
 
 
  

 

  
  
  

  
CCIITTYY  OOFF  TTWWIINN  FFAALLLLSS,,  IIDDAAHHOO 

 

SPECIAL MEETING NOTICE 
 
   

* * * * 
 The Twin Falls City Council is scheduled to meet in the Twin Falls Council Chambers 
located at 305 Third Avenue East on Monday, May 6, 2013, at 3:30 P.M.   
 
The purpose of the meeting:  
 
Executive Session 67-2345(1) (c) To conduct deliberations concerning labor negotiations or 
to acquire an interest in real property which is not owned by a public agency. 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Leila A. Sanchez
Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary

 



COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
SHAWN    DON   SUZANNE   GREGORY    JIM    REBECCA   CHRIS 
BARIGAR   HALL   HAWKINS  LANTING    MUNN, JR.  MILLS SOJKA  TALKINGTON 
         Vice Mayor      Mayor 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

3:30 P.M. 
The purpose of the meeting:  
 
Executive Session 67-2345(1) (c) To conduct deliberations concerning labor negotiations or to acquire an interest in real property which is not 
owned by a public agency. 

5:00 P.M. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
PROCLAMATIONS:  
American Legion Auxiliary Poppy Days 
National Police Week Peace Officer’s Memorial Day. 
 

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 

1. Consideration of a request to approve the accounts payable for April 29 – May 6, 2013; 
May 1, 2013, Fire Payroll, total:  $51,563.43 

2. Consideration of a request to approve the April 8 and April 15, 2013, City Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of a request to approve the Western Days Special Events Application and 

Western Days Parade Application.  Western Days is scheduled to be held on Friday, May 
31; Saturday, June 1; and Sunday, June 2, 2013.  The parade is scheduled to be held on 
Saturday, June 1, 2013. 

4. Consideration of a request to approve a Half Marathon sponsored by the Magic Valley 
Community Fun Run Organization.  This event will be held on Saturday, June 1, 2013, and 
will coincide with the Western Days Event and Parade.  

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
L. Sanchez 
 
Sgt. Ryan Howe 
 
 
 
Sgt. Ryan Howe 
 
 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
1. Presentation on the finances of the City of Twin Falls for the first 6 months of fiscal year 

2012-2013. The presentation will be an overview of the tax-supported funds and the three 
major enterprise funds, Water, Wastewater, and Sanitation. 

2. Continued discussion on FY 2014 budget.   
3. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 

 
Presentation 
 
 
Discussion 

 
Lorie Race 
 
 
Travis Rothweiler 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:   
IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M. 

1. Request for the Vacation of “Tract E”, 25’ x 109’ (2725 sq. ft.), a Utility and Non-Vehicular 
Access, located between 555 & 583 Falling Leaf Lane (Lots 24 & 25), within Canyon Trails 
Subdivision No. 9- / Canyon Properties PUD #229. c/o Tim Vawser on behalf of Gary N. 
Nelson / Canyon Properties, LLC (app. 2559)  

2. Request for the Vacation of a platted Utility & Vehicular Access Easement, 30’ x 478’ 
(14,340 sf), located between Lot 1 & Lot 14, Block 14, within Canyon Trails Subdivision 
No. 5- / Canyon Properties PUD #229. c/o Tim Vawser/EHM Engineers on behalf of Gary 
N. Nelson / Canyon Properties, LLC (app. 2560) 

3. A public hearing to consider a request to amend building permit fees.  

 
Public Hearing 
 
 
 
 
Public Hearing 
 
 
Public Hearing 

 
Mitchel Humble 
 
 
 
 
Mitchel Humble 
 
 
Mitchel Humble 

V. ADJOURNMENT:     
 

 
 

*Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above noticed meeting 
should contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at least two working days before the meeting. 
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Twin Falls City Council-Public Hearing Procedures for Zoning Requests 
 

1. Prior to opening the first Public Hearing of the session, the Mayor shall review the public hearing procedures. 
2. Individuals wishing to testify or speak before the City Council shall wait to be recognized by the Mayor, approach the 

microphone/podium, state their name and address, then proceed with their comments.  Following their statements, 
they shall write their name and address on the record sheet(s) provided by the City Clerk.  The City Clerk shall make 
an audio recording of the Public Hearing. 

3. The Applicant, or the spokesperson for the Applicant, will make a presentation on the application/request (request).  
No changes to the request may be made by the applicant after the publication of the Notice of Public Hearing.  The 
presentation should include the following: 

 A complete explanation and description of the request. 
 Why the request is being made. 
 Location of the Property. 
 Impacts on the surrounding properties and efforts to mitigate those impacts. 

Applicant is limited to 15 minutes, unless a written request for additional time is received, at least 72 hours prior to 
the hearing, and granted by the Mayor. 

4. A City Staff Report shall summarize the application and history of the request. 
 The City Council may ask questions of staff or the applicant pertaining to the request. 

5. The general public will then be given the opportunity to provide their testimony regarding the request.  The Mayor 
may limit public testimony to no less than two minutes per person. 

 Five or more individuals, having received personal public notice of the application under consideration, may 
select by written petition, a spokesperson.  The written petition must be received at least 72 hours prior to 
the hearing and must be granted by the mayor.  The spokesperson shall be limited to 15 minutes.   

 Written comments, including e-mail, shall be either read into the record or displayed to the public on the 
overhead projector. 

 Following the Public Testimony, the applicant is permitted five (5) minutes to respond to Public Testimony. 
 

6. Following the Public Testimony and Applicant’s response, the hearing shall continue.  The City Council, as 
recognized by the Mayor, shall be allowed to question the Applicant, Staff or anyone who has testified.  The Mayor 
may again establish time limits. 

7. The Mayor shall close the Public Hearing.  The City Council shall deliberate on the request.  Deliberations and 
decisions shall be based upon the information and testimony provided during the Public Hearing.  Once the Public 
Hearing is closed, additional testimony from the staff, applicant or public is not allowed.  Legal or procedural 
questions may be directed to the City Attorney. 

* Any person not conforming to the above rules may be prohibited from speaking.  Persons refusing to comply with such 
prohibitions may be asked to leave the hearing and, thereafter removed from the room by order of the Mayor. 



Office of the Mayor 
City of Twin Falls, Idaho 

Proclamation 
 

 WHEREAS, The American Legion Auxiliary of Twin Falls, Idaho, will conduct its annual 
Poppy Day Donations from May 24 th thru May 27th, and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Poppy has been the memorial to the war dead since adopted in 1919 by 
the American Legion and its Auxiliary, and 
 
 WHEREAS, these Poppies are made by the hospitalized veterans of Veterans Hospitals 
throughout the nation, and  
 
 WHEREAS, Americans have always given generous support to the Poppy Day Program 
conducted by the American Legion Auxiliary and this year’s observance provides a timely 
opportunity for reaffirming our heartfelt appreciation for sacrifices made by our armed forces 
in the defense of America’s freedoms, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, I, Gregory Lanting, Mayor of the City of Twin Falls, Idaho, do 
hereby proclaim May 24 th thru May 27 th, as 
 

AMERICAN LEGION AUXILIARY POPPY DAYS 
 

in the City of Twin Falls, Idaho, and urge participation in this program by all citizens as we, 
together, pause to remember the heroic sacrifices of our gallant fighting men and women. 
 
  

 
 
        
 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my  
hand and caused this seal to be affixed. 
 
_____________________________________________ 

Mayor Gregory Lanting 
 
_____________________________________________ 

Deputy City Clerk Leila A. Sanchez 
 
Date:     May 6, 2013 
 

 



Office of the Mayor 
City of Twin Falls, Idaho 

Proclamation 

 
 

A PROCLAMATION by the Mayor of the City of Twin Falls Idaho, declaring Sunday, May 12 through 
Saturday May 18, as National Police Week and May 15, 2013, as Peace Officer’s Memorial Day.  
 
WHEREAS, the Congress and President of the United States have designated the week in which May 15 falls as 
National Police Week; and 
 
WHEREAS, the members of the law enforcement agency of the City of Twin Falls play an essential role in 
safeguarding the rights and freedoms of the residents of the City of Twin Falls; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is important that all citizens know and understand the duties, responsibilities, hazards and 
sacrifices of their law enforcement agency and that members of our law enforcement agency recognize their duty 
to serve the people by safeguarding life and property, by protecting them against violence and disorder and by 
protecting the innocent against deception and the week against oppression; and 
 
WHEREAS, the men and women of the law enforcement agency of the City of Twin Falls unceasingly provide 
a vital public service; 
 
Now, therefore, I, Gregory Lanting, Mayor of the City of Twin Falls, call upon all citizens of the City of Twin 
Falls and upon all patriotic, civic and educational organizations to observe the week of May 12 through May 18, 
2013, as Police Week with appropriate ceremonies and observances in which all of our people may join in 
commemorating law enforcement officers, past and present, who, by their faithful and loyal devotion to their 
responsibilities, have rendered a dedicated service to their communities and, in doing so, have established 
themselves an enviable and enduring reputation for preserving the rights and security of all citizens. 
 
