Sent from my iPhone

-------- Original Message -------Subject: Trails, River Preservation and Stevens Park
Date: Tue, 7 Mar 2017 14:38:32 -0700
From: Coni Lansche <coni@avalansche.com>
To: lhoggan@allwest.net
Hello Councilor Hoggan,
I would like to be on the record for stating that as a resident of Oakley, I think the river preservation
project, including the trails systems and the Stevens Park, are wonderful advantages for our city. As
long as agreeable terms can be made with each of the private property owners, the concept of public
access to one of the most important aspects of our city I am in favor of.
Thank you for your time,
-CONI
Coni Lansche

Ken Patey letterI, Ken Patey, as a resident of 246 West 4400 North Oakley do hereby support public trails with the
following characteristics:
1. Trails designed with adequate parking so trail participants do not interfere with neighborhood
quiet enjoyment. Adequate parking facilities can limit excessive public parking on streets in front of
or near homes adjacent to public trail launch locations.
2. Trails that are designed as "Loop Trails" returning to the designated parking areas mentioned
above. This keeps the focus on local community benefit.
3. Trails that are built in such a fashion as to manage the inherent conflict between equestrian and
mountain bike traffic.
4. Trails launch location with public restrooms at designated parking areas and or short enough
Loop Trails as to not need public restrooms.
5. Trails with enforceable trail policies that designate dogs on leashes.
6. Trails that are built while respecting the private property rights of citizens. Private property rights
can be respected by negotiations in good faith for trail access in exchange for potential entitlement
considerations when it is in the public best interest.
I had previously made offers to purchase land from my neighbors prior to understanding the
potential public Trail initiative. Upon realizing that the 7 Acres I offered to buy may interfere with
community Trail initiatives I have advised my neighbor that I would not be a competitor with
projects our elected officials deemed as public benefit.
I believe that "recreational conservation" is an Innovative land-use approach that balances the public
interest of Health with the public interest of land conservation for future Generations.
Through responsible recreational conservation projects, I believe that the most scenic and beautiful
portions of this Valley can be made accessible to more than just the ultra-rich.
I fully support public trails even though I know this may adversely impact a portion of our quiet
enjoyment of our River Property in Oakley.
In the future should the river and in town scenic corridors be only accessible to the rich?
Scenic corridors, and River by-ways can be made available to all members of the public through
responsible conservational Recreation projects that acheive harmony by balancing public interest
while respecting individual property rights as described above
Conservation does not mean no use. It means responsible and sustainable use.
The small town charm of Oakley can be protected by creating in town trails that support walking to
and from locations around this amazing place.
Sincerely Ken Patey

PAGE 1 OF 2
Sam Aplanap letter
Mayor Woolstenhulme and Oakley City Council,
First of all, I would like to thank you for your service on our Town's behalf. I recognize the
amount of time and effort you spend on helping to better our community. Regarding Monday's
meeting, the Mayor did a great job setting a respectful tone whereby the public had the opportunity
to voice it's concerns over the project. I personally understood the concerns coming from both
sides of the issue. All were valid concerns and should be addressed. As a Realtor, I tend to focus on
protecting private property rights. Just one thought on that subject; I feel that if a property owner
does not want to participate in this trail system, he/she should not be forced to or shunned if
he/she chooses not to do so. It sounded like Mr. Smart and Mr. Sorensen have done a good job of
trying to respect the opinions of land owners like Mr. Lake and I commend them for that.
Conversely, if a landowner chooses to participate in the trail, I feel that their property rights should
also be respected. They should also not feel negative pressure from the town or its citizens for
exercising their private property rights. The hot button topic seemed to be whether to offer 5 acre
zoning in exchange for river access. This issue could be a sticking point for many and I can see both
sides of the argument. I can also see this being a long and heated debate. May I suggest tabling that
debate for another day and focusing on the Stevens Park for now. Remember, this land has 4
separate lots, so instead of changing zoning and adding density you are removing it. Many other
concerns can be more easily quantified when we just look at 20 acres and 1/2 mile of trail. I would
encourage you to take more time to explain the cost of the acquisition of the land and the $500k
grant from the County; look at it as a stand alone project not tied in any way to the greater trail
system. I feel that on this smaller scale we can address concerns such as:
Acquisition
Litter
Dogs
Cost to construct the trail
Cost to maintain
Crime
Access/parking
I believe that after some research you would find that the cost to maintain the Stevens Park
would be far less than a single softball field. Might I suggest getting our local Boy Scout troop
involved in annual service projects for basic cleaning and maintenance. If the youth of Oakley are
involved in this park, they would be more likely to take care of it and monitor elicit behavior. I am
aware that some serious crimes have been committed at our recreation complex over the years. This
did not deter us from building and enjoying our world class facility. Likewise, we should not allow
the fear of crime to dictate whether or not to approve a park in our community. I also realize that
dogs are a hot topic. Most dog owners would not likely obey a leash rule. Unleashed dogs can be
dangerous to adjacent ranching operations. In respecting their livelihood, I would support strict
penalties for any damage caused by unleashed dogs. If I am not mistaken, Utah law already makes
provisions for a Ranchers right to protect their livestock from aggressive dogs.
In closing, I would like to remind you of the town meetings not long ago when a new rodeo and
recreation complex were proposed. Many spoke against the idea. They stated that we could not
afford such a venue. They said that it would only have a negative impact on our rodeo and
celebration. We were warned that if we moved the rodeo it would lose its character. While I do
have fond memories of the old rodeo grounds, it’s obvious we are better off with the new complex.
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Imagine if we had not built the new facility, where would our celebration be today? Another
example would be the Elk Meadows Assisted Living Home. Many criticized it and said it would be a
burden on our community. I think it has only added to our already great town. Will we be grateful
we took that leap of faith on the Stevens Park, or will we regret not seizing a great opportunity to
add to our community. If the concerns listed above were addressed, I would support the concept of
the Stevens Park. These are just a few of my thoughts. None are set in stone. I would love to visit
with any of you regarding this issue. Feel free to call or text me at my number listed below.

