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5:00 P.M. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA  
PROCLAMATIONS:  None 

GENERAL PUBLIC INPUT   

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I.  CONSENT CALENDAR: 

1. Consideration of a request to approve the Accounts Payable for February 19 – 24, 2014. 
2. Consideration of a request to approve the annual Saint Patrick’s Day Parade Application and 
 Special Event Celebration sponsored by Bev and Steve O’Connor to be held on Monday, 
 March 17, 2014.   
3. Consideration of a request to approve the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
 Decisions for Cedarpark  #10 Subdivision.    

 

Action 
Action 
Action 
 
 
Action 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
Sgt. Ryan Howe 
 
 
Mitchel Humble 

II.  ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
1. Consideration of a request to waive the residency requirement for Dan Olmstead during the 

last 18 months of his second term on the Airport Advisory Board.  
2. Consideration of a request to approve the implementation of a Cross-Connection Program. 
3. Consideration of a request to approve a letter of support for SB1273: Firefighter presumptive 

illness.  
4. An update on the $38 million bond issuance for the voter-approved projects and 

improvements at the City’s Waste Water Treatment Plant.    
5. Consideration of a request to authorize the Mayor to sign the Sub-Agreement Material 

Purchase Contract for Local Falls Ave. Intersection Improvements, Key No. 13544 and 
approve payment of the local match. 

6. Consideration of a request to adopt an ordinance for a Zoning District Change and Zoning 
Map Amendment from R-4 to R-4 PRO for property located at 840 Addison Avenue. 

7. Consideration of a request to adopt an ordinance amending City Code 9-6-8 regarding the 
City’s regulation of on-street large truck parking.   

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

 
Action 
 
Action 
Action 
 
Update 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
Action 

 
Bill Carberry 
 
Rob Bohling 
Ed Morris 
 
Lorie Race 
 
Jacqueline Fields 
 
 
Mitchel Humble 
 
Mitchel Humble 
 
 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

  

IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M. 
1. Public hearing to consider adoption of a resolution authorizing the Mayor to sign and submit 

an application to the Idaho Department of Commerce to partially finance improvements to 
the Twin Falls Senior Center.   

2. Public Hearing to consider the City’s intent to dispose of a 6,200± square foot portion of a 
City owned lot located at on 2nd Avenue South, Block 119 Lots 9 & 10. 

 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 

 
Jeanette Roe/ 
TF Senior Center 
 
Melinda Anderson 

V. ADJOURNMENT:     
 

 
 

Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above noticed meeting could contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at 
least two working days before the meeting.  Si desea esta información en español, llame Leila Sanchez  (208)735-7287. 
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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. 







 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS
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In Re:                                   ) 
                                         ) 
Final Plat Application,   )                 FINDINGS OF FACT, 
                                         )      
Cedarpark #10 Subdivision   )  CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 
Applicant(s).        ) 
                            )                 AND DECISION 
           

 
  This matter having come before the City Council of the City of Twin Falls, Idaho on December 16, 

2013  for  consideration  of  the  final  plat  of  the  Cedarpark  #10  Subdivision,  approximately  3.96  (+/‐)  acres 

consisting of seven (7) commercial lots on property located at the southwest corner of Carriage Lane North 

and Chuck Wagon Place , and the City Council having heard testimony from interested parties, having received 

written Findings from the Planning and Zoning Commission and being fully advised in the matter, now makes 

the following 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Applicant has requested approval of  the  final plat of  the Cedarpark #10 Subdivision, approximately 3.96 

(+/‐) acres consisting of seven (7) commercial lots on property located at the southwest corner of Carriage 

Lane North and Chuck Wagon Place. 

  2.  The property in question is zoned C‐1 PUD pursuant to the Zoning Ordinance of the City of 

Twin Falls.   The property  is designated as Commercial/Retail  in the duly adopted Comprehensive Plan of the 

City of Twin Falls. 

  3.  The existing neighboring land uses in the immediate area of this property are:  to the north, 

Chuck Wagon Place/Carriage Lane North Apartments; to the south, Undeveloped Commercial Land; to the east, 

Carriage Lane North/Undeveloped Commercial Land; to the west, Undeveloped Commercial Land. 



 

 

  4.  The  City  Engineering Office  has  reviewed  the  final  plat  and  has  approved  the  proposed 

street accesses and public utility extensions, subject to availability of such services at the time of development.   

The developer will pay all costs of public  improvements,  including but not  limited to streets, curb gutter and 

sidewalks, sewer, water and pressurized irrigation systems.  The proposed development includes dedication of 

additional right‐of‐way in compliance with the Master Street Plan.  

  Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and the regulations and standards set forth below, the City 

Council hereby makes the following 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

  1.  The final plat of the Cedarpark  #10 Subdivision, approximately 3.96 (+/‐) acres consisting of 

seven  (7) commercial  lots on property  located at the southwest corner of Carriage Lane North and Chuck 

Wagon Place is in conformance with the objectives of the zoning ordinance and the policy for developments in 

Twin Falls City Code §10‐1‐4.  Specifically, the land can be used safely for building purposes without danger to 

health or peril from fire, flood or other menace, proper provision has been made for drainage, water sewerage 

and  capital  improvements  including  schools,  parks,  recreation  facilities,  transportation  facilities  and 

improvements, all existing and proposed public improvements conform to the Comprehensive Plan. 

