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5:00 P.M. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA  
PROCLAMATION:    

    Better Hearing Month 
    Arbor Day Proclamation 
 
 
GENERAL PUBLIC INPUT   

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I.  CONSENT CALENDAR: 

1. Consideration of a request to approve the Accounts Payable for April 8–April 21, 2014, 
 total: $705,115.30. 
2. Consideration of a request to approve the Magic Valley Mall C-1 Planned Unit 
 Development.  
3. Consideration of a request to accept the Street, Curb and Gutter Improvement Deferral 
 Agreement for the purpose of improvements along Highland Avenue extended, on property 
 located at 3450 Kimberly Road. Chobani Wastewater Equalization System 
4. Consideration of a request to accept the Street, Curb and Gutter Improvement Deferral 
 Agreement for the purpose of improvements along Kimberly Road and Hankins Road on 
 property located at 3450 Kimberly Road.  Chobani Yogurt Plant. 
 

Action 
Action 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
 
Mitchel Humble 
 
Troy Vitek 
 
 
Troy Vitek 
 
 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
1. Consideration of a request to confirm the appointment of Christopher Reid and Jody Tatum 

to the Planning & Zoning Commission to serve a 3 year term. 
 

2. Consideration of a request to seek direction on the process of awarding the Municipal 
Powers Outsource Grant (MPOG) funding for the current 2014 fiscal year. 
 

3. Consideration of a request to adopt Ordinance 3069 to vacate a portion of a 23’ +/- platted 
utility, drainage, access and irrigation easement on property located at 1662 Park View 
Drive for Castle Twin Falls, LLC. 
 

4. A presentation regarding potential private property improvement encroachments onto City 
properties.   
 

5. Consideration of a request to amend Twin Falls City Amended Transparency Resolution 
1912.   
 

6. Presentation by the City Manager followed by a general discussion and public input about 
the City Council’s FY 2015 Budget priorities and philosophies.  
 

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

 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
 
Presentation 
 
 
Action 
 
 
Presentation 

 
Don Hall 
 
 
Mandi Thompson 
 
 
Mitchel Humble 
 
 
 
Mitchel Humble 
 
 
Fritz Wonderlich 
 
 
Travis Rothweiler 
 
 
 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

  

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

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. 

AGENDA 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 

Monday, April 21,  2014 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East -Twin Falls, Idaho 
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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. 







 
 

ITEM I- 

Request:   

 Consideration of the Magic Valley Mall C-1 Planned Unit Development Amended Agreement 
between the City of Twin Falls and Magic Valley Mall, LLC. 

 
Time Estimate: 

There will be no staff presentation unless the Council has questions and pulls this item off the 
Consent Calendar.   

 
Budget Impact: 

Approval of this request will have negligible impact on the city Budget. 

 
Regulatory Impact: 

Approval will allow signs on the mall property to be governed by the City of Twin Falls Sign Code as 
amended, with the sole exception being for pennants and flags. 

 
History: 

On January 28th, 2014 there was a Preliminary PUD Presentation on this request made to the 
Commission at a public meeting, followed by a public hearing made to the Commission on 
February 11, 2014.    
 
On March 10, 2014 the City Council held a public hearing on this request. Upon conclusion of 
the public hearing, a motion was made as follows: 
 
MOTION: 

Councilperson Lanting made a motion to approve the request for a PUD Agreement 

Amendment to amend the Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215 to allow a 

modification to the sign criteria on property located at 1485 Pole Line road East, as 

described, and conditions placed by the Planning and Zoning Commission.  
 

Councilperson Lanting stated his intent for the motion would include the use of flag pole and 
pennant signs; and 

 
1. Subject to Master Development Plan amendments as required by Building Fire, 

Engineering and Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code 
requirements and standards. 

2.  Subject to recordation of Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215; 2014 
Amendment, as approved by the City Council prior to development of this site. 

 
Roll call vote showed that all members present voted in favor of the motion. Approved 6 to 0. 

DATE:  MONDAY    April 21, 2014 
 
To:    Honorable Mayor and City Council  
 
From:    Mitchel Humble, Community Development Director 
 



 
Analysis: 

Staff has worked with the developer to assure that the PUD Agreement correctly reflects Council’s 
approval.    Attached is a copy of the final draft of the PUD Agreement.   
 