Sam Aplanalp
Discovery Properties
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Shana Edmunds letter—
After attending the meeting about the proposed Weber River corridor project, my eyes were opened
to concerns that some Oakley residents had. While I'm sure these concerns will need to be
considered, I think the overall plan is positive. Some of the concerns could be easily resolved, while
others may need more discussion.
One of the things that stuck out in my mind was the number of homes/people, already approved
for our valley. When you put it into perspective each home typically has a minimum of two drivers,
(usually more). This creates a huge impact on our roads. If the valley is slated for 1,000 homes, this
would equate to 2,000-3,000 more drivers in our community. While all of these may not be
concentrated in Oakley, we can be assured we will be greatly impacted by the increase. Our soccer
fields, baseball diamonds, and rodeo grounds, among other things, will attract a large number of new
residents to visit our city. This is not necessarily a negative. It is just something that needs to be
considered. Because of this, I feel like it's a safer alternative for Oakley residents to have the option
of utilizing the new park/trail being proposed. The alternative is continuing to use high traffic areas,
which will intensify the probability of accidents.
My husband and I often walk along New Lane, Weber Canyon Rd., SR 32, Millrace, and 4200
North. All have seen an increase in traffic already. In my opinion, many of our roads are already
unsafe for children to ride bikes or walk along during certain times of the day. If we could preserve
an area designated for all of us to enjoy as our valley continues to grow, I think it would be well
worth our efforts. It also preserves a more rural feel, as we are able to enjoy outdoor activities in a
natural environment.
Danger or crime on the trail was one of the concerns mentioned. From my perspective, a trail is a
much safer alternative for the aforementioned reasons. Summit county trails do not have a history of
being high in crime. In fact, there hasn't been a sexual assault/rape to date. This doesn't mean
people should let their guard down. It simply means it's no less safe than in other areas might be.
I also heard the trail along SR 32 referred to. The complaint being that it isn't utilized. I have seen a
small number of people use this trail. The problem to me is that these two trails aren't even
comparable. I personally wouldn't allow younger children to use the path along 32. The reason
being, it runs parallel to a road travelled at 55 mph and often above. I think it's a safety issue, not
only because of that, but because many times they would have to cross this road to gain access. The
trail proposed doesn't run along a high traffic area.
There was also the concern of people cutting through private property or people's yards to gain
access to the trail. I think if the parking lots mentioned are put in place, this problem would be
mitigated. It wouldn't make sense to park on a busy highway to access the trail when you can leave
your car parked in a much safer area, and have much easier access from that location. As far as the
parking lots themselves ruining the look of our rural setting, the ones I've seen that already exist
around our county are tastefully planned. They have done a good job of maintaining the ambiance
of our mountain valleys. I'm sure this would be no different.
The trash concern could also be mitigated with a little bit of planning. In a perfect world, everyone
would pick up their own trash. While many people will do just that, we have to plan for those who
do not. Some well placed trash cans can help decrease this need. One suggestion could be dividing
the trail into sections. Allow groups or families to "adopt" a portion of the trail, much like the
"Adopt a Highway" program. They would be responsible for keeping that section clean.
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While these are a few suggestions to relieve some concerns, I in no way intend to minimize other's
views. I'm just giving another point of view. The fact of the matter is, this place is already changing
and growing dramatically. It will continue to do so. We can help shape that change, or just sit back
and watch. However, what we decide now will determine the future face of Oakley. We need to
consider all options.
Thank you for your service to our beautiful city. And thank you for taking the time to consider this
opinion.
Sincerely,
Shana Edmunds

Former Summit County Sheriff Dave Edmonds letterDear Council Member:
Like the majority of those blessed to live in Oakley, Utah, I would love to see our town remain what
it currently is. However, change is the one constant in life. Oakley’s natural beauty, proximity to
both Park City and the Wasatch Front, along with a variety other factors, dictate that it will be
targeted for significant development. Oakley will be developed—I hope there are none delusional
enough to believe we can preserve the status quo. The question is: What will future development
look like? The Weber River Corridor Project is predicated upon the finest traditions of American
natural resources preservation; and, more importantly, it is consistent with community values and
traditions.
As you know, development procurement is a negotiation. The policy question in governmental
negotiations, which this project is, should always be: Will the concession(s) made in the negotiation
serve the public better than the alternative(s)? In the case of the Weber River Corridor Project, I
believe the developmental concessions being proposed are not inconsistent with the public’s best
interest.
Some misguided arguments against the project have been proffered. One of the ill-founded
oppositional arguments has cited increased criminality on public trail systems—in particular, sexual
battery/rape. I spoke with Chief Carpenter (Park City Police Department) and Sheriff Martinez
(Summit County Sheriff’s Office) about the aforementioned concerns. Both lawmen compiled crime
data relative to trail systems in their jurisdictions; the chief and the sheriff found only a few incidents
of lewdness and/or other low-level misdemeanor offenses on Summit County trail systems. There
has never been a reported rape on a Summit County public trail.
There are people of goodwill on both sides of this proposal. However, for me, the arguments in
favor of this project exceed, by far, the arguments against it. It would be nice for me to stroll the
majestic Weber River corridor with my grandchildren. Thank you for your service to our
community, your attention to this matter, and your willingness to carefully consider all sides of this
issue.
Respectfully, David A. Edmunds

Bob and Jean Rydalch5 March 2017
Oakley City
To Whom it may concern:
This letter is sent to express our thoughts and feelings regarding the recent effort by some in our
community to develop a trail system in the river bottoms adjacent to the Weber River. We support
such an effort and feel that the planning and installation of this project should be an item of urgency
for our community and city.
Our family moved into the town of Oakley on 1 June 1982. We have always been so grateful for the
marvelous beauty that surrounds all of us in our little community. This beauty hasn’t changed, but
we have seen a major change in the safety of our streets because of the increase in traffic over the
years. We feel that the development of a trail system is needed so that we and our future generations
may continue to enjoy this beauty without concerns for safety because of an abundance of road
traffic on our city streets. This is especially true on the streets that we have always used to do our
bike riding, walking and jogging (New Lane Road, Weber Canyon Road, and North Bench Road).
Safety for those in our community should be a major priority.
In 1999 when I was serving on the Oakley City Council a survey was taken of all Oakley residents.
The survey was sent out to identify the items of importance that the residents wanted to see happen
in the community. Number one on the list was the development of a trail system. We are glad to see
some effort being made to comply with the desires of the community. We appreciate the effort of
those that are moving this needed improvement along.
We would also like to suggest that every effort be made in the planning and layout of the proposed
trails system so that the privacy for existing homes be a major priority and consideration.
Sincerely,
Bob and Jean Rydalch