2. The final plat is in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan as required by Twin Falls City 

Code §10‐12‐2.3(H)(2)(a). 

3.  Public  services  are  currently  available  to  accommodate  the  proposed  development,  as 

required by Twin Falls City Code §10‐12‐2.3(H) (2) (b).   Public services may not be available at the time of 

development, depending upon the speed of development of this and other subdivisions and the ability of 

the City to obtain additional water and/or sewer capacity. 

  4.  The  development  of  streets,  sewer, water,  irrigation,  dedication  of  park  land  and  other 

public  improvements at the cost of the developer will not adversely affect any capital  improvement plan and 

will integrate with existing public facilities, as required by Twin Falls City Code §10‐12‐2.3(H)(2)(c). 

  5.  There  is  sufficient  public  financial  capability  of  supporting  services  for  the  proposed 

development, as required by Twin Falls City Code §10‐12‐2.3(H)(2)(d). 



 

 

  6.  There are no other health, safety or environmental problems associated with the proposed 

development that were brought to the City Council’s attention, per Twin Falls City Code §10‐12‐ 2.3(H)(2)(e). 

  7.        The  final  plat  is  in  conformance  with  the  Preliminary  Plat.  Based  on  the  foregoing 

Conclusions of Law, the Twin Falls City Council hereby enters the following 

DECISION 

  The request for approval of the final plat of the Cedarpark #10 Subdivision, approximately 3.96 

(+/‐) acres consisting of seven (7) commercial lots on property located at the southwest corner of Carriage 

Lane  North  and  Chuck  Wagon  Place  is  hereby  granted,  subject  to  final  technical  review  by  the  City 

Engineer’s Office and subject to the conditions which are attached as “Exhibit No. A”, and  incorporated by 

reference as though  fully set  forth herein.   The applicant shall comply with all applicable requirements of 

the Adopted Standard Drawings, the Zoning Ordinance, and the City Code of the City of Twin Falls. 

 

MAYOR ‐ TWIN FALLS CITY COUNCIL 

 

DATE 

 
“EXHIBIT NO. A” 
 

1. Subject  to  final  technical  review and amendments as  required by Building, Engineering, Fire & 
Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 

2. Subject to compliance with the Cedar Park PUD Agreement 
3. Subject  to  landscaping Buffer Maintenance Agreement between Cedarpark #10, Lot 1, Block 1 

and  Cedarpark  #1,  Lot  37,  Block  4,  being  executed  and  a  copy  given  to  the  City  prior  to 
recordation of the final plat 

4. Subject  to  an  adequate  sewer  service  plan  agreement  between  the  developer  and  the  City 
Engineering Department prior to recordation of the final plat.  
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____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Request: Consideration to waive the residency requirement for Dan Olmstead 
during the last 18 months of his 2nd term on the Airport Advisory Board. 
 

Time Estimate: Approximately 5 minutes  

 

Background: Dan Olmstead’s 2nd and final term on the Airport Board will expire 
in September 2015.  Dan will be moving out of the city limits and into the county 
this spring and he would like to serve out his final 1.5 years as a City Airport 
Board member.   
 
Approval Process: Approval of the request requires a majority vote of the Council 
 
 
Budget Impact: None  

 

Regulatory Impact: Airport Manager Bill Carbeery conferred with the City 
Attorney regarding the ability for the Council to waive the residency requirement. 
The city code, in the title dealing with Advisory Board Member Eligibility (2-1-1), 
allows for the Council to waive the city residency requirement for board members.   

 

Conclusion: Dan Olmstead has attended meetings regularly and has been a 
contributing member to the Airport Board.  Staff recommends the City Council 
waive the city residency requirement for the remainder of Dan Olmstead’s current 
term as a member of the Airport Board. 
 

 

 

 
Date: February 24th, 2014, City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Bill Carberry, Airport Manager 



 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:  Approval of the implementation of a Cross-Connection Program. 
 
Time Estimate: 20-30 minutes – Mr. Mike Brown with Department of Environmental Quality 
(DEQ) will also be available to answer questions. 
 
Background: The City has a backflow program in place.  Recently the Department of 
Environmental Quality performed a mandatory sanitary survey on our system which showed that 
we are out of compliance with the current way we are running the backflow program. 
Specifically, we currently enforce testing on all commercial customers and only recommend 
testing on residential lawn systems.  DEQ is requiring that residential systems be included in the 
program.  The potential consequences of non-compliance are as follows:  The City may become 
ineligible for SRF loans, Water Superintendent could lose his licensure, and the entire water 
system could be condemned and DEQ could disapprove our monitoring waivers. 
 
Approval Process: Council approval to move forward with program and require that all 
backflow devices are tested annually including lawn sprinkling systems. 
 
Budget Impact: The impact of losing our monitoring waivers will cost the City approximately 
$7,000.00.  This would not include fines for being out of compliance. 
 
Regulatory Impact: The impacts of not having a cross-connection program that is implemented 
correctly will result in losing our monitoring waivers and could result in fines for being out of 
compliance.  
 