Furthermore, I call upon all citizens of the City of Twin Falls to observe May 15, 2013, as Peace Officer’s 
Memorial Day in honor of those law enforcement officers who, through their courageous deeds, have made the 
ultimate sacrifice in service to their communities or have become disabled in the performance of duty and let us 
recognize and pay respect to the survivors of our fallen heroes. 
 
 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my  
hand and caused this seal to be affixed. 
 
 
_____________________________________________ 
Mayor Gregory L. Lanting 
 

 
_____________________________________________ 
Attest:  Deputy City Clerk Leila A. Sanchez 
 
Date:     April 19, 2013 



 
COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
SHAWN    DON   SUZANNE   GREGORY    JIM    REBECCA   CHRIS 
BARIGAR   HALL   HAWKINS  LANTING    MUNN, JR.  MILLS SOJKA  TALKINGTON 
         Vice Mayor      Mayor 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

5:00 P.M. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
PROCLAMATIONS:   The Month of May “Better Hearing Month” –  

   Child Abuse Prevention Month  

   National Service Recognition Day 

 

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 
1. Consideration of a request to approve the accounts payable for April 2 – April 8, 2013.   
2. Consideration of a request to approve an application for an Alcohol License Transfer of 

Ownership for Albertsons LLC dba Albertsons #139 at 1221 Addison Avenue East.  
3. Consideration of a request to approve the Improvement Agreement for Developments for 

Canyon Park Amended Subdivision.   

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
Sharon Bryan 
 
Troy Vitek 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
1. Presentation by Lindsey Rinehart from Compassionate Idaho.  
2. Presentation by the Twin Falls Police Department’s Juvenile Crime Unit regarding school safety 

in Twin Falls.  
3. Consideration of a request to adopt resolutions that approve participation in three State Local 

Agreements to design and construct projects in the Local Highway Safety Improvement 
Program and to authorize the Mayor to sign the agreements.  

4. Consideration of a request to amend the Public Right of Way Easement Agreement for Canyon 
Park Development.   

5. Provide an update on the Blue Lakes Generator Project and share with City Council the new 
infrastructure Zone Maintenance Program that will be implemented this year. 

6. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 

 
Presentation 
Presentation 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
Update 
 

 
Lindsey Rinehart 
Matt Hicks  
 
Jacqueline Fields. 
 
 
Jacqueline Fields 
 
Jon Caton 
 
 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

  

IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M. - None 
 

 
 

 
 

V. ADJOURNMENT: 
 Executive Session 67-2345(c) To conduct deliberations concerning labor negotiations or to acquire an 

interest in real property which is not owned by a public agency. 
 

 
 

 
 

*Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above noticed meeting 
should contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at least two working days before the meeting. 

  

MINUTES 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 

Monday, April 8, 2013 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East -Twin Falls, Idaho 



MINUTES 
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Present:   Shawn Barigar, Don Hall, Suzanne Hawkins, Greg Lanting, Jim Munn, Rebecca Mills Sojka, Chris Talkington 
  
Absent:    None  
 
Staff Present:  City Manager Travis Rothweiler, City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich, City Engineer Jacqueline Fields, Assistant City Engineer 
  Troy Vitek,  Captain Matt Hicks, Public Works Coordinator Jon Caton, Assistant to the City Manager Mike Williams,   
  Information Services Tami Lauda, Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila A. Sanchez 
 
 
Mayor Lanting called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He then invited all present, who wished to, to recite the pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 
with him. Mayor Lanting introduced staff. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA: 

City Manager Rothweiler requested the addition of the following to the Consent Calendar:  
Consideration of a request to approve an Alcohol License for Twin Falls No. 612 Loyal Order of Moose, 835 Falls Avenue. 
 
MOTION: 
Vice Mayor Hall made a motion to approve the amendment as presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Mills Sojka 
and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS:   The Month of May “Better Hearing Month”  

   Child Abuse Prevention Month  

   National Service Recognition Day 

AGENDA ITEMS 
I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 

1. Consideration of a request to approve the accounts payable for April 2 – April 8, 2013, total:  $938,348.78 
April 3, 2013, Payroll Prepay, total: $254.06 

2. Consideration of a request to approve an application for an Alcohol License Transfer of Ownership for Albertsons LLC dba 
Albertsons #139 at 1221 Addison Avenue East.  

3. Consideration of a request to approve the Improvement Agreement for Developments for Canyon Park Amended Subdivision.   
4. Consideration of a request to approve an Alcohol License for Twin Falls No. 612 Loyal Order of Moose, 835 Falls Avenue. 

 
 Councilperson Mills Sojka requested the following be heard separately: 
 

3. Consideration of a request to approve the Improvement Agreement for Developments for Canyon Park Amended Subdivision.   
 
MOTION: 

 Councilperson Barigar made a motion to approve the Consent Calendar, excluding Item for Consideration I.3.  The motion was 
 seconded by Councilperson Talkington and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 

 
3.  Consideration of a request to approve the Improvement Agreement for Developments for Canyon Park Amended Subdivision.   

 
Councilperson Mills Sojka asked for clarification of the following:  PUBLIC WAYS (a) Required Improvements (7) “…landscaping will be 
maintained by the city and funded through a fee added to the water bill of each account within the development.”  
 
City Manager Rothweiler explained that this refers to landscaping in the public rights of ways only. 
 

 MOTION: 
Councilperson Mills Sojka made a motion to approve the Improvement Agreement for Developments for Canyon Park Amended 
Subdivision.    The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
motion.  Approved 7 to 0.  

 

PROCLAMATIONS:  
The Month of May “Better Hearing Month” 

 

Vice Mayor Hall read the proclamation.   
 

Child Abuse Prevention Month  
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Councilperson Barigar read the proclamation.   
 
National Service Recognition Day 

 

Councilperson Talkington read the proclamation.   
 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
 

1. Presentation by Lindsey Rinehart from Compassionate Idaho.  
 
 Lindsey Rinehart, Campaign Manager for Compassionate Idaho, gave a presentation on medicinal marijuana using a PowerPoint 
 presentation.  She spoke in favor of medical marijuana. 
 
 Council discussion followed. 
  
 Lindsey Rinehart stated for clarification that Compassionate Idaho does not advise patients how to ingest or how to use cannabis. 
 

Mayor Lanting stated for clarification that the City Council had been considering a Resolution asking that the federal government to 
continue to enforce the federal law.  The word “ban” was not in the resolution. 
 
Gayle Deboard, Wirshing Avenue, spoke in favor of medical marijuana. 

 
 Elisha Figueroa, administrator of the Idaho Office of Drug Policy, spoke against the legalization of medical marijuana.   
 
 Dr. Craig Manning, Twin Falls, asked what cannabis legend is and what is the state’s position regarding cannabis.   
 
 Grant Loebs stated that it is a misdemeanor to possess less than three ounces of marijuana and is prosecuted as a felony.  If the 
 prosecutor finds that the intent is to distribute and manufacture marijuana, this is felony conduct.  
 

City Attorney Wonderlich stated that the Council cannot take any action that can legalize marijuana.  It is a federal violation to 
 possess marijuana. The Council has authority to enact city laws that the state has not already regulated.   

 
Police Chief Brian Pike stated that the city police do enforce state laws and local laws. Someone who possesses marijuana will 

 receive a citation and/or arrested with a misdemeanor charge.   
 
Vice Mayor Hall stated for clarification that it is not the Council’s intent to discuss or make a decision to ban marijuana or legalizing.   

 
Councilperson Mills Sojka stated that the original issue that came to the Council was a resolution that supported the continued 
federal ban on marijuana, specifically against legalizing medical marijuana.  Tonight’s meeting is to allow a citizen group who 
requested to speak on the issue of medical marijuana. 
 
Councilperson Talkington commented that the 13 years he spent in juvenile adjudication with both the Idaho Youth Ranch and as a 
Twin Falls County administrator for adjudication, It was found that from a voluntary survey that a majority of the juveniles that went 
before the juvenile courts were more prone to smoke marijuana instead of tobacco.  It was found that the harms of tobacco through 
advertising influenced the usage of tobacco, and virtually nothing was known or advertised of the potential harm or potential good of 
THC.  In reviewing the hundreds of cases from 1994 – 2007, very few cases of kids getting into trouble did not begin with original 
experimentation with marijuana. He was unsure with the same certainty with alcohol.  He stated that he would hesitate to call it a 
gateway drug but lacking any other substitute to put on it.  THC today, for either lack of advertising of pros or cons or social peers, 
kids that are in trouble today and graduate in the adult system, by and large, have their start smoking marijuana. 
 
Councilperson Hall stated he believes that THC is a gateway drug.  He is compassionate for people who need medication for their 
ailments. He does not believe in the need to inject intoxicants.  
 
Councilperson Hawkins stated that she would be more comfortable if marijuana was in a pharmacy and handled like other 
prescriptions, and not in a dispensary.   
 