Gary and Madia Beroset letter
To whom it may concern:
I was more than surprised by the negative comments regarding your efforts to preserve the river
corridor for the future of Oakley. To me and my family there is nothing more important than both
preserving what we have and, being able to access and enjoy what Oakley has to offer.
I think often one negative comment seems to over ride 10 positive ones. Don't be dismayed by this
first public meeting because I feel there are more residents in favor of your efforts to complete a
trail system than are opposed. I think most of them were just taken aback by some of the concerns
and comments. Even though Oakley is old school in a lot of ways its also progressive in the way our
leaders and the public have stayed true to their heritage. I feel this community is more than capable
of developing and maintaining a trail system that is second to none. I applaud all of your efforts and
hope this is only round one. I have to believe that even though this is a difficult endeavor, the end
result will be a lasting legacy to the present and future residents of Oakley. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Gary (Goog) Beroset
Madia Beroset

PAGE 1 OF 2
Tom Noaker letter
To the Mayor and members of The Oakley Town Board:
Subsequent to the public input session on Monday Feb 27 several talking points were raised that
need to be clarified.
1.) The Weber River Conservation Project did not originate with the SSTF.
The concept was developed and pursued to present by Howard Sorenson (SSTF VP) and current
Oakley City Councilman Tom Smart.
As a non profit 501C3 organization, the SSTF is actively engaged in several South Summit area trail
plans. At regularly scheduled BOD meetings we have received updates and offered our support to
the Weber River Conservation concept including an inclusion of a multiple use trail alignment.
The SSTF was asked to join the process by agreeing to underwrite future M&O requirements.
To that end we provided not only our signatures but a good faith committment to help fund future
costs of maintenance by securing $40,000 in funds to be held in a reserve account for that purpose.
2.) Concerns regarding increased crime along public trails are simply not rooted in fact.
Under a separate cover letter, former Summit County Sheriff Dave Edmunds has indicated his
experience that trail use and crime are not directly linked.
The Mountain Trails Foundation and the Snyderville Rec. District have nearly quadrupled their trail
mileage inventory in the last 10 years (now over 400 miles of trails in western Summit County) with
a near Zero increase in any crimes during the same period. (Moose assaults on Humans have been
on the rise however.)
Regional trail systems in Boise, St George, Moab, Provo, West Jordan, Salt lake City, Ogden, and
Grand Junction Co., all have similar data to refute the claim that public trails are 'crime multipliers'.
3.) This project will draw more people to recreate in our community.
As previously stated, with over 400 miles of trail access in Western Summit county, newly
constructed public trails at Highstar Ranch, Victory Ranch and Wasatch County, it is unlikely a
relatively short (less than 6 mile total), flat and pedestrian 'purposed' trail will create much outside
appeal.
In fact, the primary beneficiaries will be Oakley residents.
4.) Density negotiations within Oakley City will lead to vast service demands, increased development
and property taxes.
All of the potential density negotiations proposed for conservation easements would take place
north and east of New Lane to Boulderville Road and involve only 5 land owners that currently have
12 lots of record on 229 acres. Adding density in exchange for easements and access would increase
net density to 30 units on 229 acres. Most of this is between areas that are already zoned 1-for-5
acre. Not all of these would necessarily be developed but if they were PUD's, private unit
developments with private roads and septic systems, (favored by summit county health dept pending
necessary perc testing) Oakley would only be supplying water hookups.
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Given the current Eastside Planning Commission proposal before the County Council that
represents a similar density as the new AG1 and AG6 zones combined prior to any clustering or
trails mandates.
To insinuate that this density negotiation would result in a Francis Town density development is
inaccurate. In fact this is a pro-active measure to insure that Oakley does not cultivate suburban
perimeter densities with sewer service and a susequent land rush to half acre lot development.
Respectfully
Tom Noaker
President SSTF

Doug Evans letter
Dear Mayor Wade Woolstenhulme,
I am sure you know my stand on these issues, but I just wish to state for the record that I and my
family and kids support the Oakley River project, including the trails and proposed Stevens Park.
I firmly believe that preserving the river bottom goes back to zoning decisions made more than 20
years ago. But as you know - even with zoning regulations, they can be changed to fit the needs of a
developer, a future Council and/or the public. Allowing a carefully planed and implemented trail and
park system in certain areas of the river bottoms, with conservation easements in key areas will help
preserve this great asset forever.
Also - the public that uses it will treasure the green space and agricultural legacy of the City for many
generations to come. Users of these facilities are safety conscious, clean, and will continue to work
diligently to preserve and provide upkeep of the same.
Some have said projects like this will just bring more people to Oakley. Well - as you know, Oakley
has never been afraid to advertise its beauty, patriotism, and legacy to the world for generations, and
still maintain its rural values. No mater where I travel, if I say I am from Oakley Utah, invariably,
that person (who has likely been to the famous Rodeo and other events or venues), will say - what a
lucky _______ you are! (fill in the blank with what ever you have heard). I like so may others are
most proud!
Oakley has had many successful opportunities and projects to better the life, health, safety, and
property values of this town, and this is no different. The County recognizes our incredible success
and is saying through their moral and financial support that they are willing to "step up" to help us
as well. Lets continue to be a model and example, as we have in many other things, such as water
supply and delivery, wastewater innovation, rodeo and related sports, parks, playgrounds, ball fields,
historic building preservation, volunteer opportunities, trails, etc.
With all the development plans proposed outside of Oakley - we can be the "refuge or the light on
the hill" so to speak, which will show the Valley and County just how well we have planned for the
future of our families and resources. We do not need sprawl to bring revenues and tax base - we
need careful planing and a real heart! In the end - we will prosper.
Remember - it was the Weber River that provided the sustainable setting and future vision for the
original founders who laid out the Town Oakley. We are lucky to have this and our people, both
past and present, as our "life blood".
With all that said, this preservation initiative is a big project that will take some time - but lets start
somewhere and lets start now to make this wonderful community a gem for our kids and grand kids
and friends.
Thanks Wade for your enduring public service and sacrifice to this incredible little City. I know how
big of a challenge your job can be at times!
Your friend,
Doug Evans