Conclusion: Staff recommends approval of the implementation of this program.   
 
Attachments:    
Moving Forward with the Cross-Connection Program 
Backflow testing on Residential Lawn Sprinklers Letter 
Local tester Average Prices 

Date: Monday, February 24, 2014, City Council Meeting 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Robert Bohling, Water Superintendent  



207 6th Avenue West   P.O. Box 1907 Twin Falls, ID 83303   Phone: 208-736-2275   Fax: 208-736-1500 

 
 

 
Moving Forward With Cross-Connection Program 

 
Topics for Discussion  
Here are the plans for moving forward: 
 
Education:   #1 key to making this Work 

  Commercials 
          Movie House clips 
   Bill Stuffers/Blips on water bill 
          Local Media 
   City Web Site- Make a site specific for Backflow 
 
Industry Involvement: Landscape/Maintenance Companies 
               Fire Suppression Companies 
   Pipe Companies 
 
Enforcement:   Need backing from our City Officials 
              Follow our Ordnance that is in Place 
   Backing from Local DEQ 
 
Manpower:   City employees- building inspection, water employees, meter readers 
          lawn sprinkler/fire suppression companies 
 
Testers:   Have a list of certified testers on City Web Page 
    Require paperwork on file proving certification of Tester & Equipment. 

  If testers want to be on city tester list they would agree to a set price that  
  council deems fair like we do with the tow companies. Average price for  
  this area is $45.00 

 
Compliance: Main reason for backflow testing is the safety of the citizens we serve that depend 
on us to provide them with the cleanest, safest drinking water we can provide. We face losing 
our waivers for testing and sampling and could be fined for not enforcing rules governing us. We 
need to be compliant with rules governing our system, and this all falls under our Strategic Plan. 
(Ex.) HC2.1A- Operate water and wastewater systems to meet federal standards.   

Office of 
WATER SUPERINTENDENT 



207 6th Avenue West   P.O. Box 1907 Twin Falls, ID 83303   Phone: 208-736-2275   Fax: 208-736-1500 

 
 

 
 

City of Twin Falls Backflow Ordinance for Lawn Sprinklers 
 
 The City of Twin Falls and DEQ require that you have your lawn sprinkler back flow 
device tested annually. We are required by Federal and State rules to protect our public drinking 
water system and therefore will require that all backflow devices be tested annually by a certified 
licensed tester. If the City Water Department does not abide by the Federal and State rules we are 
out of compliance and can be fined and even shut down in extreme conditions. 
 A backflow device on your lawn sprinkler system helps protect the drinking water system 
and the homeowners’ water supply should there be a back siphon in the water line which can 
occur when a line breaks, during a power failure, or when demand is needed to fight a fire. It is 
the homeowners’ property and responsibility to professionally install, maintain, and test their 
devices annually. There have been two such instances of Backflow in the Boise area and people 
ended up getting ill. They found out that a homeowner had tied their pressure irrigation into their 
water service so they could water their lawn before the irrigation water came in and didn’t have 
the valves closed. This is a BIG problem that people really don’t think about and is illegal if not 
done properly. People also spray pesticides and fertilizers on their yard, there can be pet feces in 
the yard and water can puddle around sprinkler heads and could potentially be sucked back in to 
the system. 
 The City has a list of testers that are licensed and approved by the state to test backflow 
devices. You can find this on the City web site or a copy will be added to your notice from the 
City to get your back flow device tested. All of the rules that apply to this are also on the City 
web site in the City Ordinance under Title 7(Health and Sanitation) Chapter 9(Cross 
Connections). 
 The important thing to remember is that this is not a City made rule, but Federal and State 
rule that we have to implement and enforce. 

Office of 
WATER SUPERINTENDENT 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:  

 Approval of a Letter of Support for SB1273: Firefighter presumptive illness. 
 
Time:   Presentation by Ed Morris will be approximately five minutes.  Q & A from Council. 
 
Background: 
 

The Twin Falls Firefighter Local 1556 and the Professional Firefighters of Idaho (PFFI) 
would like to ask for your support on Senate Bill 1273. This bill has been in the works for 
the past ten years and we believe we have written a good bill that is needed to help 
protect the firefighters of our city and state. As some of you know firefighting is a very 
hazardous job and the city has done everything they can to support us by providing the 
proper equipment to keep our firefighters safe, and we as firefighters take great pride and 
spend a lot of time training on our personal protective equipment to minimize the risks 
associated with our jobs. Even with all this the smoke and hazardous chemicals penetrate 
through our protective clothing and are absorbed through our skin. Ask any firefighter or 
those that have trained with us and they can tell you that after a fire you smell like smoke 
for quite some time. For about a week after a good fire when you sweat or take a shower 
you can smell smoke being released from your pores. As stated in the quick reference 
notes in this document, we are not looking for any special hand out or preference, but 
would like to take care of those firefighters that, through the service to their communities, 
contract one of these cases of cancer known to effect firefighters more than the common 
public. The Twin Falls Firefighters Local 1556 and the PFFI are asking your support in 
the form of a letter that can be sent to our local legislators.  

 
History:  

The request for support of the bill was heard before City Council on February 18, 2014.   
 