Councilperson Barigar stated that decisions about the legalization of medical marijuana will come to Idaho at some point.  Idahoans 
have to make the best decision that works for Idaho.  

 
Mayor Lanting thanked all those who testified and brought the information to the Council.   
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Recess at 6:24 PM 
Reconvened at 6:40 PM 
 

2. Presentation by the Twin Falls Police Department’s Juvenile Crime Unit regarding school safety in Twin Falls.  
 
 Captain Matt Hicks stated that staff will give an overview of the School Resource Program.  
 

Staff Sergeant Pullin gave a brief history of the School Resource Program, Preventative Program, and the Juvenile Crime Unit.  He 
stated the school district has agreed to pay a portion of the cost of $95,000 a year for the School Resource Officers.  He introduced 
the School Resource Officers. 

 
Captain Matt Hicks gave an overview of research done by the NYPD.  He explained the importance of early detection, constant 
preparation of training, and emergency response.    

 
 Council discussion followed. 
 -Feasibility of metal detectors at the entrance of schools 
 -Counselors availability to students 
 -Upcoming budget  
 -Placement of School Resource Officers in schools 
 

3. Consideration of a request to adopt resolutions that approve participation in three State Local Agreements to design and construct 
projects in the Local Highway Safety Improvement Program and to authorize the Mayor to sign the agreements.  

 
City Engineer Fields explained the request.  ITD has funding for local safety projects and the following three proposals were 
approved:  Key 13544, placement of new Stop signs on the side streets to Falls Avenue West between Washington Street North 
and Blue Lakes, Key 13545, illumination around the corner of Poleline and Eastland, and Key 13546, placement of signal at 
Carriage and Addison.  

 
 Council discussion followed: 
 -LED illumination (Falls Avenue West) 
 -Warrant for the light at Carriage and Addison  
 -Accidents between the section between Falls between Washington and Blue Lakes  
 -Illumination on Pole Line and Eastland – Occurrences of accidents 
 
 MOTION: 

Councilperson Munn made a motion to adopt Resolution 1902, for improvements to Falls Avenue West, as presented.  The motion 
was seconded by Councilperson Talkington and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 
to 0. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Talkington made a motion to adopt Resolution 1903, for illumination around the corner of Poleline and Eastland, as 
presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Barigar made a motion to adopt Resolution 1904, for placement of signal at Carriage and Addison, as presented.  
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Hawkins and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  
Approved 7 to 0. 

 
4. Consideration of a request to amend the Public Right of Way Easement Agreement for Canyon Park Development.   

 
City Engineer Fields reviewed the request.   
 
The request is to approve the amendment allowing the storm water easement to be vacated as part of this agreement. 

Council discussion followed. 
-Utilities in easement 
 
City Engineer Fields stated that the abandonment of the roadway does not include an abandonment of the utilities.   

 
 The cost will be upon the cost of the city. 
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 MOTION: 

Councilperson Talkington made the motion to authorize the First Amendment to the public right of way easement and authorize the 
Mayor to sign.  The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Hall and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
motion. 
 

5. Provide an update on the Blue Lakes Generator Project and share with City Council the new infrastructure Zone Maintenance 
Program that will be implemented this year. 

 
Public Works Coordinator Caton gave an update.   
 
The Blue Lakes Generator Project will begin in approximately two weeks and should be a 10 to 15 day project.   
 
The Zone Maintenance Program was based and developed from a street perspective in which Streets Superintendent Dean Littler 
was the driver of the program. The City has 625 paved lane miles, over 230 miles of sewer line, and over 200 miles of water line.  
The City is divided in eight similar sized zones. Each zone has 75 paved lane miles. The program will consist of a plan, budget, 
engineer and implementation.   

 
 Council discussion followed. 
  

Public Works Coordinate Caton stated that the City will continue to work and coordinate with the utility companies on work done on 
streets.  The zones will be evaluated on a yearly basis.   

 
6. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 

 
City Manager Rothweiler reported that a public open house will be held on the Strategic Plan on April 11, 2013, in the Council 
Chambers and the State of the City Address will be held at the Magic Valley Arts Council on April 9, 2013, at 12:00 P.M. 
 
City Manager Rothweiler gave an update on the upcoming budget process.   
 
Council directed staff to come back to Council on June 10, 2013, with a pre-budget, in which public input will be allowed. 
  

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

Vice Mayor Hall reported on the Urban Renewal Agency.  The Urban Renewal Board is hosting an Open House to invite citizen 
input into possibly expanding Revenue Allocation Area 4-1 into downtown on April 24, 2103.   

 
For clarification, City Attorney Wonderlich stated that tax increment funds cannot be spent outside the Revenue Allocation Area 4-1. 
 
Councilperson Barigar stated that on April 9, 2013, the Parks & Recreation Commission will listen to a report on the dog off leash site 
meetings.  
 
Councilperson Hawkins reported on the Youth Council Kite Day that will be held on April 20 and 21, at the Sunway Soccer Field; and, 

 the Youth Council will be involved in placing recycling bins at city parks. 
 

V. ADJOURNMENT: 
 Executive Session 67-2345(c) To conduct deliberations concerning labor negotiations or to acquire an interest in real property which is not 

owned by a public agency. 
 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Barigar made the motion to adjourn to Executive Session 67-2345(c), as presented.  The motion was seconded by 

Councilperson Hawkins and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
 The meeting adjourned at 7:53 P.M. 
 
 Leila A. Sanchez, Deputy City Clerk, Recording Secretary 

 



COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
SHAWN    DON   SUZANNE   GREGORY    JIM    REBECCA   CHRIS 
BARIGAR   HALL   HAWKINS  LANTING    MUNN, JR.  MILLS SOJKA  TALKINGTON 
         Vice Mayor      Mayor 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

5:00 P.M. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   

PROCLAMATIONS:  National Library Week 2013 

 

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 
1. Consideration of a request to approve the accounts payable for April 9 – 15, 2013, total:  

$516,746.18, and April 12, 2013, Payroll total:  $114,361.92. 
2. Consideration of a request to approve the March 11, 2013, and March 18, 2013, Council 

Minutes. 
3. Consideration of the request to donate a bench with a plaque located along the Snake River 

Canyon Rim Trail System. 
 

Action 
Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
 
Leila Sanchez 
 
Dennis Bowyer 
 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  
1. Presentation of the Road Scholar Level 1 Awards to Chris Westburg and Cody Brown of the 

Streets Department. 
 

2. A general discussion about the Municipal Powers Outsource Grant process. 
 

3. Auger Falls update and consideration of a request to award the 2013 Auger Falls Pipeline 
Project to Knife River of Boise, Idaho, in the amount of $1,316,545.00 
 

4. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 
 
 

 
Action 
 
 
Discussion 
 
Update/Action 
 

 
Jacqueline Fields 
 
 
Travis Rothweiler 
 
Lee Glaesemann 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:   

IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 PM - None 
 

 
 

 
 

V. ADJOURNMENT:     
 

 
 

*Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above noticed meeting 
should contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at least two working days before the meeting. 

 
  

MINUTES 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 

Monday, April 15, 2013 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East  

Twin Falls, Idaho 
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Present: Shawn Barigar, Don Hall, Suzanne Hawkins, Greg Lanting, Jim Munn, Rebecca Mills Sojka, Chris Talkington 
  
Absent:   None 
 
Staff Present: City Manager Travis Rothweiler, City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich, City Engineer Jacqueline Fields, Parks & Recreation Director 

 Dennis Bowyer, Project Engineer Lee Glaesemann, Assistant to the City Manager Mike Williams, Streets Superintendent 
  Dean Littler, PIO Josh Palmer, Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila A. Sanchez 
 
Mayor Lanting called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He then invited all present, who wished to, to recite the pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 
with him and Boy Scouts from Troop 3.   Mayor Lanting introduced staff. 

 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
 
City Manager Rothweiler requested the following be added to the Consent Calendar. 
 
Consideration of a request to approve a Beer and Wine License for Setup and Punch, Inc. dba Ol’Town GR at 117 Main Avenue East., subject 
to the condition of receipt of their State License. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Talkington made a motion to approve the amendment to the agenda as presented.  The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor 
Hall and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 

PROCLAMATIONS:  National Library Week 2013  
 

AGENDA ITEMS 
I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 

1. Consideration of a request to approve the accounts payable for April 9 – 15, 2013, total:  $516,746.18, and April 12, 2013, Payroll 
total:  $114,361.92. 

2. Consideration of a request to approve the March 11, 2013, and March 18, 2013, Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of the request to donate a bench with a plaque located along the Snake River Canyon Rim Trail System. 
4. Consideration of a request to approve a Beer and Wine License for Setup and Punch, Inc. dba Ol’Town GR at 117 Main Avenue 

East., subject to the condition of receipt of their State License. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Hawkins made the motion to approve the Consent Calendar as amended.  The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor 
Hall and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0 

 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  
 

1. A general discussion about the Municipal Powers Outsource Grant process. 
 
 City Manager Rothweiler requested a general discussion on the MPOG process and is seeking direction on the process for the 2014 
 fiscal year budget. 
  