Dallas Aste letter
I would like to write and express my family's support for the Weber River Trail as well as additional
trail projects in the Kamas Valley. We need to have more resources in Oakley where families can
enjoy the beauty that is around us. I don't want to see our community turn into Weber Canyon
where everything gets bought up and fenced off. Trails and green space preservation would increase
property values, provide safe no-cost recreation areas where families can enjoy our surroundings,
improve health, offers opportunities for social interaction, and provide connections for safe travel
throughout our community safe from cars.
Here are some articles that support this theory:
http://www.americantrails.org/resources/adjacent/sumadjacent.html
"Homeowners nationwide express the same concerns and fears about proposed trails in their
neighborhoods. But studies in various parts of the United States seem to show that concerns about
trails lowering property values and increasing crime are unfounded. In fact, trails have consistently
been shown to increase (or have no effect on) property values, to have no measurable effect on
public safety, and to have an overwhelming positive influence on the quality of life for trail
neighbors as well as the larger community."
http://www.uintahcity.com/trails-and-pathways.htm
Open Space and Trails are Valued by the Community:
"A 2002 Survey of residents near Ogden’s Bonneville Shoreline Trail revealed that:
82% believe their property would be easier to sell because it is near a trail
88% believe that the trail improved the quality of their neighborhood
94% said that having a trail nearby added to the appeal of their homes"
Trails will add a legacy to Oakley that will unite our community and preserve its beauty for all to
enjoy.
Dallas Aste

Mark and Robin Freed statement
Mark & Robin Freed do support trails in Oakley and Stevens Park.

Susan Glasman letter
Date: To: From: Subject:
March 3, 2017 Oakley City Council
Susan Glasmann
Weber River Corridor and Steven's Park
I am writing to express my support for the Steven's property becoming a park and the city's
acquisition of a Weber River corridor to preserve the river and enable the creation of trails and other
outdoor uses within that corridor.
If the city succeeds in acquiring the river corridor, it will mean being able to preserve and protect the
river and offer our community a much-needed trail and other outdoor recreation uses for
generations to come. Such an opportunity will likely not come again. We must act now to create this
important amenity for our community.
The river project will not be without challenges. Acquiring the corridor property and creating a trail
will be just the beginning. Consideration and mitigation of residents' concerns about trash,
neighboring property rights, illicit activities, traffic and trail maintenance will also be needed. But the
effort will be worth it. Once completed, the Oakley Weber River Corridor will be a treasured
amenity for our community.
Sincerely,
Susan Glasmann 4674 N New Lane Oakley, UT

Les England letterTo: Oakley City Council
Firstly, thank you for all of your great efforts on behalf of our community. Oakley has long
been held above other locales in Summit County because of the forward thinking town council, and
yet keeping in mind the heritage that has brought us here. The treatment plant, the water
wells, etc. are all examples of how we, in this town are not afraid to look into the future, and the
best interests of our children and grandchildren. At the same time we have never let go of the
history of Oakley.
I have a strong belief that the Stevens Park (or whatever the name ends up) is another great asset
to the community. How many other towns would welcome the idea of a park with river
frontage, basically being given to the town, both through the efforts of Summit Land
Conservancy, and Summit County's grant of $500,000. As I understand it, there are no loans, no
payback or any other contingencies attached to that grant. It would be foolhardy to turn away those
monies. This is nothing but a win-win for Oakley City and the Stevens acreage.
In regard to the Weber River Corridor project, it is also an opportunity in front of us to
preserve an area of land, that will remain the way it is and be another feather in your cap, as
forward thinking individuals on the town council. there should be no other goal than to retain a
pristine, untouched section of Oakley for the benefit of generations to come. There are hurdles
and obstacles that need to be overcome, but the idea of conservation easements and trails through
the river bottom is one that needs to be pursued with vigor and enthusiasm. Some day in the
future, one of your own children or grandchildren will thank you for the ability to be able to look
upon the Weber River the way we can today,.
That will make all of the efforts and work involved to make it happen worthwhile.
Thanks again for your diligence and foresight.

Les England

Steve and Peggy Brown
To whom it may concern:
My name is Steve Brown. My wife Peggy and I live at 5466 North 750 West.
We both attended the public hearing this past Monday night. I spoke in support of the action and
encouraged the City Council to actively pursue creating the Park and the open space recreation
corridor along the Weber River.
I realize that there are many stakeholders involved and that not all interests may be satisfied,
however I also believe that this action would be in the best interests of the City of Oakley and it’s
residents in the long run. Change is an inevitability in our lives and the ability to influence that
change is not always an option. I believe the City has the opportunity to influence that ineveitable
change in a positive manner by pursuing this course of action.
I have consulted on master plan real estate development in Vail, Jackson Hole, Park City and Salt
Lake City and understand the difficulties faced by municipal authorities in making these kind of
decisions. I encourage the City Council to give this matter serious consideration and make the best
choice for Oakley and it’s residents by proceeding forward. This is likely the only opportunity we
will have to preserve this kind of quality open space.
Cordially,
Steve and Peggy Brown

E-MAILS & LETTERS
TO
MAYOR
&
CITY COUNCIL
AGAINST TRAILS
&
STEVENS PARK

-----Original Message----From: Suni Woolstenhulme [mailto:ovjunction@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 5:29 PM
To: oakley@allwest.net
Subject: Community Trails
I just wanted to add my input to the trail project in Oakley City. I feel it is very difficult to say if you
are for it or against it when there isn't enough information at this point to make a decision like that.
I know that is it a very difficult sell to me when we are using the word conservation and rezoning in
the same sentence. Those 2 ideas are contradictory in nature.
I am against the idea of a dirt trail. I am against the idea of a trail that can only be implemented by
using plan a, if that doesn't work on to plan b, if that doesn't work than on to plan c to make it
happen. If I support it and there is no clear vision than I have no idea what the project will look like
in the end. I have no idea what I am supporting. I also believe that we are looking at too small of a
scale and only focusing on the river corridor when the trail would impact the whole town. So I am
against the idea as proposed.
However, I would like to see the city put out an RFP for a Master Planning/Architectural Planning.
In order to make an informed decision it is necessary to know construction cost, impact to land,
maintenance cost, etc.
There is no sense in continuing the debate until we know the feasibility and necessary scope of the
project. It would also give the opportunity to correct any other zoning issues we may have.
Thank you for your time.
Suni Woolstenhulme