Following are responses to questions asked during the council meeting on Feb. 18th, 
2014: 
 
The National Council on Compensation Insurance (NCCI) estimates that, "The 
impact on Idaho's workers compensation system costs is expected to be negligible since 
the occupational class directly targeted by this proposal – professional firefighters – 
represents relatively small portion of Idaho's total system benefits." Their original 
analysis estimated an increase of 2.3% to 7.8% in work comp premiums for employers of 
firefighters. Of the budgets affected, the average impact on overall department budgets 
would be approximately 0.1% to 0.44%. Based on this original NCCI estimate, the effect 

Date: Monday, February 24, 2014, City Council Meeting 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Ed Morris, Twin Falls Firefighter Local 1556 
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of this bill will be approximately $48,500 to $165,000 total on government entities spread 
over all the cities and fire districts in the state. There is no impact on the General Fund. 

 
Response to questions asked during the council meeting on Feb. 18th, 2014: 

 
Councilman Munn: 
  

Your question about wording included in SB1273 about fraud was addressed 
during committee meetings where the wording was determined. They decided that the 
wording was not needed in the bill because of current federal laws prohibiting erroneous 
claims. The committee felt the wording of federal laws were good enough to prosecute 
any claims found to be false. This is also why we have limited the presumptive diseases 
listed in the bill. Some other states have very liberal presumptive illness legislation and 
we did not feel including all diseases firefighter may contract in the line of duty was 
prudent. There are many other diseases that our firefighters are more susceptible to than 
the common citizen, but these diseases were eliminated to help reduce the chance of 
erroneous claims. One of these diseases is skin cancer. With my example from the 
meeting that firefighters pores release toxins for a week or more after a structure fire, it is 
easy to believe that skin cancer levels are elevated in firefighters. Although this is true, 
skin cancer can be contracted in many ways including spending time outside and not 
protecting yourself. Because of the real possibility of contracting this disease outside of 
work and blaming it on our job, we decided to eliminate this disease even with our 
increased risk. With many diseases eliminated from our bill, we feel the diseases listed in 
SB1273 a real threat to our firefighters, and are justified being listed in a presumptive 
illness bill for the State of Idaho. 

  
Councilwoman Mills Sojka: 

 
                Your question was in regards to the bigger cities in Idaho driving up costs for 
the smaller cities. I do not believe this would happen. As mentioned in my presentation 
and in the bullet points that I sent you two weeks ago: 
  
“Over the last decade, the PFFI knows of 2 cases that would have met the requirements 
of this legislation. We are also aware of 4 that would have been denied.” 
  
With this information, I do not see a large influx of claims coming forward. New Mexico 
has had their legislation in place for at least 9 years now, and has seen no increase in 
workers compensation rates because of this legislation. I understand there is a possibility 
of increased insurance costs, but with the small percentage increase projected to such a 
small portion of our overall fire budget, I do not see this bill making a significant impact 
to our budget. (See Budget Impact above). 

 
Conclusion: The Twin Falls Firefighter Local 1556 and the Professional Firefighters of Idaho 
(PFFI) would like to ask for your support on Senate Bill 1273. 
 
Attachments:   SB1273 
 

 



LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
Sixty-second Legislature Second Regular Session - 2014

IN THE SENATE

SENATE BILL NO. 1273

BY STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

AN ACT1
RELATING TO WORKER'S COMPENSATION; AMENDING SECTION 72-438, IDAHO CODE,2

TO PROVIDE THAT COMPENSATION SHALL BE PAYABLE FOR DISABILITY OR DEATH3
RESULTING FROM CERTAIN FIREFIGHTER OCCUPATIONAL DISEASES, TO DEFINE A4
TERM, TO PROVIDE A REBUTTABLE PRESUMPTION OF PROXIMATE CAUSATION BE-5
TWEEN SPECIFIED DISEASES AND EMPLOYMENT AS A FIREFIGHTER, TO PROVIDE6
FOR REBUTTAL OF THE PRESUMPTION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE DEMONSTRATION OF7
CAUSAL CONNECTION, TO PROVIDE THAT THE PRESUMPTION SHALL NOT APPLY UN-8
DER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES AND TO MAKE TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.9

Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Idaho:10

SECTION 1. That Section 72-438, Idaho Code, be, and the same is hereby11
amended to read as follows:12

72-438. OCCUPATIONAL DISEASES. Compensation shall be payable for dis-13
ability or death of an employee resulting from the following occupational14
diseases:15

(1) Poisoning by lead, mercury, arsenic, zinc, or manganese, their16
preparations or compounds in any occupation involving direct contact there-17
with, handling thereof, or exposure thereto.18

(2) Carbon monoxide poisoning or chlorine poisoning in any process19
or occupation involving direct exposure to carbon monoxide or chlorine in20
buildings, sheds, or inclosed enclosed places.21

(3) Poisoning by methanol, carbon bisulphide, hydrocarbon distillates22
(naphthas and others) or halogenated hydrocarbons, or any preparations con-23
taining these chemicals or any of them, in any occupation involving direct24
contact therewith, handling thereof, or exposure thereto.25