Councilperson Mills Sojka, liaison for MPOG, stated that in a meeting with Councilperson Munn, City Manager Rothweiler, Chief 
Finance Director Race, and Budget Coordinator Patricia Lehmann, discussion was made on the MPOG process.  Discussion was 
made on the highest and best use of the $100,000 and if the City Council would like to continue to support the MPOG process of 
awarding grants to the City’s community partners, prior to refining the application process.   
 
Councilperson Munn stated that discussion was made on the best use of the $100,000.  Discussion is to seek direction from the 
council as to the continuation of awarding the grants or to place the money back into the budget to go towards what the strategic plan 
drives.  
 
Council discussion followed. 

 - Grants are intended to provide a service that the City could provide but does not. 
 - Importance of prioritizing funding 
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Councilperson Barigar stated that he would like applicants to work closely with City Attorney Wonderlich to assure the applicants are 
meeting the City’s Mission and are meeting the MPOG criteria.  He stated his concern that some groups are financially relying solely 
on the MPOG.  
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka stated that the committee will use the scoring method similar to Health Initiative Trust scoring matrix.   
 
Council discussion followed. 
-Not to exclude new applicants 
-The City Attorney will review eligibility of applicants 
-Presentations to be made to the City Council by MPOG recipients 

 
2. Auger Falls update and consideration of a request to award the 2013 Auger Falls Pipeline Project to Knife River of Boise, Idaho, in the 

amount of $1,316,545.00. 
 
Project Engineer Glaesemann reviewed the request.   
 
The available budget for the Pipeline and Wetland projects are at $1,546,000.  Funding comes from a combination of grants and City-
budgeted funds. Construction of wetlands at the Auger Falls site was not included in the pipeline project due to budgetary concerns.  
Initial wetland construction has been estimated to cost about $270,000. 
 
Staff recommends awarding the 2013 Auger Falls Pipeline to Knife River based the amount of $1,316,545 and reserve the remaining 
budgeted amount for contingency and wetland construction. 
 
Council discussion followed. 
-Possible sequester of federal funding 

 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that there may be a possible delay in payments.  

 
 Council discussion followed. 
 -Cost savings of diverting waste water 
 -Expansion of wetland basins 
 -Security/Performance bond 
 -Outlets 
 -Stagnant water 
 -Fencing 
 -Cost of operating wetlands 
 

Project Engineer Glaesemann stated that the waste water has been fully treated and will applied to create the 80 to 100 acres of  
wetlands.  The benefits would reduce the impacts of treated waste water in the river.   

 
 As funding becomes available to extend the pipeline, wetlands can be created further to the west. 
 
 The project requires a bid bond, performance bond, payment bond and insurance. 
 

The EPA and DEQ will not allow outlets.  As for stagnant water, the filling and draining of the ponds (opening valves fill the ponds and 
closing the valves allows the water to soak in and, drain the pond), will help with the mosquito issue.   

 
  Fencing is required because the quality of water is a Class D.   
 
 Contact will be made to verify the processing of grant money. 
 
 The pump station is a single pump and there will be a cost of turning on and off the valves at least two days a week.    
 

Michelle Mathews, Chair and former Chair Shawna Robertson, of the Twin Falls County Historic Preservation Commission requested 
to speak on the history of Auger Falls.    
Shawn Robinson gave a PowerPoint presentation.  The Commission’s interest is in promoting the heritage of the site.  She 
recommended to the Council to form a citizen advisory committee. A tour of Auger Falls will take place on April 16, 2013, at 1:15 P.M., 
and invited the public to attend. 
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 MOTION: 

Councilperson Barigar made a motion to award the 2013 Auger Falls Pipeline Project to Knife River of Boise, Idaho, in the amount of 
$1,316,545.00, as presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed all members present 
voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 

 
3. Presentation of the Road Scholar Level 1 Awards to Chris Westburg and Cody Brown of the Streets Department. 

 
City Engineer Fields introduced Bruce Drewes/Idaho Technology Transfer Center. 
 
Bruce Drewes explained the Road Scholar Program.   
 

 Mayor Lanting and Councilperson Hawkins presented awards to Chris Westburg and Cody Brown. 
4. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council.  

 
  Mayor Lanting requested a moment of silence for the Boston victims. 

 
 
III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

Councilperson Hawkins reported that the Youth Council Kite Day will be held on April 20 and 21, 2013, Sunway Soccer Complex from 9:00 
A.M. to 5:00 P.M. 
 
Vice Mayor Hall reported that a Strategic Planning Open House will be held on April 25, 2013, at 6:00 P.M., to invite citizen input to 
possibly expanding Revenue Allocation Area 4-1 into downtown; and the Historic Preservation Commission has invited Dr. Russ 
Tremayne, Associate Professor of History, to speak at their May 18, 2013, meeting at 10:00 A.M. 
 
City Manager Rothweiler asked Council for direction on a proposed Resolution on “medical “ marijuana.  Council stated that there will be 
no action taken on the resolution. 
 

 
IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 PM - None 

 
V. ADJOURNMENT:   The meeting adjourned at 6:46 P.M. 
 
Leila A. Sanchez 
Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary 













 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Request: 

Consideration of a request to approve a Half Marathon sponsored by the Magic Valley 
Community Fun Run Organization.  This event will be held on Saturday, June 1, 2013, and 
will coincide with the Western Days Event and Parade.  

Time Estimate: 

 Staff requests that this item be placed on the Consent Calendar. 

Background: 

The Magic Valley Community Fun Run Organization’s Half Marathon is a two-part event.  
This event is planned to run in conjunction with the Western Days Event.  The race starts in 
the lot east of the Depot Grill.  The Half Marathon walkers will begin at 6:30 a.m. and the 
Half Marathon runners will begin at 7:30 a.m.  There will be an additional 5K race starting at 
8:30 a.m.   

The Half Marathon participants will leave the area of the Depot Grill and go North onto 
Shoshone Street towards Blue Lakes Boulevard.  At Blue Lakes Boulevard, the runners and 
walkers will go north until they reach Falls Avenue.  At Falls Avenue, the roads will be 
closed for parade preparation.  Runners and walkers will travel west until they reach Frontier 
Road.  At Frontier Road, runners and walkers will travel north until they reach North College 
Road.  They will travel east until Fillmore Street.  At Fillmore Street, participants will travel 
north until they reach Pole Line Road.  At Pole Line Road, participants will take the sidewalk 
and eventually the Canyon Rim Trail that travels under Pole Line Road.  Participants will 
continue on the trail, traveling north and west until they reach Washington Street North and 
Federation Road.  Participants will continue west on Federation Road until they reach 
Canyon Rim Drive.  They will take Canyon Rim Drive until they reach Grandview Drive.  At 
Grandview Drive, participants will travel south until they reach Filer Avenue West.  At Filer 
Avenue West, participants will travel west until the road ends at the Rock Creek Trail 
System.  Participants will take the Rock Creek Trail System until it crosses Addison Avenue 
West near County West.  They will be assisted by the Twin Falls Police Department in 
crossing Addison Avenue West where they will re-enter the Twin Falls City Rock Creek 
Trail System.  Participants will take the trail system south and east where the event ends near 
the Twin Falls City Parks and Recreation Building.   

The event organizers will supply traffic cones to block off the far right southbound lane of 
Blue Lakes Boulevard North from Falls Avenue to Shoshone Street.  The far right 
southbound lane of Shoshone Street North and West will also be blocked off.  The lanes of 
traffic will be blocked off at 7:30 a.m. This buffer zone will allow for runners/walkers to 
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travel the route safely.  These cones will be picked up after all of the runners complete this 
area of the course.   

Traffic at the major light-controlled intersections will be controlled by sworn law 
enforcement officers for only the runners.  The walkers will obey all applicable traffic laws 
unless otherwise directed by volunteers or sworn law enforcement officers.  Officers will 
provide assistance to the runners at 2nd Avenue South and Shoshone Street South and 2nd 
Avenue North and Shoshone Street North, 4th Avenue North and Shoshone Street North, 6th 
Avenue North and Shoshone Street North, Addison Avenue and Blue Lakes Boulevard 
North, Heyburn Avenue and Blue Lakes Boulevard North, Filer Avenue and Blue Lakes 
Boulevard North, Caswell Avenue and Blue Lakes Boulevard North, Grandview Drive and 
Pole Line Road West, and Addison Avenue West and Morrison Street. The event sponsor 
will have volunteers available to provide additional assistance along the route for safety. 
 
The 5K participants will leave the lot east of the Depot Grill and go south onto Shoshone 
Street South to the walking trail at the Old Towne Bridge and will enter Rock Creek Park 
where they will remain for 1.2 miles.   The 5K participants will run back to the Depot Grill 
using 6th Avenue West.  The 5K participants will receive no Twin Falls Police Department 
assistance.   
 