-----Original Message----From: Suni Woolstenhulme [mailto:ovjunction@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 5:34 PM
To: oakley@allwest.net
Subject: Trail System
I am against the trail proposal. I am concerned that if we change the zoning there along the river
corridor that we would have to change the density other places as well. I just don't see how this will
be good for the town of Oakley.
Jay Woolstenhulme
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Jed and Sherry MillburnMarch 6, 2017
Jed & Sherry Millburn 389 E. Boulderville Rd. Oakley, UT
Oakley City 960 W. Center Street P.O. Box 129 Oakley, Utah 84055
RE: Opposition to the Weber River Trail System and Conservation Easement
Dear Mayor and City Council Members:
We are writing this letter regarding the proposed Weber River trail system. We have been grappling
with the idea of this trail system for many months. We can see some minor benefits to the trail
system and conservation easement; however, after long and careful consideration we believe the
cons of the trail system far outweigh the benefits. For this reason, we are opposed to the trail
system.
On November 14th, 2016, we purchased a home on 60 acres that abuts the Weber River. Some of
our acreage is on both sides of the river. We purchased this property because it was totally private
and afforded us and our family direct access to the Weber River without worry of outside
trespassers. With all this in mind, we made the decision to pay a significant price for the property.
We hope you will carefully consider our concerns:
1. Negative Impact to Residents: If the trail system is installed, then three primary groups of people
will receive significant negative impact, but unfortunately only one of these groups will receive any
economic benefit: A. The first group of people are the existing property owners where the
proposed trail and easement will run. These property owners are being offered increased density or
in some cases cash consideration. For this reason, some of them might be happy with the outcome
because they end up benefiting monetarily.
B. The second group of people are the neighboring property owners. The neighboring property
owners likely own property that abuts the river on the south side of the river. We are included in this
group. The neighboring property owners (like us) spent considerable amounts of money to own
private property on the river. If the trail system goes in anyone can walk or ride up or down the trail.
We have five children ranging from two to fourteen years of age. We specifically bought private
property on the river without a public corridor, so we didn’t have to worry about strangers coming
onto our property and possibly endangering our children. We realize that most people on the trail
will likely be good upstanding citizens, but it is inevitable that some of them won’t be. The
northwest corner of our property would be separated from the proposed trail by a wooded area, but
the northeast corner of our property would be easily accessible to people on the trail that want to
hop the fence and trespass on our property. If the trail system goes in, then our backyard becomes
the equivalent of a city park. We literally have no idea who is out there on any given day. In addition
to this concern, we believe the trail system will negatively impact the value of our property and all of
the other neighboring property owners along the river. To make matters worse, the neighboring
property owners will also likely have to contribute to the upkeep and cost of maintaining the trail
through paying higher property taxes. Of all the groups that will be negatively impacted by the trail,
we believe the greatest negative impact will be placed on our group -- the neighboring property
owners.
C. The third group of people are the citizens of Oakley. Oakley residents will bear the cost to clean,
maintain, and patrol the trail while 95% of the trail users will likely be people from outside of
Oakley. The residents of Oakley will also have to accommodate additional parking from outside
visitors.
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2.
Secluded Trails Near Water Attract all Kinds of People: We have heard some proponents of
the Weber River trail compare it to a simple mountain trail. We think this is an ill-advised
comparison. It is simply common sense that trails near rivers and lakes attract much greater numbers
of people than a simple mountain trails. The bottom line is that water attracts all kinds of people. It
is inevitable that some of these people will be undesirables with criminal backgrounds. The trail will
largely be surrounded by trees and therefore will be secluded. This atmosphere is the perfect haven
for undesirables. It is inevitable that some criminal and illicit activity will take place in the
conservation easement and on the neighboring properties that surround the proposed conservation
easement. This is especially unfair to the neighboring property owners like us.
3.
The Weber River is Already Conserved: We believe the Weber River is better conserved by
leaving it the way it is, rather than opening it up to the public. It has been privately conserved for
hundreds of years. Who is to say that it will be any different a hundred years from now? The
property owners that surround the river have determined the outcome of the river corridor for the
past 150 years. We should have the right to determine the outcome of the river corridor going
forward.
4.
Increased Housing Density: Increased housing density along the river is contrary to
everything Oakley stands for. This would be an enormous tragedy. We moved to Oakley specifically
to get away from housing density. We believe it is a mistake to change the zoning from 1-to-40 to 1to- 5. We especially believe that increasing the housing density now to prevent the density from
increasing even higher sometime down the road is a mistake. It is common knowledge, that the clear
majority of Oakley residents live in Oakley because much of the zoning is 1-to-40. We believe the
future residents, mayor, and city council of Oakley will never allow it to change from 1-to-40, unless
we jump the gun and change it now. We believe we run a much greater risk of increasing density to
less than 1-to-5 by accelerating this process and reducing it to 1-to-5 right now. By reducing the
density to 1-to-5 now, we will bring in outside residents that may take control of the city and the city
council in the future. These new residents might want to increase the density even more.
5.
Additional Infrastructure Costs: The additional infrastructure costs to upgrade the sewer
plant and possibly other utility plants will be a major burden on the residents of Oakley. This is
money that could and should be used elsewhere to benefit the residents of the city.
We realize that many of the proponents of the trail have good intentions; but, we hope those
involved will give serious consideration to our concerns, especially since we own a large 60-acre
parcel that would border the proposed trail system. We paid a significant amount of money so our
family could enjoy safe, secluded, private property with direct access to the river for all the reasons
previously mentioned. This safety, seclusion, and privacy will undoubtedly be compromised if the
trail system is installed.
Please feel free to contact us if you have any questions. Jed can be reached on his cell phone at
801.809.0521.
Sincerely, Jed & Sherry Millburn
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Rex Ballou
March 4, 2017
To: Oakley City Council
From: Rex Ballou
Subject: Proposed trail system in Oakley
Dear Madams and Sirs:
Thank you so much for your service. I appreciate what you do and your efforts to make our city a
good place to live and raise our families.
I want to comment about the proposed trail system that was discussed Monday evening at the
Cattleman’s hall. I thought the meeting was well attended and the discussion informative. I was in
attendance and learned several things that I found quite alarming. To that end, I would like to
comment.
First and foremost, I am not against a trail system. I think that if done properly, it could be a
beautiful addition to our community and way of life. I think that open space needs to be part of any
community to promote quite, serenity that includes wildlife, fauna and flora, clean air and water and
cooperation between all stakeholders. But a trail system cannot trump what has been the city plan
from the beginning.
Mr. Smart’s comments about changing the zoning to allow for 5 acre lots where 40 currently exist is
completely against the city plan. As a former member of the planning commission, I fought
shoulder to shoulder with many of you to maintain the status quo and to ensure that the city plan
would be maintained and upheld. It seems that we get one new councilman elected, and suddenly
years of planning and holding true to our values goes out the window. That simply cannot be
allowed. I am very concerned that an increase in housing density will have a negative impact on our
water quality. I know that currently there is no sewage system available for this proposed increase in
density. Where will the waste go?
Second, it became crystal clear to me that there has to be numerous studies done to understand the
impact that a trail system will have on wildlife, water quality, pollution, erosion, and other biological
and ecological impacts that a trail system will bring. Who is going to pay for that?
For the last 5 winters, a large herd of elk (between 50 and 150) have lived in the river bottom behind
my house. Any interaction with humans displaces them. When they see a human, they leave. They
jump fences. When they jump fences, they damage fences. On two different occasions that I have
seen they have become caught in the fences as they attempted to jump. I was able to cut one free
and it lived, but the other died. More people on a trail system will have a definite negative impact on
the elk.
Probably more important is who will manage the trail system. It absolutely cannot be our city
because the values of the city possibly change with each election. One year we may be pro cow.
The next two years we could be pro business. The next two years we could be pro development of
denser housing. This is stated with no disrespect to the current administration, but rather as a
statement of fact. A trail system would need the continuity of a dedicated conservator that would
have only the interest of the trail system in mind.
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Please do not rush through this process. Please address the need for clean water, impact on our
sewage system, and the impact on wildlife that a trail system will bring. Please also address who will
administer the lands. Please keep in mind that whoever that would be also has to address the
liability issues that go with public access, possible increase in crime, possible increase in garbage,
possible increase in parking, rest rooms, dogs, and many, many more issues. Please take your time.
Do it right so that all of us benefit in this project.
Once again, thank you for your willingness to keep Oakley the beautiful, excellent place to live.
Best Regards,
Rex Ballou