(4) Poisoning by benzol or by nitro, amido, or amino-derivatives of26
benzol (dinitro-benzol, anilin and others) or their preparations or com-27
pounds in any occupation involving direct contact therewith, handling28
thereof, or exposure thereto.29

(5) Glanders in the care or handling of any equine animal or the carcass30
of any such animal.31

(6) Radium poisoning by or disability due to radioactive properties of32
substances or to Roentgenray (X-ray) in any occupation involving direct con-33
tact therewith, handling thereof, or exposure thereto.34

(7) Poisoning by or ulceration from chromic acid or bichromate of am-35
monium, potassium, or sodium or their preparations, or phosphorus prepara-36
tions or compounds, in any occupation involving direct contact therewith,37
handling thereof, or exposure thereto.38

(8) Ulceration due to tar, pitch, bitumen, mineral oil, or paraffin,39
or any compound product, or residue of any of these substances, in any oc-40
cupation involving direct contact therewith, handling thereof, or exposure41
thereto.42
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(9) Dermatitis venenata, that is, infection or inflammation of the1
skin, furunculosis excepted, due to oils, cutting compounds, lubricants,2
liquids, fumes, gases, or vapors in any occupation involving direct contact3
therewith, handling thereof or exposure thereto.4

(10) Anthrax occurring in any occupation involving the handling of or5
exposure to wool, hair, bristles, hides, skins, or bodies of animals either6
alive or dead.7

(11) Silicosis in any occupation involving direct contact with, han-8
dling of, or exposure to dust of silicon dioxide (SiO2).9

(12) Cardiovascular or pulmonary or respiratory diseases of a paid10
fireman, employed by a municipality, village or fire district as a regular11
member of a lawfully established fire department, caused by overexertion in12
times of stress or danger or by proximate exposure or by cumulative exposure13
over a period of four (4) years or more to heat, smoke, chemical fumes or14
other toxic gases arising directly out of, and in the course of, his employ-15
ment.16

(13) Acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS), AIDS related complexes17
(ARC), other manifestations of human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) infec-18
tions, infectious hepatitis viruses and tuberculosis in any occupation19
involving exposure to human blood or body fluids.20

(14) Firefighter occupational diseases:21
(a) As used in this subsection, "firefighter" means an employee whose22
primary occupation is that of extinguishing or investigating fires as23
part of a fire district, fire department or fire brigade.24
(b) If a firefighter is diagnosed with one (1) or more of the follow-25
ing diseases after the period of employment indicated, which disease26
was not revealed during an initial employment medical screening exam-27
ination or during any subsequent medical review pursuant to the stan-28
dards set forth in the national fire protection association, section29
1582, standard on comprehensive occupational medical program for fire30
departments, the disease shall be rebuttably presumed to be proximately31
caused by the firefighter's employment as a firefighter:32

(i) Brain cancer after ten (10) years;33
(ii) Bladder cancer after twelve (12) years;34
(iii) Kidney cancer after fifteen (15) years;35
(iv) Colorectal cancer after ten (10) years;36
(v) Non-Hodgkin's lymphoma after fifteen (15) years;37
(vi) Leukemia after five (5) years;38
(vii) Ureter cancer after twelve (12) years;39
(viii) Testicular cancer after five (5) years if diagnosed before40
the age of forty (40) years with no evidence of anabolic steroids41
or human growth hormone use;42
(ix) Breast cancer after five (5) years if diagnosed before the43
age of forty (40) years without a breast cancer 1 or breast cancer 244
genetic predisposition to breast cancer;45
(x) Esophageal cancer after ten (10) years; and46
(xi) Multiple myeloma after fifteen (15) years.47

(c) The presumption created in this subsection may be rebutted by medi-48
cal evidence showing that the firefighter's disease was not proximately49
caused by his or her duties of employment. If the presumption is rebut-50
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ted by medical evidence then the firefighter or the beneficiaries must1
prove that the firefighter's disease was caused by his or her duties of2
employment.3
(d) The presumption created in this subsection shall not preclude a4
firefighter from demonstrating a causal connection between employment5
and disease or injury by a preponderance of evidence before the Idaho6
industrial commission.7
(e) The presumption created in this subsection shall not apply to any8
specified disease diagnosed more than ten (10) years following the last9
date on which the firefighter actually worked as a firefighter as de-10
fined in paragraph (a) of this subsection.11
Recognizing that additional toxic or harmful substances or matter are12

continually being discovered and used or misused, the above enumerated oc-13
cupational diseases are not intended to be exclusive, but such additional14
diseases shall not include hazards which that are common to the public in15
general and which that are not within the meaning of section 72-102(22)(a),16
Idaho Code, and the diseases enumerated in subsection (12) of this section17
pertaining to paid firemen shall not be subject to the limitations pre-18
scribed in section 72-439, Idaho Code.19



 

 

 

 

Dear members of the Idaho Legislature, 

 The City of Twin Falls City Council would like to ask you for your help in passing 
SB1273. This Bill increases current Idaho Code 72-438 by including only cancers which studies 
have shown that firefighters have a significant greater likelihood of contracting. The City 
Council believes that if a firefighter meets the stringent standards in this Bill, the burden of 
evidence should be shifted to the employer, rather than the firefighter.  