Conclusion: 

Staff feels that the attached Magic Valley Mall PUD Agreement correctly reflects the PUD as it was 
approved by Council, and recommends Council approval of the agreement. 
 

Attachments: 

1- Final Draft of the Magic Valley Mall C-1 Planned Unit Development Amended Agreement   
2- Portion of Minutes of the March 10, 2014 CC public meeting. 
3- Minutes of the January 28th P&Z Public Meeting 
4- Minutes of the February 11th P&Z Public Meeting. 

 
 



ADDENDUM TO C-l PLANNED I-INIT DEVEOPMENT AGREEMENT
MAGIC VALLEY MALL, LLC

The Addendum Agreement is made and entered into as of the day of
20_, by and between the City of Twin Falls, Idaho, a Municipal

Corporation (hereinafter called "City") and Magic Valley Mall, L.L.C., a Utah Limited Liability
Company whose address is2733 East Parley's Way, Suite 300, Salt Lake City, Utah 84109.

RECITALS

V/HEREAS, the City and Price Development Company entered into a C-l Planned Unit
Development Agreement for the development of Magic Valley Mall dated February 6,1984;

V/HEREAS, on July 23,1985, Price Development Company and the City executed an

Addendum to C-l Planned Unit Development Agreement;

WHEREAS, on AprillT, 1995, Fund A. Magic Valley, Inc., a successor to Price
Development Company and predecessor in interest to Magic Valley Paftners, L.P., entered into
an Addendum to C-l Planned Unit Development Agreement;

V/HEREAS, on May 21,2004, Magic Valley Partners, L.P., a successor to Fund A,
Magic Valley, Inc. and Price Development Company entered into an addendum to C-l Planned
Unit Development Agreement;

WHEREAS, on November 4,2004, Magic Valley Mall, L.L.C., a Utah Limited Liability
Company was a successor in interest to Magic Valley Partners, L.P. by special warranty deed
inst. No. 2004-023931;

WHEREAS, on April 11,2006, Magic Valley Mall, L.L.C., aUtah Limited Liability
Company, a successor to Magic Valley Partners, L.P., a successor to Fund A, Magic Valley, Inc.
and Price Development Company entered into an addendum to C-l Planned Unit Development
agreement;

V/HEREAS, on January 15,2008, Magic Valley Mall, L.L.C., a Utah Limited Liability
Company, a successor to Magic Valley Partners, L.P., a successor to Fund A, Magic Valley, Inc. and

Price Development Company entered into an addendum to C-l Planned Unit Development
agreement;

V/HEREAS, the parties hereto now desire to amend the above referenced C-l Planned Unit
Development agreement to amend, as a part of this amendment, certain criteria governing signage;

NOW THEREFORE, the parties hereto, agree as follows

1. Signs: All signs hereafter constructed or installed on the subject property shall meet

the applicable provisions of the Twin Falls City Code. No other restriction shall be

placed on signs permitted under this agreement.

a. Exception: All flag poles and pennant type signs previously permitted under
the PUD date l)ecember 18, 2007 will be allowed.

d



IN V/ITNESS WHEREOF, this Addendum Agreement has been executed on the day and year
first above written.

City of Twin Falls, a Municipal Corporation
By: Mayor

Magic Valley Mall, L.L.C.,

By: TF MALL MANAGER L.L.C. a limited
liability corporation, Its Manager

By: Woodbury Corporation, a Utah Corporation,
Its Co-Manager

By: O. Woodbury,Its

STATE OF IDAHO

COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS

On this _ day of 20_______- before me, a Notary Public in and for
said County and State, personally appeared Mr. Greg Lanting, Mayor of Twin Falls, known or
identified to me to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day
and year in this certificate first above written.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO

Residing At'

My Commission Expires:



STATE OF UTAH

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE

onthis lffiauy or |QVrc 2}lL,before me personally appeared O
Randall Woodbury, to me personally known who, being by me duly sworn, did for himself say that he

is President for that certain corporation known as Woodbury Corporation, a Co-Manager of TF
MALL MANAGER,L.L.C., a Utah limited liability company, Manager of MAGIC VALLEY MALL
LLC, and that the within insÍument was executed by them, for and on behalf of said limited liability
company.
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Reconvened at 6:33 p.m. 
 
III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

 

 

Recess 6:  

IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M. 