The event organizers will provide water stations and port-a-potties. The event organizers will 
provide cleanup in needed areas at the conclusion of the event. 

The Magic Valley Community Fun Run Organization will provide volunteer flaggers at 
streets with a traffic control light, Addison Avenue at Fillmore Street and in the area of 
Grandview Drive North and Pole Line Road.  The Magic Valley Community Fun Run 
Organization will also have assistance from sworn law enforcement officers.   

Approval Process: 

Consent of the City Council. 

Budget Impact: 

Although this event has taken place for the last few years, the travel route requested along 
Blue Lakes Boulevard North and Shoshone Street North was added last year.  The route was 
reversed from last year due to the time the parade begins  This event will require the 
assistance from four (4) Police Officers to assist with major intersections to allow for safe 
crossings for runners of the Half Marathon.  Officers will control most intersections from 
7:30 a.m. until approximately 8:00 a.m., at which time the street will be closed in its entirety 
for the Western Days Parade.  This event will require six (6) hours of overtime for the 
Officers, one-half hour each for two (2) officers, two (2) hours each for two (2) Officers, and 
one (1) hour for one (1) officer.  The total overtime cost will be $264.00.  This event has not 
been approved in the Twin Falls Police Department’s overtime budget. 
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Regulatory Impact: 
N/A 

Conclusion: 

Several relevant City Staff members have met and approved this Parade Application based 
on the fact that the Magic Valley Community Fun Run Organization will provide volunteers 
for assistance while participants travel and cross roadways, following the listed criteria 
mentioned above. 

Twin Falls Police Staff have met and approved this Parade Application based upon the 
following:   

The Magic Valley Community Fun Run Organization has been advised that no Twin Falls 
Police Officers will be assisting along the route, except for the major intersections listed 
above. The Magic Valley Community Fun Run Organization will be responsible for all 
participants; the Twin Falls Police Department will not be able to ensure that this is a safe 
event for the participants, except at the major intersections listed above.   

 
Attachments:    

None 

 

RH:aed 
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Request: 

A presentation on the finances of the City of Twin Falls for the first 6 months of fiscal year 2012-2013.  This 
presentation will be an overview of the tax-supported funds and the three major enterprise funds, Water, 
Wastewater and Sanitation. 

 Time Estimate: 

I will give a presentation, followed by any questions Council may have.  I would estimate this item taking 
approximately 20-30 minutes. 

Background: 

Last year, I began formally presenting financial updates to the City Council.  The information I will be 
presenting includes a look at budget to actual information for revenues and expenditures in the tax 
supported funds, and in the three major enterprise funds.  I will be sharing what I am seeing and projecting 
for these funds. 

Budget Impact: 

There is no budget impact. 

Regulatory Impact: 

There is no regulatory impact. 

Conclusion: 

There is no action required by the City Council. 

Attachments: 

 Summary of revenues and expenditures for all tax supported funds for the first six months of fiscal 
year 12-13. 

 Summary of Water Fund revenues and expenditures for the first six months of fiscal year 12-13. 

 Summary of Wastewater Fund revenues and expenditures for the first six months of fiscal year 12-
13. 

 Summary of Sanitation Fund revenues and expenditures for the first six months of fiscal year 12-
13. 
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Request: 

A public hearing to consider a request to amend building permit fees. 

Time Estimate: 

The staff presentation will take approximately 30 minutes.  Following the presentation, the Council will need to 
open a public hearing.  Time will also be needed to answer questions. 

Background: 

Process: 

On February 11, 2013, staff met with the Council’s finance subcommittee.  The purpose of this first meeting was 
to identify the need to update the City’s building permit fees and request support from the finance subcommittee 
to begin a fee update process.  The subcommittee supported the request to review the building permit fees and 
agreed with the proposed amendment process that involved working closely with the Building Department 
Advisory Committee and representatives from the building community. 

On February 21, 2013, staff met with the Building Department Advisory Committee.  We again discussed the 
need to examine building permit fees and requested assistance from members of the Committee in the review 
and amendment process.  There are nine members of the Committee, eight of which are employed in various 
building trades.  The Committee also supported the request and appointed four members to work with staff in 
the process. 

Staff began researching and preparing various fee proposals.  Beginning the week of March 4, 2013, staff met 
with various representatives from the Home Builders’ Association, as well as commercial, mechanical, electrical, 
and plumbing contractors to review the research, go over the proposals, and collect feedback from the building 
community.  The feedback we received was all very positive and supportive. 

On March 21, 2013, staff met again with the Building Department Advisory Committee to present a final 
proposal for their recommendation to the Council.  Staff sent invitations to the Committee meeting to our entire 
database of contractors.  We had a great turnout for the meeting, probably the best turnout ever to a Building 
Department Advisory Committee meeting.  The Chairman opened the discussion for public comment.  There 
was a lot of good discussion and support for the proposal by both the attendees and the Committee members.  
In the end, the Committee unanimously recommended approval of the proposal with one small amendment. 

On April 11, 2013, staff met again with the Council’s finance subcommittee to share the proposal and the 
Committee’s recommendation.  After much discussion, the subcommittee encouraged staff to schedule the 
necessary public hearing before the full Council.  That hearing is this agenda item. 

 

Update Needed: 

The City last updated our building permit fees for building, mechanical, electrical, and plumbing (MEP) 
construction in 2006.  At that time, the City had just adopted an ordinance giving the City the ability to permit 
and inspect MEP construction.  All three were previously duties that the State performed within our jurisdiction.  
As we were adopting new permit authorities, we also adopted new fees for those processes. 

In an effort to provide as little disruption to the MEP contractors as possible, the City adopted fee schedules that 
matched exactly the State’s fee schedules.  As the focus of this ordinance was MEP permits, the City did not 
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change the building construction fees at all; we only reaffirmed the valuation table and fee schedule that was 
already being used. 

Shortly after the City began issuing MEP permits, the State re-evaluated their permit fees and changed them to 
make them much simpler to calculate.  They did this in part to be more customer friendly, but also to help them 
implement more automated web based interfaces. 

Our MEP fees match what the State’s used to be before the change.  We have basically three permit types in 
each category; new residential, commercial, and miscellaneous.  In our fee structure, each permit type has its 
own fee calculation, and each category (MEP) has its own fee structure, different from the other two.  We have 
nine different fee calculations.  They are also not easy to calculate, as many of them require fixture counts to 
arrive at a final fee.  For example, a bathroom remodel permit fee would require the number of water 
connections and drains in order to calculate. 

For building construction, we have adopted a building valuation table from February 2005 published by the 
International Code Council (ICC).  The ICC is the regulatory organization that drafts the building codes that we 
use, certifies our inspectors, and provides training opportunities to builders and inspectors.  They publish a 
valuation table that reports the national average of construction costs for various uses and various construction 
types.  Construction type is identified by the architect and is represented as number (1A, 1B, 2A… 5B).  One 
easy way to illustrate the difference would be that the lower numbers represent a more substantial and costly 
building style and materials, such as steel studs instead of 2x4 wood studs.  The table’s columns are identified 
by construction type.  The table’s rows are identified by the use, such as residential, office, or restaurant.  A 
building permit fee is calculated first by determining the value of the construction project.  The use and 
construction type are used to find a cell in the table that provides a value per square foot.  That value is 
multiplied by the total number of square feet to arrive at a total project value. 

This system has some flaws.  First, it is complicated, particularly to program into a computer permitting system, 
because there are so many potential use and construction type combinations.  Second, the table is prepared by 
a national organization using nation-wide averages.  Idaho typically comes in very low when compared to a 
national average of construction costs.  We have historically reduced the table values by a local modifier of 0.8 
to attempt to bring construction values more in-line with Idaho reality.  But even then, when using an adjusted 
average, we can almost guarantee that every project valuation will be wrong.  Additionally, the table we use is 
from February 2005.  Construction values have certainly changed in the last eight years. 

We basically use a difficult system to guess what a construction value will be.  Our construction values are 
wrong most every time.  That is a problem for us because we use these construction values in much of our 
planning efforts.  New construction values are reported in the monthly financial dashboard.  We use them to 
estimate new construction tax revenues.  We make financial decisions with figures that we know are not 
accurate. 

Finally, building activity has been increasing for the last couple of years.  Two years ago, the City laid off two 
positions in the Building Inspections Department, a Building Inspector and a Plans Examiner.  The layoffs came 
as a result of declining work load in the department.  FY2011 was a record low in almost every category of work 
load that we tracked.  Last year, building activity began to increase.  We added one of the two positions back. 

This year, building activity continues to increase.  Through March 2013, new residential building permits have 
increased by 49% from the same point two years ago.  New commercial permits have increased by 157% from 
the same point two years ago.  New residential permits are now taking nearly 10 days to review and issue.  
Historically, we have tried to get new residential permits out in half that time.  Our level of service has declined 
due to the lack of a full time plans examiner.  Staff believes it is time to bring back the plans examiner position.  
Unfortunately, when the layoffs occurred two years ago, the funding for the positions went away as well.  
Funding for the plans examiner position will be needed to support the addition of the position. 