Due to the nature of the career, we understand that it is nearly impossible to identify which exact 
exposure may cause a firefighter to contract cancer. We also understand that the cancers that 
have been added to this section of Idaho Law are unique to firefighting. The Professional 
Firefighters of Idaho along with the Idaho Fire Chiefs have worked hard over the past few years 
to pass this legislation. Idaho is one of the last states to adopt this type of legislation. The 
research that has been used to find the correlation between cancer and firefighting has been taken 
from three different widely accepted US studies and one Canadian study.   

We believe the trivial cost associated with a workman’s comp increase, far outweighs the 
necessity for one of our healthy, non-tobacco using firefighters to prove that their cancer was 
caused by their hazardous profession. Please vote to support this important piece of legislation in 
the 2014 legislative session. Thank you again for your support. 

Sincerely,  



 1

 
 

 
Request: 

An update on the $38 million bond issuance for the voter-approved projects and improvements at the City’s 
Waste Water Treatment Plant. 

 

Time Estimate: 

I will give an update, followed by any questions Council may have.  I would estimate this item taking 
approximately 5-7 minutes. 

 

Background: 

The information I will be presenting includes a brief background on bond sales, and the specifics of our 
bond issuance. 

 

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: 

There are no attachments. 

 

 

Date:  Monday, February 24, 2014 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Lorie Race, CFO 



 
 

Request: 

Authorize the Mayor to sign the Sub-Agreement Material Purchase Contract for Local Falls Ave. 
Intersection Improvements, Key No. 13544 and approve payment of the local match. 

Time Estimate: 

Staff presentation five minutes. 

Background: 

 The City was awarded Local Highway Safety Improvement Program (LHSIP) projects. Key 13544 is to add 
larger stops sign along the side streets of Falls Avenue between Washington Street North and Blue Lakes 
as well as stop bars to decrease the failure to yield accidents along those streets. Because this is a very 
small project, LHTAC worked through a process to procure these materials for the City of Twin Falls and 
several other local transportation entities as a group which minimized the total amount of paperwork 
required to execute the projects.  

 The original state local agreement was not executed by ITD and the $1,000 check was returned. The 
current request is to accommodate a different process only. All of the fundamental rules and principles for 
the City remain the same.  

Approval Process: 

Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council authorize the Mayor sign the Sub-Agreement Material Purchase 
Contract for Local Falls Ave. Intersection Improvements, Key 13544 and approve payment of $1,000 
towards the match for the project. 

Attachments: 

1. Letter from LHTAC, dated 5/21/13 

2. Sub-agreement 

 

Date:  Monday, February 24, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Jacqueline Fields, City Engineer 
 







































 
 

Request: 

Consideration of an ordinance amending City Code 9-6-8 regarding the City’s regulation of on-street large truck 
parking. 

Time Estimate: 

The staff presentation will take approximately 10 minutes.  We expect additional time will be needed to discuss and 
answer questions. 

Background: 

City Code 9-6-8 regulates the on-street parking of trucks, trailers, unused and inoperative vehicles.  This section 
includes the following regulation: 

“No person shall park a motor vehicle of one and one-half (11/2) ton capacity or more nor shall any person 
park a motor vehicle which has an overall length of more than twenty two feet (22') nor shall any person 
park a trailer of more than one-half (1/2) ton capacity upon any street or alley located within a residential 
district within the city except while engaged in the actual loading or unloading of passengers or property.” 

This section limits on-street parking of large trucks to non-residential districts, unless the truck is actively being 
loaded or unloaded.  Therefore, the Code allows large trucks to be parked on the streets within non-residential 
districts.  The City has received several complaints over the years about trucks being parked on a street in a 
commercial area and blocking visibility or creating other nuisances or hazards.  City Code does allow the City to 
place signs that regulate on-street parking, like “no parking,” “2-hour parking,” or “no overnight parking.”  City staff 
has placed such signs in response to complaints about on-street large truck parking. 

The streets around Wal-Mart and Norco have become a popular truck parking area over the last several months.  
City staff has received several complaints from both business and residential neighbors in that area.  The complaints 
have been about the trucks blocking visibility, refrigerator units running overnight and making noise, trash being 
thrown onto the street and property nearby, and creating an unsightly environment.  Much of the property in the area 
is undeveloped and part of the North Haven commercial subdivision.  Property owners of the undeveloped lots have 
also indicated that the truck parking is making it difficult to market and sell lots. 

Staff is concerned about continuing to place parking regulation signs in areas where large truck parking becomes a 
problem.  We believe that practice will just move the problem areas somewhere else.  We believe that to make a 
lasting and comprehensive impact will require an amendment to City Code 9-6-8 so the Code will dictate where on-
street large truck parking should occur. 

We reviewed the City’s zoning regulations for guidance.  The Code provides for a use entitled “open parking lot or 
garage for trucks and buses.”  This use would be what a large truck parking lot would be regulated as, if established 
on private property.  For this use to be outright permitted on private property requires a M1 or M2 zoning designation.  
Why would the City allow on-street large truck parking in areas where off-street large truck parking is not outright 
permitted?  Staff believes that City Code 9-6-8 should be amended to allow on-street large truck parking only in the 
M1 and M2 zones to be consistent with zoning regulations for off-street large truck parking. 