1. Request to adopt a resolution authorizing the Mayor to sign and submit the application materials for an Idaho Community 
Development Block Grant (ICDBG) to partially finance infrastructure development for Clif Bar’s new baking facility. 

 
Carleen Herring explained the request.  The City of Twin Falls is eligible to apply for Idaho Community Development Block Grant 
funds to partially finance the range of infrastructure improvements that Clif Bar requires to begin construction of their new baking 
facility on the east side of the community.  This initial application will provide assistance to build a sub-station providing power to the 
new plant.  The funds would be used to finance electrical improvements.  
 
The application for funding from the ICDBG program does require matching funds.  It is anticipated the Twin Falls Urban Renewal 
Agency will provide the entire necessary match for this project. 
 
City Manager Rothweiler explained that the local match will be generated from the tax increment financing developed from the project.  
The tax increment is a product of the property taxes that are paid for by Clif Bar.  Then that revenue stream is transformed into a long 
term debt instrument that allows the City to pay as you go over time as the revenue comes in.  This is one of two block grants that are 
being submitted on behalf of Clif Bar. The second block grant will be before Council in the subsequent quarter.  This block grant will 
assist in lift station improvements, to assist them with their wastewater flows and will be used to enhance an existing wastewater 
station.   
 
Council discussion followed. 
 
City Manager Rothweiler explained that if ICDBG does not partially finance the development TIFF dollars will be applied to the project 
 
Deliberations:  None 
 
Rebuttal:  None 

.   
 Mayor Hall opened and closed the public testimony portion of the hearing. 
 
 MOTION: 

 Councilperson Talkington made a motion to approve Resolution 1921.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Lanting.  Roll call 
 vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 
   

2. Request for a PUD Agreement Amendment to amend the Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215 to allow a modification to the 
sign criteria on property located at 1485 Pole Line Road East.  
 
David Thibault, EHM Engineers, representing the applicant, explained the request.  The PUD originated in the early 1980’s and has 
been modified seven times.  The proposed amendment is specific to the signs and to the regulation of signs that will be constructed 
on the site.  Two prior amendments to the City Cocde also amended the sign regulations that are described within the PUD.  The 
Magic Valley Mall and their representatives have determined that because the City of Twin Falls has updated and clarified their sign 
ordinance, all new signs, hereinafter, will comply with the City of Twin Falls signs ordinance, with the exception that all flag poles and 
pennant type signs previously permitted under the PUD Amendment dated December 18, 2007, will be allowed. The signs are similar 
to the City of Twin Falls signs that are in downtown/old town area (hanging baskets). In addition, any square footage language 
dictated in the sign code ordinance would not  include pennant signs.   
 
Planner I Spendlove reviewed the request.   
 
This is a request to consider an amendment to the Magic Valley Mall PUD Agreement to allow a modification to the sign criteria on 
property located at 1485 Pole Line Road East.  The modification would allow future signage at the Magic Valley Mall to follow current 
and revised City Code 10-9; Sign Regulation standards.  
 
The proposed change will affect sign design and layout of proposed signs on the subject property. The proposed change is as follows: 
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Signs: All signs hereafter constructed or installed on the subject property shall meet the applicable provisions of the Twin Falls City 
Code. No other restriction shall be placed on signs permitted under this agreement with the exception of the allowance of flag poles 
and pennant type signs previously permitted under the PUD Amendment dated December 18, 2007.  
 
The applicant is trying to eliminate confusion in the sign criteria and in the many addendums to the Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD 
Agreements.  
 
City Code requires that the applicants make a preliminary presentation to the Commission and to the public when an amendment to a 
PUD Agreement is desired.  This presentation, which took place on January 28, 2014, allows the Commission and the public to 
become familiar with the proposed amendments to the project prior to the actual public hearing.  At the presentation there were 
questions concerning who could have signs along the exterior of the mall and what type of sign. The PUD amendment will allow signs 
that comply with the current Twin Falls City Sign Code. Each new sign will have to go through the permitting process. Staff will 
evaluate the permit applications for compliance with City Code 10-9 before permitting any new signs.  
 
The proposed development and amendment is still in compliance with the Comprehensive Plan which designates this area as 
appropriate for Commercial/Retail development.  