We have three purposes for proposing these changes to the building permit fees.  The first purpose is similar to 
the State’s purpose when it changed State MEP permit fees.  We want our fee structure to be simpler.  We want 
it to be simpler for a few reasons.  Fees will be easier for our customers to estimate when they bid for 
construction jobs.  Fees will be easier for our staff to estimate for people making initial inquiries.  Fees will be 
simpler and cheaper to program into the new permit tracking system that the Building Department has ordered 



and will be using soon.  This new tracking software is a first step for the City to do as the State did and 
implement more automated web based interfaces for our customers to take advantage of.  The second purpose 
of the fee proposal is to find a way for our construction values to more closely represent actual construction 
values, rather than estimated construction values based on outdated national average construction costs.  
Finally, the third purpose of the fee proposal is to generate a dedicated revenue stream to support the addition 
of a plans examiner to the Building Department team. 

 

Current Fees: 

Building 

 February 2005 ICC Building Valuation Table (see attached) 

 The building permit fee shall be based on the declared value of the work being performed 

Building Value Fee 

$1.00 to $500.00 $22.00  

$501.00 to $2,000.00 $22.00 for the first $500.00 plus $2.75 for each additional $100 or 
fraction thereof, to and including $2,000.00  

$2,001.00 to $25,000.00 $63.00 for the first $2,000.00 plus $12.50 for each additional $1,000 
or fraction thereof, to and including $25,000.00  

$25,001.00 to $50,000.00 $352.00 for the first $25,000.00 plus $9.00 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $50,000.00  

$50,001.00 to $100,000.00 $580.00 for the first $50,000.00 plus $6.25 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $100,000.00  

$100,001.00 to $500,000.00 $895.00 for the first $100,000.00 plus $5.00 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $500,000.00  

$500,001.00 to $1,000,000.00 $2,855.00 for the first $500,000.00 plus $4.25 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $1,000,000.00  

$1,000.001.00 and up $4,955.00 for the first $1,000,000.00 plus $2.75 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof 

 Commercial Plan Review Fee = 65% of the building permit fee 

Mechanical 

 New Residential – flat fee based on area of home, 5 categories, $80 - $180 

 Miscellaneous – flat $30 with additions per unit, appliance, etc… 

 New Multifamily & Non-Residential – base rate plus % of job value, 4 categories 

Electric 

 New Residential – flat fee $120 up to 200 Amp, 201-400 Amp fee is $210, greater than 400 is commercial, 
Duplex is flat $210, MF is flat $120 + $60 per unit 

 Miscellaneous – flat $40 plus $10 per circuit 

 Non-Residential – base rate plus % of job value, 3 categories 

 Other – some other specific charges with varying flat rates, $40 - $80 

Plumbing 

 New Residential – base fee of $30 + $8 per fixture, MF is same, but charged per unit 

 Miscellaneous – base fee of $30 + $8 per fixture, MF is same, but charged per unit 



 Non-Residential – base rate plus % of job value, 4 categories 

 Other – some other specific charges with varying flat rates, $30 - $60 

Small Job Fee  

 $10 

 

Proposed Fees: 

Building 

 Declared project valuation 

o For 1 and 2 family residential buildings, the declared value shall not be less than 20% less, or more 
than 20% more, than the average per square foot value of all 1 and 2 family homes permitted in 
Twin Falls during the prior fiscal year.  The average per square foot value for 1 and 2 family homes 
shall be $70.00 per square foot until after September 30, 2013. 

 Maintain same fee structure as is currently in place (see above) 

 Commercial Plan Review Fee = 65% of the building permit fee 

 Residential Plan Review Fee = 30% of the building permit fee 

Mechanical, Electrical, & Plumbing 

 One fee schedule for all MEP permits 

 New Residential - flat fee based on the area of the home, area includes basements, but not garages or 
covered outdoor space 

o 0 – 2,500 sf = $120 

o 2,501 – 4,000 sf = $155 

o 44,001+ sf = $200 

 Miscellaneous 

o flat rate – $50 per permit 

 Non-Residential – match the State’s commercial fees, base rate plus percent of project value 

o Up to $10,000 = $60 + 0.02 x value 

o $10,001 - $100,000 = $260 + 0.01 x value 

o Over $100,001 = $1,160 + 0.005 x value 

Small Job 

 $10, with clarification on what is and is not a small job 

o Added, “Small Work does not include any job with a specifically designated fee in this 
resolution.” 

o Added to small job list, “Sprinkler system backflow prevention.” 

 

Discussion: 

Building Valuation 

The first significant proposed change is in the declared project value.  If we are trying to have our permits reflect 
actual project values, then no one knows the value of a project better than the contractor building the project.  



Contractors know and can usually document construction values for their projects.  A contractor’s declared 
value will be the most accurate accounting of a project’s value that we come up with. 

A concern was mentioned through the process that some applicants may not be the most honest or accurate on 
their declarations.  We currently use declared project values for our commercial MEP permits.  It has worked 
well for us and should not pose too much of a problem to extend into building permits.  Twin Falls County and 
the City of Boise are two other examples of jurisdictions that use a declared valuation for commercial building 
permits.  We have also drafted the fee resolution with language giving the Building Official the opportunity to 
request supporting documentation for values that appear to be significantly different from average values. 

Another concern was mentioned regarding single family construction.  This concern specifically dealt with the 
idea that there are many upgrades in a home that can add to the value of the home, but not cause a significant 
impact to the work our plans examiner and building inspectors have to do with the home.  For example, wood 
floors cost more than vinyl, granite countertops cost more that laminate, and hardwood cabinets cost more than 
manufactured wood.  All three will increase the value of the home, but none of the three are even inspected by 
the City. 

This concern was the subject of most of the conversation at the Building Department Advisory Committee 
meeting.  To address the concern, the Committee included one condition on its recommendation to the Council.  
That condition was to place an absolute maximum and minimum on the declared value for single family and two 
family construction projects.  The builder will still declare a value, but that value shall not be more than 20% 
more or less than 20% less than the average value of single family projects in Twin Falls.  The average value 
will be an actual calculated average value based on the single family permits issued in the prior fiscal year.  
Since we do not have that data for the current, or past, fiscal years, the Committee recommends using a starting 
value of $70 per square foot, then calculating the actual average value in subsequent years after we’ve had time 
to collect the data. 

Building Permit Fee 

The recommendation is to continue to use the same fee structure as is currently in use.  This fee structure first 
was adopted from the 1994 Uniform Building Code.  That Code no longer exists, but we continued to use the 
fee structure long after we abandoned the use of the Code, as did most jurisdictions in Idaho.  Although, most 
jurisdictions in Idaho have increased the base amounts over the years.  We are not proposing any changes to 
the fee structure or amounts simply because changes are not needed.  We feel that making the other changes 
discussed in this proposal will accomplish all of the stated goals of the proposal without further increasing the 
building permit fee structure. 

The fee structure is a bit complicated.  That is because it is a declining structure, as the project values increase, 
the fee also increases, but not at an equal rate to the value increase.  A flat percentage of the value would be 
much simpler to calculate.  The ICC actually recommends that jurisdictions implement just that, a flat 
percentage of the project value.  However, the very large projects will end up with significant fee increases if we 
were to go with a flat percentage fee. 

Plan Review Fee 

We are recommending that we keep the 65% commercial plan review fee.  We are also recommending that we 
adopt a 30% residential plan review fee.  That would be 30% of the building permit fee.  We are proposing the 
plan review fee as a dedicated revenue source to pay the cost of an additional employee in the Building 
Inspections Department, a plans examiner.  In our discussions with the building community and the Committee, 
we indicated that we would like to add this fee for the stated purpose, but not until a plans examiner was hired. 

This is a difficult fee to compare to other jurisdictions, as there is a wide variety of fees out there.  Some 
jurisdictions, like us, do not charge a residential plan review fee at all.  Others do charge it but at varying rates, 
25%, 35%, and 65% were all used by jurisdictions in Idaho.  A 30% fee is in the middle of the range and is 
enough to accomplish the purpose of generating the revenue needed to hire the position.  Using permits issued 
in FY2012, we estimate that a 30% plan review fee would have generated about $51,000 in revenue to the City, 
which is about the same amount as the total cost of employment for our last plans examiner. 

This portion of the proposal was the only one that was entirely about raising revenue for the City.  It is 
essentially a new fee for a service that we’ve been providing for free for years.  It was the one portion of the 



proposal that we were the most nervous about requesting for those reasons.  Remarkably, it was the one 
portion of the proposal that was accepted almost without discussion.  The Committee and the building 
community understood the need for the position and were willing to add the fee to reduce the time it takes to 
review plans and issue the permit.  This was the first portion of the proposal voted on by the Committee and 
received unanimous support. 