E-MAILS & LETTERS
TO
MAYOR
&
CITY COUNCIL
CONCERNS REGARDING
TRAILS
&
STEVENS PARK
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Andy Woolstenhulme letter
Oakley City Council Members
First of I would like to thank you for the public meeting held last night. I found it somewhat
informative with a lot of emotion on each side (this is to be expected). I do however have several
concerns that I would like to see addressed by the individuals and organization who are proposing
the park & trail system and Oakley City. I want you to be aware the I am not for or opposed to this
proposal, I am however concerned about the process and steps taken to insure that if the proposed
trail system moves forward that it is done properly and prudently. Thank you in advance for your
time and consideration of these concerns.
How is the park and trails system funded and what are the estimated short term and annual
expenses?
The initial grant and raised funds are impressive and will obviously help, but are they
enough? What is the total cost to buy the Stevens property from the conservatory? What
are the costs to put in the park? What are the cost of establishing the trail system? What
funds will be used to cover the ongoing repairs and maintenance? Grant money is nice, but
not a long term solution to a budget concern.
It becomes easy to get volunteers and donations when projects are started and emotions
are high. What happens when the trail system is in place and it becomes time to provide
funding and resources in the future. The special interest groups have moved on, and it is
up to Oakley citizens to fund and provide man hours to maintain.
Between 30%-40% of our annual revenue is from the Rodeo and Celebration, is this
healthy city budget planning? I would like to be confident that resources and dollars would
not be diverted from investing in our “cash cow” to maintaining and new park and trial
system. We all hope that we don’t see the day but the future of rodeo could be described as
fragile. The animal rights organizations are a real threat to rodeo and the western lifestyle.
No one ever assumed that Shamu wouldn’t be at Sea World, elephants wouldn’t be in the
circus, and that the 150 year tradition of riding in a horse drawn cart around Salt Lake
would come to an end. I believe it would be prudent for the city to look into way of
shoring up our financial position without as much reliance on a community event. I do
understand that the financial strength of the city will improve once the long term debt for
the Oakley Complex is paid in full. But paying the debt in full will not provide additional
revenue aside from the rodeo, it will only reduce annual debt service and increase cash flow.
We will still be reliant on the rodeo to fund a good share of the city.
It this project requires funds now and in the future that are only supported by the city
budget I don’t believe we can afford it until we have addressed the above concerns.
I would like to see a feasibility analysis completed for the project.
It is hard to understand the risks if we don’t know what we are dealing with.
I go back to last night, many emotions far too little fact. We all become experts very
quickly. I would like to see how other communities have fared with similar projects. What
would be the likely uses of the park and trial system? How many visitors would the trail
see? What types of crime do other trails see, is there an increase in crime? How does a trail
system interrupt wildlife? How do they manage their trail systems? Do they find enough
funding without dipping into city budgets?
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I go back to my banking career. In lending I am required to recognize and identify the risk
with a loan. I then have to adequately provide mitigation to those risks using data and facts.
It is not enough to say I would like to do this loan because in my opinion the client is a
“good guy”. I am looking for the mitigation to the risks presented without personal
opinions and emotion. Give us the details and facts from similar projects.
I personal have a hard time calling this conservation, why not call it just a trail system?
We are offering land owners additional density in what is currently zoned in a way that
controls future development and preserves agriculture land. Does “conservation” result in
conserving Oakley and our way of life or does it transform Oakley in to very expensive 5
acre developments?
It has been said that we should do this now because future city councils and planning
commissions will just do it anyway. Perhaps that’s true, but Oakley City residence can
control this through the ballot box. While we should plan for the future, let’s be wise and
prudent, not act on fear of the “what if”.
I have other concerns on the transactions and communications with previous, current, and
future land owners along the river. I will not address them in this email.
Federal control of the US water ways.
Hopefully many of you are aware of the proposed “Waters of the United States Rule” that
was very close to becoming law. With the republican control of Washington and reduction
of power to the EPA this has been put on the back burner, for now.
My concern is that if the “Grass roots” movement for the trail that has presented the
proposal fails that they will then team up with other special interest groups and look to the
federal government for help. I in no way would approve of any federal governmental
group forcing their power onto the City of Oakley or the land owners to comply.
My hope is that if the answer is no, then the discuss will be tabled until concerns and issues
are answered. If this project can’t be managed by the City of Oakley, I don’t support it.
I have attached a link that discusses the “Waters of the United State Rule”.
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/05/epa-waterways-wetlands-rule-118319
I hope that city council and the organizations involved are able to provide answer these questions.
There are obvious other concerns what were addressed by many on each side last night. However,
without these questions answered and risks mitigated and understood I am not sure that I can
support and don’t believe that the city of Oakley should support this proposal either. I will state
again that I am not against this proposal and realize that it is early in the process. I hope that
throughout the next steps in the process we can all better understand the positive and negatives. If
it so be that the city, the land owners, and the organizations involved all decide to move forward in
an appropriate and prudent way, they can all expect my support.
Thanks again for your time!
Andy Woolstenhulme
Oakley City resident