 
On February 11, 2014 the Commission held a public hearing on this request.  There was no public comment.   Upon conclusion of the 
public hearing the Commission unanimously recommended approval of the amendment as presented subject to the following 
conditions:   
 

1. Subject to Master Development Plan amendments as required by Building, Fire, Engineering and Zoning Officials to ensure 
compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 

2. Subject to recordation of Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215; 2014 Amendment, as approved by the City Council, 
prior to development of this site. 

 
Staff concurs with the Commission recommendation. 
 
Council discussion followed.   
-What plan is set for area south of Sears 
 
Brent White stated he doesn’t know who the tenants may be.  Work in the area was done to meet the handicap code.    

 
   Mayor Hall opened and closed the public testimony portion of the hearing. 
 
   Deliberations:  None 
 
   Rebuttal:  None 
 
   MOTION: 

Councilperson Lanting made a motion to approve the request for a PUD Agreement Amendment to amend the Magic Valley Mall, LLC 
PUD Agreement #215 to allow a modification to the sign criteria on property located at 1485 Pole Line Road East, as described, and 
conditions placed by the Planning and Zoning Commission. 
 
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn. 
 
-Clarification of the motion  
 
Councilperson Lanting stated his intent for the motion would include the use of flag pole and pennant signs; and,  
 

1. Subject to Master Development Plan amendments as required by Building, Fire, Engineering and Zoning Officials to ensure 
compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 

 
2. Subject to recordation of Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215; 2014 Amendment, as approved by the City Council, 

prior to development of this site. 
   
 
   Roll call vote showed that all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 



 MINUTES 
TWIN FALLS CITY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 

January 28, 2014 6:00 PM 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East Twin Falls, ID 83301 

  
 

 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEMBERS 
CITY LIMITS: 
Nikki Boyd     Jason Derricott     Tom Frank     Kevin Grey     Gerardo “Tato” Munoz     Chuck Sharp     Jolinda Tatum 
    Chairman 
AREA OF IMPACT:       CITY COUNCIL LIAISON 
Lee DeVore     Steve Woods      Rebecca Mills Sojka 
Vice-Chairman 
               

ATTENDANCE 
CITY LIMIT MEMBERS  AREA OF IMPACT MEMBERS   
Present Absent  Present Absent     
Derricott Boyd  Woods DeVore     
Frank Sharp        
Grey Tatum        
Munoz         
 

CITY COUNCIL LIAISON(S):   
CITY STAFF: Spendlove, Strickland 

 
I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: 

Chairman Frank called the meeting to order at 6:26 P.M.  He then reviewed the public meeting procedures 
with the audience, confirmed there was a quorum present and introduced City Staff.   

 
II. CONSENT CALENDAR: 

1. Approval of Minutes from the following meeting(s):  January 14, 2014-Public Hearing 
2. Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law: 

 Pickett (SUP 01-14-14) 
 

Motion: 
Commissioner Woods made a motion to approve the consent calendar, as presented. 
Commissioner Munoz seconded the motion. All members present voted in favor of the motion. 

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED 
 

III. ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION: 
1. A Preliminary Presentation for the Commission to consider a request for a PUD Agreement 

Amendment to amend the Magic Valley Mall PUD Agreement to allow a modification to the sign 

criteria on property located at 1485 Pole Line Road East c/o David Thibault, EHM Engineers  on  

behalf of Magic Valley Mall, LLC (app. 2612) 

 

Applicant Presentation: 

Dave Thibault, EHM Engineers, Inc., representing the applicant stated this PUD Amendment 

includes a modification of their sign criteria for monument signs and exterior advertisement at the 

Magic Valley Mall the proposal is to amend the current PUD and allow for the pennant signs which 

are kind of place holder and place identification signs out at the mall. They have built monuments 
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that are approximately 3-4 feet tall and about 3-4 feet square with a pole that has a pennant sign 

that has the word food displayed on it, they have different themes. The amendment would allow 

for 30 of those signs to be built on the property and it currently allows for those 30 to be there, 

the amendment is to negate the rest of the sign criteria that is established in the rest of the PUD 

and adopt the current City signs ordinance and follow that regulation with the exception of the 

pennant signs that are currently allowed. The poles are similar to the fancier light poles that are 

downtown with the hanging baskets. The mall has developed a theme in hopes to maintain their 

sense of place, they want to conform with the current City regulations for future signage. 