This topic was discussed at the February 18, 2014 City Council meeting.  At that meeting, the Council directed staff 
to prepare an ordinance making the change as described to City Code 9-6-8.  We have prepared an ordinance as 
directed.  It is attached for your consideration. 

At that meeting, staff was asked what other cities in Idaho have done with their codes regarding on-street large truck 
parking.  We have researched parking regulations in Boise, Caldwell, Pocatello, Nampa, and Rexburg.  We found 
that all of them regulate on-street large truck parking much like our current Code does.  That is, it is prohibited in 
residential areas, unless trucks are actively being loaded or unloaded.  These cities also contain provisions similar to 

Date:  Monday, February 24, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitchel Humble, Community Development Director 
 



ours that allow the City to regulate parking via signage where problem areas occur.  Some of the cities also provided 
a list of streets where all on-street parking is prohibited.  If the City adopts the attached ordinance as prepared, we 
will be taking a step that other Idaho cities have not taken regarding on-street large truck parking.  We have 
discussed the lack of precedence by other Idaho cities internally.  We believe it is still the appropriate action to take.  
We still believe that on-street large truck parking is not appropriate in commercial areas as well as residential.  We 
feel that without an ordinance amendment, we’ll keep having the complaints and we’ll keep chasing the problem by 
installing regulation signs.   

The attached ordinance makes one additional change.  The first paragraph of 9-6-8 contains two sentences.  The 
second sentence contains the provision discussed above for large truck parking to be permitted only in the 
manufacturing zones, unless the truck is being actively loaded or unloaded.  The first regulates on-street truck 
parking by requiring they be parked on the right side of the road.  This provision will apply to trucks parked in the 
manufacturing zones, but also to trucks parked in other areas being loaded and unloaded.  The change being 
proposed with this ordinance is in the definition of a large truck.  The Code is not currently consistent between the 
two sentences.  One defines a large truck as “more than ½ ton capacity” and the other as “more than 1½ ton 
capacity.”  We are proposing to change the first sentence so it will be consistent with the 1½ ton capacity definition 
found in the second. 

Staff recommends adoption of the attached ordinance as presented. 

Approval Process: 

Should the Council elect to adopt the ordinance at this meeting, a motion to suspend the rules and place the 
ordinance on third and final reading by title only will be necessary.  That motion requires a supermajority vote to 
approve.  Once on third and final reading, a simple majority vote of the Council is necessary to adopt the 
ordinance. 

Budget Impact: 

There is no significant budget impact associated with this request. 

Regulatory Impact: 

Approval of the request will amend City Code 9-6-8 as described above. 

Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council adopt the attached ordinance as presented amending City Code 9-6-8 
regarding the City’s regulation of on-street large truck parking. 

Attachments: 

Proposed Ordinance Number ____ 

 



ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, 
IDAHO, THAT TWIN FALLS CITY CODE §9-6-8  BE AMENDED TO 
PROHIBIT ON-STREET TRUCK PARKING EXCEPT IN MANUFACTRING 
DISTRICTS, OR WHILE ENGAGED IN LOADING OR UNLOADING. 

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

 
That Twin Falls City Code §9-6-8 is amended as follows: 
 
“9-6-8: PARKING TRUCKS, TRAILERS, UNUSED AND INOPERATIVE VEHICLES:  
No person shall park a motor truck of more than one and one-half (1½) ton capacity or 
automobile with trailer attached except with the right-hand side parallel with the curb and in 
moving such motor truck or automobile with trailer attached away from curb, it shall be moved 
forward, and no such motor truck or automobile with trailer attached shall be parked within four 
feet (4') of another car. No person shall park a motor vehicle of one and one-half (1½) ton 
capacity or more, nor shall any person park a motor vehicle which has an overall length of more 
than twenty two feet (22'), nor shall any person park a trailer of more than one-half (½) ton 
capacity upon any street or alley, except for a street or alley located within a residential 
manufacturing district within the city, or except while engaged in the actual loading or unloading 
of passengers or property. 

No unused, inoperative or abandoned vehicle shall be parked for a longer period than 
twenty four (24) hours on any street.” 

 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL, , 2014. 
 
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR , 2014. 
 
 

___________________________________ 
MAYOR  

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 
 



 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:   
Approval of a resolution authorizing the Mayor to sign and submit an application to the Idaho 
Department of Commerce to partially finance improvements to the Twin Falls Senior Center.   
 
Time Estimate: 
The presentation will be approximately 10 minutes. 
 
Background:  
This is an application to help make necessary improvements to the Twin Falls Senior Center to better 
provide services to the users of the facility.  No funds from the City are being requested. The Idaho 
Department of Commerce – Community Development Block Grant (ICDBG) program is designed to assist 
Senior Centers to modify or build infrastructure that will assist the community’s low‐ and moderate‐
income residents.  The proposed project will meet the guidelines and requirements of the ICDBG 
program. 
 
History:   
The Idaho Department of Commerce – ICDBG program has assisted the City many times in the past.  
These funds, if awarded, would not interfere with any other current or prospective City / ICDBG 
Projects. 
 