PUBLIC COMMENTS
AT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
FEBRUARY 27, 2017

Carol Stembridge Wilde – She is one of the property owners of land off Millrace road. They have
been approached by the board. They are against having a trail on their property. With trails come
people, animals and trash, there is no way to control it. She asked if this trail was next to your
property would you want this. It is wonderful to have open space but remember there is a property
owner that has paid for their property and pays property taxes. We all want to enjoy these open
spaces but I don’t have the right to go on to someone else’s property that have an indoor arena and
ride my horse anytime I want. They have been approached by the City and have lowered the
density, they have given Oakley City enough. The Stembridge family is against this project.

Craig DeRoy – He has written a letter that has been dropped off at the office. He has summarized

the letter and will hopefully have it less than 4 minutes. 4445 Millrace Road. They have been
coming part time for the last 25 years. They love Oakley and treasure its cultural history and natural
environment. He and his wife have been involved in conservation efforts and land conservancy for
more than 30 years, his wife has served 20 years on the board and has been a project manager in 2 of
their projects, what they have learned is it takes the right project for the right area, good planning
and early public involvement. Projects aimed at preservation can ultimately have a reverse effect.
Ask first, what are we protecting, do we have a short term and long term goal? Who is this project
benefiting, Oakley residents or others seeking recreation. It seems with the land acquisition we have
gotten the cart before the horse. It sounds like there have been a lot of discussions with land
owners, all in good faith but these things have happened before this first meeting, before public
input and specifically before planning commission or City Council input. What will the impact be
on this sensitive area, wildlife and the river? What is the budget to take care of trespassers, adjacent
land owners, camping, parking and fire? He has spoken with the Planning Commission Chair and
has been told it hasn’t come before the commission.

Bradley Marchant – I am from Peoa and his comments are not about the trail but about the park.

He knows there are minutes being taken and he just wants to go on record that several people have
a right-of-way on the property to irrigation head gates and wants this on record.

David Lake – I don’t speak to this because I’m out of my element. I like to be kind, the proposed

trail request has crossed purpose does not preserve the river corridor, this is done through zoning.
Much of the land has current zoning of 1 per 40. It has been explained that the purpose is to
provide public access for fishing and viewing wildlife. Currently it is my understanding that anyone
can fish the river. I haven’t denied access to my property to any hunter or fisherman. The trail
brings new challenges, traffic and our fishing population, fishing is stressed. The other concern is
increased cost to residents not only for maintenance but these trails become a haven for elicit illegal
activity. My last concern is my animals – a year ago I had to put down a bull that had become
aggressive. The reason I did this was because I was concerned that it would attack someone’s family
member. I buried $1,800.00 because he was dangerous. Thank you (see attached letter)

Dave Brown – Oakley Downs road, I live here in Oakley because of a conservation easement and

trail system that was put in place where I used to live. So I would like to share my experience of
living next to a trail. A conservation easement on about 110 acres was put in place followed by a
trail. I am seeing the same pattern that concerns and frustrates me. With an emphasis on
conservation which is then replaced by recreation. Of the 6 homeowners next to the conservation
area, 4 moved out. Traffic increased with the average speed of 56 miles per hour in a 25 mile an
hour zone. Home and car burglary went up, and trespassing on adjacent properties which were not
a part of the conservation. From the last survey that was done fewer than 10 percent of the trail
users were residents. I am very much against this.

Jen Butler – She has watched this place grow, they live on Boulderville and no one goes 25 miles an
hour. She loves to hear the river and if there were trails it would be safer to walk and enjoy the
river. They do support this, building is coming and they would like to see some of the land
preserved.

Tom Shultz - He lives in Oakley and is very much in favor of the project. He doesn’t like to live in
fear like Dave has suggested. He believes in our community and that volunteers will make this work
for everyone. People that have land around the river will develop their land and he believes the trail
will be an asset for them. Again he walks a lot on the roads of Oakley and is very much in favor of a
trail.

Steve Brown – He lives on the corner of 750 W and North Bench Road. I’m a Development

consultant; I have been involved in developments in vail Colorado, Jackson Hole and Salt Lake City.
In my experience over the last 30 years if you have opportunity to preserve open space you better do
it. I think is prudent to do so, to create a legacy for people that are coming after us to allow them to
appreciate and value what we are all her for.

Bonnie Jones – She lives in Oakley and she is very opposed to river project. It will increase traffic
and trash on the river, the fish are already distressed, and the river levels are so low in the summer
some areas the water just pools. It will also increase road traffic; she is very much opposed to the
project.