Commissioner Questions/Comments: 

 Commissioner Frank: Would the signs be strictly internal to the mall property and not along 

the frontages of the property. 

 Mr. Thibault: The signs would be on the property included in the PUD and it would include 

portions of the frontage. There is a big sign by the Taco Bell and one located at Pole Line & 

Blue Lakes Boulevard that would fall under this change.  

 

Staff Presentation: 

 Planner I Spendlove stated this is a request to amend the PUD Agreement to refer back to the 

City Code which has been updated since some of these PUD Agreements were adopted with 

the allowance for the pennant signs described in the presentation. Tonight is just a 

preliminary presentation only there will not be a staff analysis presented or 

recommendations. The public hearing for this item will be scheduled for February 11, 2014. 

 

Commissioner Questions/Comments: 

 Commissioner Woods stated the sign code for the City of Twin Falls is probably very different 

than the MV Mall PUD criteria. He was wondering if this change will create a bad picture or 

present a problem with lighting in an open area like the mall, will that be evaluated. 

 Planner I Spendlove explained at the next presentation these types of things will be reviewed. 

If the question is about existing signs, if the sign code applies to them and they don’t meet the 

current City Code requirements the signs become non-conforming signs, until  the times 

comes that the applicant wants to change them or take them down they can continue to be 

there.  

 Commissioner Woods asked if there is anything in the City sign code that would allow the 

businesses in the mall to put up new signs that would be bolder and create light problem. 

 Planner I Spendlove stated any new signs will have to comply with the current City Code 

requirements. 

 

Public Comment: Open & Closed 

 

Planner I Spendlove reminded the Commission that the public hearing for this requested is 

scheduled for the February 11, 2014 meeting.  
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Planning & Zoning Public Hearing Is Scheduled For February 11, 2014 
 

 

2. A Preliminary Presentation for the Commission to consider a request for a PUD Agreement 

Amendment to amend the WS&V PUD Agreement #263-A to allow a mixed use development; 

consisting of professional office and residential uses, on the remaining undeveloped lots within 

the WS&V First Amended Subdivision-A PUD, consisting of lots 2-5 Block 1 and totaling 16 (+/-) 

acres, located west of the 1000 block of Fieldstream Way and southwest of Cheney Drive West, 

extended c/o John O Fitzgerald,II on behalf of WS&V, LLC (app. 2614) 

 

Applicant Presentation: 

John Fitzgerald, II representing the applicant stated he knows this request has been in front of the 

Commission and Council on several occasions. He wants to emphasize that he is not here to 

rehash things but he is here to address some of the issues that have been addressed previously 

and to clarify the objectives are to meet the previously stated objections. In the staff report there 

is a comment under the analysis that this request is to allow for the development of an apartment 

complex on 5 (+/-) acres of property. That is not what the applicant is requesting; the applicant 

wants to correct errors, conflict and ambiguity in the PUD Agreement and to amend the 

development approval process without diminishing the intended governmental oversight. In the 

packet is included a letter dated Nov. 4, 2013 articulating what the application is for and what the 

objectives are for the request. For example, the PUD agreement had doctor’s offices as a 

permitted use and as a use that required a special use permit. They would like to correct that and 

place doctor’s offices under permitted uses. Another clarification is to define accessory buildings 

as being detached. One of the big items is the multi-family dwelling units set at 6 as a permitted 

use, the applicant would like to change that to 8 units as a permitted use, the 8 units is consistent 

with the original application by WS&V with the Devon Project located at the corner of Locust 

Street and North College Road, that was part of the concept presented by WS&V. The other 

portion of the request would  allow through a special use permit process dwellings of more than 8 

units up to a maximum of 12 units. The next items to address the approval process; any time the 

project moves forward and wants to change the applicant has to come back through for an 

amendment. What the applicant is proposing is that rather than having to go through an 

amendment is that the special use permit process be built into the PUD Agreement allowing the 

governmental oversight as well as the public input through the public hearing process. The 

comment was made that WS&V is looking for carte blanche to do whatever they want to do with 

the property, this is not the intention. The development is interesting because it was set up as a 

PUD but the traditional PUD Agreement states this is the concept and it is concrete. This particular 

project is not concrete it is intended to be fluid and flexible relative to what potential buyers want 

to do with the property. WS&V does not want carte blanche; they want the flexibility to have the 

proposed projects come in through the Special Use Permit process to allow for public input and 

review.  
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 Staff Review & Analysis: 

Planner I Spendlove reviewed the exhibits on the overhead and some of the history. He stated a 

preliminary PUD presentation is required for an amendment prior to the public hearing.  The 

purpose of this presentation is to allow both the Commission and the public to hear from the 

developer what type of development is being planned.  Staff will provide further analysis at the 

public hearing scheduled for February 11, 2014. 