Equal Mechanical, Electrical, & Plumbing Fee Schedules 

This portion of the proposal is a significant step in achieving the purposes described above.  These three permit 
programs all being on the same fee structure makes our fees much simpler to administer.  We feel like we have 
also simplified the calculation of the fee types within the programs.  And, we have done so in as much a 
revenue neutral way as we could.  Again, this change was being driven by a need to simplify, not a need to 
increase.  We used the permits issued in FY2011 and applied the proposed fee structure to all of those permits 
(see attached worksheet).  We estimate that the total revenue impact to be an additional $5,502, or an 
additional 3% to the actual revenue collected on those permits under the current fee structure. 

Approval Process: 

There are two actions necessary to adopt the proposed fees as recommended.  One is an ordinance amendment to 
City Code 4-1-1.  This section of the Code currently includes the fee schedule and valuation table for building 
construction permits.  These things are better dealt with in a fee resolution and should be removed from the City 
Code.  The attached ordinance makes that change.  If the Council desires to adopt the ordinance at this meeting, the 
rules must be waived and the ordinance be placed on third and final reading by title only.  That motion requires 5 
votes to approve.  After that motion, a simple majority vote of the Council can adopt the ordinance. 

Also attached is a fee resolution that makes the fee changes as described above.  Adoption of the fee resolution 
requires a simple majority vote of the Council. 

Budget Impact: 

We expect that revenues will increase as a result of approval of this request.  We have prepared several 
samples (see attached) of what the new fees would do to actual permits that we have issued.  It is difficult to 
speculate the total impact of the changes to the City budget since the impact is completely determined by the 
permits that are applied for after the fee adoption. 

Part of this request includes the hiring of a new position in the Building Inspections Department.  That will add 
around $51,000 in personnel costs to the Department’s budget.  However, the costs will be offset by the 
additional revenue from the proposed residential plan review fee. 

Regulatory Impact: 

As discussed above, approval of the request will simplify the building permit fee structure, help make projected 
construction values reflect actual values, and provide for a dedicated funding stream for a new plans examiner 
position in the Building Department. 

Conclusion: 

The Building Department Advisory Committee recommends that the Council approve the request as presented 
by adopting the attached ordinance and fee resolution.  Staff concurs with the Committee’s recommendation. 

Attachments: 

1. Current Building Valuation Table 
2. MEP Projected Revenue Worksheet 
3. Sample Fee Scenarios 
4. City Code 4-1-1 Amending Ordinance No. _____ 
5. Fee Resolution No. _____ 
  



 
  
  



 
  



SAMPLES 
 
These samples are taken from actual permits issued.  The proposal is to base building permits on a declared value.  
Since we do not have declared values for any of these projects, the values for the commercial projects are estimated 
using the ICC Building Valuation Table from February 2013 with a 0.8 local modifier.  The residential projects are 
estimated at $70 per square foot as the average recommendation from the Building Department Advisory Committee. 
 
1,040 sf home, 440 sf garage, 80 sf porch 

 
 Current 

o Building Valuation - $83,501.60 
o Fee - $850.69 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $110 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $110 
o Total - $1,190.69 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $103,600 
o Fee - $915 
o Plan - $274.50 
o Mech - $120 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $120 
o Total - $1,549.5 
o Difference: +$358.81 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $96,262.40 
o Fee - $972.75 
o Plan - $340.46 
o Mech - $130 
o Elec - $130 
o Plmb - $130 
o Total - $1703.21 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $85,346.40 
o Fee - $895.75 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $130 
o Elec - $130 
o Plmb - $130 
o Total - $1285.75 

  



1,826 sf home, 509 sf garage, 77 sf porch 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $123,729.95 
o Fee - $1,013.65 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $110 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $134 
o Total - $1,377.65 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $163,450 
o Fee - $1,215 
o Plan - $364.50 
o Mech - $120 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $120 
o Total - $1,939.50 
o Difference: +$561.85 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $159,145.70 
o Fee - $1,329.75 
o Plan - $465.41 
o Mech - $195 
o Elec - $195 
o Plmb - $195 
o Total - $2,380.16 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $141,775.41 
o Fee - $1,228.95 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $195 
o Elec - $195 
o Plmb - $195 
o Total - $1,813.95 

  



2,350 sf home, 1,039 sf garage, 218 sf porch 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $190,526.78 
o Fee - $1,347.63 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $110 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $126 
o Total - $1,703.63 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $237,230 
o Fee - $1,585 
o Plan - $475.50 
o Mech - $120 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $120 
o Total - $2,420.50 
o Difference: +$716.87 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $219,990.76 
o Fee - $1,665.75 
o Plan - $583.01 
o Mech - $195 
o Elec - $195 
o Plmb - $195 
o Total - $2,833.76 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $194,620.62 
o Fee - $1,525.75 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $195 
o Elec - $195 
o Plmb - $195 
o Total - $2,110.75 

  



3,752 sf home, 1,057 sf garage, 87 sf porch 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $232,812.49 
o Fee - $1,559.06 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $110 
o Elec - $120 
o Plmb - $174 
o Total - $1,963.06 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $336,630 
o Fee - $2,080 
o Plan - $624 
o Mech - $155 
o Elec - $155 
o Plmb - $155 
o Total - $3,169 
o Difference: +$1,205.94 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $325,193.36 
o Fee - $2,259.35 
o Plan - $790.77 
o Mech - $325 
o Elec - $325 
o Plmb - $325 
o Total - $4,025.12 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $290,540.79 
o Fee - $2,063.35 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $325 
o Elec - $325 
o Plmb - $325 
o Total - $3,038.35 

  



4,977 sf home, 1,003 sf garage, 379 sf porch (in area of impact) 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $307,947.85 
o Fee - $2,214.90 (City & County) 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $180 
o Elec - $390 (State) 
o Plmb - $190 
o Total - $2,974.90 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $418,600 
o Fee - $2,490 (City) 
o Plan - $747 
o Mech - $200 
o Elec - $390 (State) 
o Plmb - $200 
o Total - $4,027 
o Difference: +$1,052.10 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $427,276.95 
o Fee - $2830.55 
o Plan - $990.69 
o Mech - $390 
o Elec - $390 
o Plmb - $390 
o Total - $4,991.24 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $378,602.07 
o Fee - $2,556.15 
o Plan - $0 
o Mech - $390 
o Elec - $390 
o Plmb - $390 
o Total - $3,726.15 



19,422 sf church 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $2,095,245.36 
o Fee - $7,966.92 
o Plan - $5,178.50 
o Mech - not issued yet 
o Elec - not issued yet 
o Plmb - not issued yet 
o Total - $13,145.42 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $2,270,237.58 
o Fee - $8,450.25 
o Plan - $5,492.66 
o Mech -  
o Elec -  
o Plmb -  
o Total - $13,942.91 
o Difference: +$797.49 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $2,064,947.04 
o Fee - $9,496 
o Plan - $6,172.40 
o Mech - $ 
o Elec - $ 
o Plmb - $ 
o Total - $15,668.40 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $2,270,237.58 
o Fee - $10,245.12 
o Plan - $6,659.33 
o Mech - $ 
o Elec - $ 
o Plmb - $ 
o Total - $16,904.45 

  



4,565 sf restaurant (Chick-Fil-A) 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $359,356.80 
o Fee - $2,191.78 
o Plan - $1,424.66 
o Mech - $2,109.98 
o Elec - $620 
o Plmb - $1,189.98 
o Total - $7,536.40 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $463,164.90 
o Fee - $2,715 
o Plan - $1,764.75 
o Mech - $1,100 
o Elec - $1,140 
o Plmb - $640 
o Total - $7,359.75 
o Difference: -$176.65 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $411,397.80 
o Fee - $2,740.95 
o Plan - $1,781.62 
o Mech - $1,100 
o Elec - $1,140 
o Plmb - $640 
o Total - $7,402.57 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $463,164.90 
o Fee - $3,032.15 
o Plan - $1,970.90 
o Mech - $1,100 
o Elec - $1,140 
o Plmb - $640 
o Total - $7,883.05 

  



21,874 sf retail (Norco) 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $1,155,165.94 
o Fee - $5,381.70 
o Plan - $3,498.11 
o Mech - $1,324.60 
o Elec - $585.95 
o Plmb - $1,051.98 
o Total - $11,842.34 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $1,489,619.40 
o Fee - $6,302.50 
o Plan - $4,096.63 
o Mech - $676.04 
o Elec - $982.22 
o Plmb - $544 
o Total - $12,601.39 
o Difference: +$759.05 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $1,319,220.94 
o Fee - $6,776.75 
o Plan - $4,404.89 
o Mech - $676.04 
o Elec - $982.22 
o Plmb - $544 
o Total - $13,383.90 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $1,489,619.40 
o Fee - $7,395.86 
o Plan - $4,807.31 
o Mech - $676.04 
o Elec - $982.22 
o Plmb - $544 
o Total - $14,405.43 

  