Budget Impact:   
No City funds are being requested for match.  Any matching funds will come from the Twin Falls Senior 
Center. The ICDBG application request will not exceed $150,000. 
 
Regulatory Impact:  None 
 
Conclusion:   
In order for the Senior Center to submit an application to the Idaho Department of Commerce, the 
Council must hold a public hearing on the application; and then determine if the Council will authorize 
the Mayor to sign and submit the application. 
 
Attachments:  
Resolution 
Public Hearing Notice 
 

Date: February 24, 2014 --- City Council Meeting 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Jeanette Roe, Twin Falls Senior Center 



 
 

RESOLUTION _____ 

 
CITY OF TWIN FALLS 

SIGN AND SUBMIT AUTHORIZATION 
 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL, CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO, AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO SIGN 
AND SUBMIT AN APPLICATION FOR AN IDAHO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT TO 
PARTIALLY FINANCE THE CONSTRUCTION OF INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS TO THE TWIN FALLS 
SENIOR CENTER. 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Twin Falls understands the value of supporting the Twin Falls Senior Center; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it is in the best interest of the community to assist the 
Senior Center in this effort; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Twin Falls Senior Center is seeking the financial assistance of the Idaho Department of 
Commerce through the Idaho Community Development Block Grant program to help finance a portion 
of these public improvements.      
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, 
IDAHO, that the Mayor is hereby authorized to sign and submit appropriate application materials to the 
Idaho Department of Commerce for funds to assist the Twin Falls Senior Center with the construction of 
infrastructure improvements that will help the Senior Center's efforts to support the City of Twin Falls 
Community.   
 
Adopted this 24th day of February, 2014.   
 
 
 
             
Don Hall, Mayor  
 
 
 
Attest:                                                                                            

   Leila Sanchez, Deputy City Clerk 



 
Notice of Public Hearing 

 
 

The City of Twin Falls is submitting a proposal to the Idaho Department of Commerce for an Idaho Community 
Development Block Grant (ICDBG) in an amount of no more than $150,000.  The proposed project is to make 
improvements to the Twin Falls Senior Center. The hearing will include a discussion of the application, scope of 
work, budget, schedule, benefits of the project, how ICDBG funds will benefit low and moderate income persons, and 
location of the proposed project.  The application, related documents, and ICDBG Application Handbook will be 
available for review. 
 
The hearing has been scheduled for 6:00 pm, local time on February 24, 2014 at the Twin Falls City Council 
Chambers, located at 305 Third Avenue East.   Verbal and written comments will be accepted prior to and at the 
hearing. 
 
The hearing will be held in a facility that is accessible to persons with disabilities.  Special accommodations will be 
available, upon request, five (5) days prior to the hearing in a format that is usable to persons with disabilities.  For 
more information, contact Leila A. Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 
 
 
       /s/__________________________________ 
       Mayor Don Hall 
 
       /s/__________________________________ 
       P.O. Box 1907 
 
       /s/__________________________________ 
       Twin Falls, Idaho  83303 
 
 
This Notice can be provided in a format accessible to persons with disabilities and/or persons with limited English 
proficiency upon request.  
 
Al ser solicitada, ésta notificación puede ser proveída en un formato fácil de usar para personas con 
discapacidad y/o personas con conocimientos limitados del Inglés. 
 
 



 
 

 

Request: 

A public hearing to consider the City’s intent to dispose of a 6,200± square foot portion of a City owned lot 
located at on 2nd Avenue South, Block 119 Lots 9 & 10. 

Time Estimate: 

The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes.  Time will be needed for public input and for 
discussion and questions. 

Background: 

At their January 27, 2014 meeting, the Council initiated a process to dispose of underutilized City owned 
property located on 2nd Avenue South, Block 119, Lots 9 & 10.  The City received a request from Twin Falls 
Urban Renewal Agency to acquire this vacant lot to combine with a building it owns at 242 2nd Avenue 
South.  TFURA would like to combine the City’s vacant lot with its building to offer as a package for 
redevelopment. 

In response to the request, the Council adopted Resolution 1918, declaring the City’s intent to dispose of 
real property and February 24, 2014, as the date for a public hearing regarding the proposed disposition of 
property.  The public notice for the hearing was published in the Times-News on Jan. 30, 2014.  The 
purpose of this public hearing is for the Council to receive input regarding the proposed disposition of City 
property.  Following the public hearing, the Council can direct Staff to dispose of the property. 

Process: 

 A simple majority vote of the Council is needed to provide direction regarding the sale of the property.  
Idaho Code 50-1403 (4) allows the City to transfer this vacant lot to another public agency.   

Budget Impact: 

Approval of this agenda item will result in the transfer of real property and will relieve the City of the burden 
of maintaining this site. 

 

Regulatory Impact: 

Approval of this request will allow staff to transfer the property as described above. 

Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council open a public hearing and then provide Staff direction as to the transfer 
of City owned property located on 2nd Avenue South, Block 119, Lots 9 & 10. 

 

Attachments: 

1. Property Map and Photo 

Date:  MONDAY, February 24, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Melinda Anderson, Economic Development Director 
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