Jed Millburn – He just moved to Oakley about 3 months ago. First off he does have High regard

for the Council and thank you for your service, I’m undecided on the trail. I have met with Tom
Smart and have some concerns. First is what’s already been said, the trash that can accumulate, I
have access to a home in Huntsville where there is a corridor around Pine View reservoir. It’s a
constant battle to keep the trash picked up; loitering is a problem you don’t know who’s going to be
using the trail, is there some sort of patrol on the trail to monitor if someone is camping or loitering?
Will people be safe? Finally 95% of the people that use the trail in Huntsville are not from the area.
Again I am not for or against the trail, just food for thought

Andy Woolstenhulme – My biggest concern (maybe it’s my banking background) is the lack of

study into the budget. It sounds like the initial investment is taken care of and groups have had a lot
of donations. What is it going to cost going forward? Currently 30 to 40 percent of the budget
comes from one source during July. I would hate to have the trails added into those revenues.

Trish Murphy Cone – 4410 Millrace Road, she applauds the efforts the city has put forward, if we

don’t act now this land will disappear. This opportunity (it sounds like people are pretty hesitant to
have a trail) bur preserving this land now is essential, so I’m related to a Stevens and we are
delighted with the name. Let’s keep moving forward on the trails. I use trails all the time at least 50
miles a week and I’ve never seen trash, rapists, bad people, all I have ever seen is enthusiastic people
using the trail. It will bring outsiders but I’m an outsider when I use trails.

Doc Woolstenhulme – My concerns are for the people that lease the property next to the trail.
How are the cattle supposed to get back and forth? What happens if the cattle get out? Whose
responsibility is it to retrieve them? Dogs not being on a leash is another problem, what will
guarantee that the dogs won’t be chasing our cattle?

Erin Bragg – She has been in Oakley for 4 years. I know people are heated right now; I have

worked for a land conservancy. This is a good start but there is a lot of work ahead. I have to get in
my car and go other places to use a trail because people are speeding on North Bench Road. It
would be really nice to have a trail close to home.

Amy Regan – I live on Cow Alley, I have served on the planning commission for 9 years so I want

to say thanks for all the work you’ve done. I’m glad the City is forward thinking. It’s a crucial time
to get these open spaces. I walk every day; I’ve never seen bad people. There is still a lot of work
that needs to be done. The places where we used to walk, we no longer have access to. We need to
get the kids off the roads. I am whole heartily for this and I would even get back on the planning
commission to see it happen.

Peter Sorensen – I live on Weber Canyon Road; I’m not right on the Weber River Corridor. I live

up above the Stuart’s property, there is a possibility of higher density and it might change my view. I
would love to keep the open fields but I recognize that development is coming. Fransen Estates
and the mouth of Weber Canyon it is 1 to 5 acres. I am a trail user; I log in about 100 miles a week.
I have used the rail trail and Park City trails. I have never seen a lot of trash and am surprised by
how little impact there is at the trail heads. I hear of more rapes on the College Campuses than I do
on trails in Summit County.

Katelin Gortat – I live at 4543 N State Road 32. This project would be directly in my back yard. I

have only seen probably 2 bikers use the trail in Marion. Who’s to say people won’t trespass on your
property to get to the trail. Who’s to say they won’t park in my driveway instead of the trail head.
Who’s to say they won’t leave trash. I have 2 little children I want them to feel safe in their back
yard. I don’ want strangers or drug deals going on in my back yard. I’ve lived here my entire life
People do shady things, I am fully aware of things that happen in Oakley. Personally for my kids,
my dogs and myself I really, really don’t want a trail.

Devan Earl – I’m from Kamas, by day I’m a civil engineer, it just about broke me to move here but

I love it here. What I love is the recreation possibilities. As a civil engineer I see the growth and its
coming. I wish it would slow down, I look at this trail and there’s a lot to work out. I would love to
take my son down to fly fish on a Sunday. Going forward there will be a significant amount of
people who will help maintain them.

Dall Mcewan – I moved up here 17 years ago I think this could be a thing. All great things are

hard to do. If it’s easy it’s probably not worth doing. The comment was made the cart before the
horse. If you wouldn’t have gone out and talked to people you wouldn’t know if it would work.
There are concerns on both sides. The opportunity to have this in our valley for our kids and our
future we have one chance to get it right. If we can address these issues and every trail have issues.
We believe in volunteers so it won’t be a big issue but it will be a big asset.

Mike Osguthorpe – I was born and raised in Park City so I know all about trails. I want to talk
about open space and working with the conservancy. The Osguthorpe family created their first
conservancy back in 1990. My dad had a vision what was to come so he created another
conservation easement with another 121 aces. I have 5 brothers and a sister, some conservancy
doesn’t work but for our family it was great. They can’t sell their land to anyone who doesn’t want
to use it for agriculture purposes.
Josh Anderson – I lived on Cow Alley for about 10 years. I’m opposed to the project as it currently

stands. I don’t want to see a trail go up the Weber River. I do believe there will be trash and elicit
activity along the trail, I’ve seen it personally in other areas and there is not a rape every day on every
trail that’s true but however they do happen quite often. Take the camp grounds at Rockport and
Jordanelle, it does happen and you probably don’t even hear about it. Also, the trash and traffic will
become a problem as I have seen in other areas. I know there is good intention here, everyone
would love to see the land be preserved for future generations, but I don’t think this is what we want
to bring in the heart of our town.

Dana Vernon – I have lived here forever, my big concern is what the property owners have to say.
If they don’t want it then we don’t. I am adamantly against giving anymore density. I am not
against the trail. I am against giving more density. It will put more tax on my water system.

Nancy Russel – We live in Oakley. We wanted to come and represent those people that want to

use the trail. We started a mountain bike team at the high school and we need places locally to ride.
We’re trying to get kids outside and off their phones and video games. We need somewhere that is
safe for them to go fish and ride. They pick up the trash when they use trails.

Jackson Dean – I don’t see a lot of kids here, but I know they would use the trails. I’m on the cross

country team and I live on Cow Alley. When I want to run I have two options, running along SR 32
with no shoulder or going down Mill Race road that is the only place to go unless I drive up 20 miles
into the Uinta’s or Park City Trails System. We need places to go run and have fun.

COMMENT CARDS