3,102 sf medical office (Wright Physical Therapy) 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $227,283.54 
o Fee - $1,531.41 
o Plan - $995.42 
o Mech - $599.76 
o Elec - $240 
o Plmb - $264 
o Total - $3,630.59 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $293,325.12 
o Fee - $1,865 
o Plan - $1,212.25 
o Mech - $349.92 
o Elec - $380 
o Plmb - $216 
o Total - $4,023.17 
o Difference: +$392.58 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $258,582.72 
o Fee - $1,884.15 
o Plan - $1,224.70 
o Mech - $349.92 
o Elec - $380 
o Plmb - $216 
o Total - $4,054.77 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $293,325.12 
o Fee - $2,080.15 
o Plan - $1,352.10 
o Mech - $349.92 
o Elec - $380 
o Plmb - $216 
o Total - $4,378.17 

  



11,390 sf office/institutional (Vision Home Health) 
 

 Current 
o Building Valuation - $786,216.80 
o Fee - $4,071.42 
o Plan - $2,646.42 
o Mech - $1,429.98 
o Elec - $345 
o Plmb - $312.84 
o Total - $8,805.66 

 
 Proposed 

o Building Valuation - $1,077,038.40 
o Fee - $5,169.50 
o Plan - $3,360.18 
o Mech - $760 
o Elec - $590 
o Plmb - $248.56 
o Total - $10,128.24 
o Difference: +$1,322.58 

 
 Jerome 

o Building Valuation - $949,470.4 
o Fee - $5,371.25 
o Plan - $3,491.31 
o Mech - $760 
o Elec - $590 
o Plmb - $248.56 
o Total - $10,461.12 

 
 TF County 

o Building Valuation - $1,077,038.40 
o Fee - $5,889.94 
o Plan - $3,828.46 
o Mech - $760 
o Elec - $590 
o Plmb - $248.56 
o Total - $11,316.96 

 
  



 
 

ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, 
IDAHO, AMENDING TWIN FALLS CITY CODE §4-1-1 BY DELETING 
OUTDATED BUILDING CODE REFERENCES. 

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
TWIN FALLS, IDAHO:  
 
That Twin Falls City Code §4-1-1 is amended as follows: 

 
“4-1-1: ADOPTION OF CODES:  

The latest editions of the following documents are adopted as the official building codes 
of the city: 

International building code, including all rules promulgated by the Idaho building code 
board to provide equivalency with the provisions of the Americans with disabilities act 
accessibility guidelines and the federal fair housing act accessibility guidelines, but excluding all 
appendices except as referred to by rules promulgated by the Idaho building code board to 
provide equivalency with accessibility codes, and excluding all references to the international 
electrical code, international plumbing code, international existing building code and international 
property maintenance code. 

International residential code, parts I-VI and part IX, and including appendices A and B. 
International energy conservation code. 
Table 1A, 1994 uniform building code (1st printing May 1, 1994), building permit fees. 
When submittal documents are required by section 106.1 of the international building 

code, a plan review fee shall be paid at the time of permit application. Said plan review fee shall 
be 65 percent of the building permit fee. 

Building valuation data, as published by "Building Safety Journal" in February 2005, as 
modified by the building department. 

Uniform code for the abatement of dangerous buildings.” 
 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL,  May __, 2013. 
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR May __, 2013. 
 
 

___________________________________ 
MAYOR  

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 
  



 
 

RESOLUTION NO. ______ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO, 
ADOPTING A SCHEDULE OF PERMIT FEES FOR THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT 
OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS. 

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN 
FALLS, IDAHO: 

 
That the following schedule of permit fees is hereby adopted for application in the City of Twin 

Falls. All previous permit fees in conflict with this schedule are hereby repealed. 
 

“Building Permit Fee Schedule 

New Construction: 

1. Project Value 

Applicants for a building permit shall declare the project value of the work being performed on their 
building permit application.  The project value is the total value of all construction work for which the 
permit is issued (including overhead and profit), as well as finish work, painting, roofing, mechanical, 
electrical, plumbing, owner supplied equipment, elevators, fire extinguishing systems, and other 
permanent equipment.  The Building Official may require documentation to support the declared 
value if that value significantly varies from average construction values. 

For 1 and 2 family residential buildings, the declared value shall not be less than 20% less, or more 
than 20% more, than the average per square foot value of all 1 and 2 family homes permitted in Twin 
Falls during the prior fiscal year.  The average per square foot value for 1 and 2 family homes shall be 
$70.00 per square foot until after September 30, 2013. 

2. Building Permit Fee – The building permit fee shall be based on the declared value of the work 
being performed.   

Building Value Fee         

$1.00 to $500.00 $22.00  

$501.00 to $2,000.00 $22.00 for the first $500.00 plus $2.75 for each additional $100 
or fraction thereof, to and including $2,000.00  

$2,001.00 to $25,000.00 $63.00 for the first $2,000.00 plus $12.50 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $25,000.00  

$25,001.00 to $50,000.00 $352.00 for the first $25,000.00 plus $9.00 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $50,000.00  

$50,001.00 to $100,000.00 $580.00 for the first $50,000.00 plus $6.25 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $100,000.00  

$100,001.00 to $500,000.00 $895.00 for the first $100,000.00 plus $5.00 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $500,000.00  

$500,001.00 to $1,000,000.00 $2,855.00 for the first $500,000.00 plus $4.25 for each additional 
$1,000 or fraction thereof, to and including $1,000,000.00  

$1,000.001.00 and up $4,955.00 for the first $1,000,000.00 plus $2.75 for each 
additional $1,000 or fraction thereof 

Plan Review Fee: 

1. Commercial Plan Review Fee = 65% of the building permit fee amount 
2. Residential Plan Review Fee = 30% of the building permit fee amount 



Other Building Permit Fees: 

1. Residential Demolition Permit = $22 
2. Commercial Demolition Permit = $42 
3. Moving Permit = $42 
4. Swimming Pool Permit = $50 
5. Roofing/Re-roofing Permit = $50 
6. Re-inspection Fee = $50 
7. Inspections for which no fee is specified = $42.00 hour, minimum ½ hour* 
8. Inspection outside of business hours = $42.00 hour, minimum 2 hours* 
9. Stamping duplicate plan set = $22 
10. Additional Plan Review required by changes, = $50 

additions, or revisions 
11. Temporary Certificate of Occupancy = $1,000 (will be refunded upon approved 

inspection of outstanding work items) 
12. Use of outside consultant for plan review or = Actual Cost** 

Inspection 

*Or the total hourly cost to the jurisdiction, whichever is the greatest. This cost shall include 
supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages and fringe benefits of the employees involved.  
**Actual costs include administrative and overhead costs. 

 
Mechanical, Electrical, and Plumbing Permit Fee Schedule 

Residential (1 and 2 family dwellings): 

1. New Construction – Flat fee based on the floor area of the home including finished and 
unfinished basements, but excluding garages and covered patios. 

 0 – 2,500 square feet = $120 
 2,501 – 4,000 square feet = $155 
 4,001+ square feet = $200 

2. Other Installations – Including, but not limited to, temporary construction electrical service, 
change of electrical service, and electrical wiring for installation of residential spas, hot tubs, 
hydro massage tubs, swimming pools, electrical space heating, air conditioning, signs, and outline 
lighting. 

 Flat fee of $50 per permit. 

Commercial (including 3 or more family dwellings): 

Fees for all work based on the contract price of the work, including value of owner supplied 
equipment.   

 $10,000 or less = $60 + $0.02 x job value 
 $10,001 – $100,000    = $260 + $0.01 x job value 
  $100,001 or more    = $1,160 + $0.005 x job value 

Other Fees: 

 Requested Inspections of existing installations = $42.00 per hour (1/2 hour minimum, 
includes travel time) 

 Re-inspection     = $50.00 
 Plan check fee/technical service fee   = $42.00 per hour (1/2 hour minimum) 

Small Work Permit: 

The City of Twin Falls hereby establishes a Small Work permit for Mechanical, Electrical, and 
Plumbing jobs.  Small Work is defined as a job with a total cost that does not exceed five hundred 
dollars ($500).  Small Work does not include any job with a specifically designated fee in this 
resolution.  Small Work also includes, regardless of total cost, the installation of: 

 Residential water heaters up to 100 gallons, 



 Water softeners and other single unit appliances, 
 Sprinkler system backflow prevention 
 Bath fans, 
 Dryer ducts, and/or 
 Extension of forced supply and return ducts up to 25 feet. 

The permit fee for Small Work permits shall be $10.00 

Work without a Permit Penalty 

Permit fees are due upon commencement of the work and must be paid prior to inspections being 
performed.  The Building Official may assess an escalating penalty as established herein, for failure to 
obtain a permit and pay the required fee.  Penalties are assessed in addition to the permit fee. 

1. First violation: $100 or double the required permit fee, whichever is greater. 
2. Second violation: $250 or double the required permit fee, whichever is greater. 
3. Third violation: $500 or double the required permit fee, whichever is greater. 
4. Fourth and subsequent violations: $1,000 or double the required permit fee, whichever is greater.” 

 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL , 2013. 
 
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR , 2013. 
 
 

___________________________________ 
  MAYOR  

ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 
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