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Preface



Sustainable communities  
partnership



On June 16, 2009, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development (HUD), the U.S. Department of Transportation 

(DOT) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

joined together to help communities nationwide improve access 

to affordable housing, increase transportation options, and lower 

transportation costs, all while protecting the environment. This 

“Sustainable Communities Partnership” identified six livability 

principles that would form a framework for the variety of funding 

programs that each agency intended to design over a multi-year 

period. These principles are:

•	 Provide more transportation choices

•	 Provide equitable, affordable housing

•	 Enhance economic competitiveness

•	 Support existing communities

•	 Coordinate policies and leverage investment

•	 Value communities and neighborhoods

The Sustainable Communities Regional Planning Grant program 

was launched by HUD in 2010 to encourage cities and counties 

to collaborate on studies related to regional land use, affordable 

housing, economic development, community vitality, food equity, 

public transportation and environmental quality. The grants 

also provided for training and technical assistance for local 

communities as means to build their resilience for the future. 

In November 2011, the Western Greater Yellowstone Consortium 

(Consortium) was awarded a $1.5 million HUD grant and 

launched its three-year planning process in February 2012. 

The four counties that comprised the consortium were Fremont, 

Madison and Teton counties, Idaho, and Teton County, Wyoming. 

Additional Consortium members included the Idaho cities of 

Island Park, Ashton, St. Anthony, Rexburg, Driggs, and Victor, 

plus the Town of Jackson, Wyoming. The public land management 



agencies that signed onto the Consortium were the Caribou-Targhee and Bridger-Teton national 

forests, the U.S. Department of the Interior (USDI) Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Upper 

Snake River District, and the Idaho Department of Lands. The Yellowstone Business Partnership 

(now dissolved) and the Ashton Community Foundation participated as nonprofit partners in 

the Consortium. As the original applicant for 

the HUD Grant, Fremont County served in a 

leadership role and handled project management 

and grant administration. 

The findings, conclusions and recommendations 

of some 20 research studies and data 

assessments were integrated into a draft 

document that received public scrutiny in 

February/March 2015. The final “Teton 

View” Regional Plan profiles 25 high-priority 

community-scale projects and multi-sector 

initiatives to be led voluntarily by local cities, 

counties and organizations. An additional 

35 projects are summarized that may be 

implemented by localities over the long-term.

Over the past three years Consortium 

members have focused on what the region 

shares in common while respecting the varied 

economic, political and cultural views of each community. The group has accepted the 

reality of differing perspectives across the two states and four counties, and presents this Plan as 

|a voluntary, “livability roadmap” that will guide each jurisdiction in its future development. The 

Plan outlines parallel paths that each locality may travel independently, or through coordinated,  

region-wide implementation.
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