Public Comment: Open & Closed 

 

Planner I Spendlove reminded the Commission that the public hearing for this requested is 

scheduled for the February 11, 2014 meeting.  

 

Planning & Zoning Public Hearing Is Scheduled For February 11, 2014 
 

 
IV. PUBLIC HEARINGS: NONE 

 
V. PUBLIC INPUT AND/OR ITEMS FROM THE ZONING DEVELOPMENT MANAGER AND/OR THE PLANNING &  

ZONING COMMISSION: 
 

VI. UPCOMING PUBLIC MEETINGS: (held at the City Council Chamber unless otherwise posted) 
1. Work Session- Wednesday, February 5, 2014 P.M. 
2. Public Hearing-Tuesday, February 11, 2014 6:00 P.M. 

 
VII. ADJOURN MEETING: 

Chairman Frank adjourned the meeting at 6:48 PM 
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3. Subject to Council approval of an Ordinance for the vacation of the dedicated public rights-of-way 

and easements consisting of 2.7 (+/-) acres located within a portion of the Fieldstone Subdivision 

located south of the 900-1100 blocks of Cheney Drive West, undeveloped and east of the 1350-

1450 blocks of Fields Stream Way. 

4. Subject to Council approval and recordation of the Fieldstone Professional P.U.D. R-4 Professional 

Planned Unit Development Agreement. 

5. Subject to no building permits being issued for Lots 1 through 5, Block 1, Fieldstone Professional 

Subdivision, until Cheney Drive West, extended, has been constructed. 

6. Subject to road right-of-way being dedicated to the City of Twin Falls from the Twin Falls 

Reformed Church, Inc. for their portion of Cheney Drive West, extended.  

7. Subject to Twin Falls Canal Company approval of the relocation of Lateral #43 and the dedication 

of necessary easements. 

 

IV. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

1. Request for the Commission’s recommendation on a request for a PUD Agreement Amendment to 

amend the Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215 to allow a modification to the sign criteria 

on property located at 1485 Pole Line Road East c/o David Thibault, EHM Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Magic 

Valley Mall. (app. 2612) 
 

Applicant Presentation: 

Dave Thibault, EHM Engineers, Inc., representing the applicant stated this PUD Agreement was 

created in the mid 80’s and has had several amendments subsequently as the Mall has grown. The 

request is that the PUD be amended to include language that would make the mall subject to the 

updated City Sign Code ordinance. The PUD would read that all signs constructed or installed on the 

subject property shall meet the applicable provisions of the Twin Falls City Code with no other 

restriction being placed on signs permitted under this agreement. They want to play by the same 

rules and the Mall has discovered that as they have tried to erect and construct signs for their 

property that trying to ensure compliance with the PUD Agreement has been laborious for their 

contractors to sift through their PUD requirements. The one exception to this change would be the 

pennant signs; the Mall has recently remodeled some of the entrances and added pennant signs 

previously called out in the PUD Agreement, they would ask that those remain in the PUD 

Agreement and permitted as allowed through the PUD Agreement. These signs don’t necessarily 

advertise for specific stores or products they are more decorative and gives the customer a since of 

place and location. The mall is a destination and these signs assist the customers.  

 

Staff Analysis: 

Planner I Spendlove displayed the exhibits on the over heads and reviewed the staff analysis of the 

request. He stated this request is for the Commission to consider an amendment to the Magic Valley 

Mall PUD Agreement to allow a modification to the sign criteria on property located at 1485 Pole Line 

Road East.  The modification would allow future signage at the Magic Valley Mall to follow current and 

revised City Code 10-9; Sign Regulation standards.  At the preliminary presentation there was a 

question from the Commissioners about the change this impact will have on sign for the property. The 

staff report tried to address the question but essentially there are too many variables to give a specific 

yes or no answer. The will have to comply with the current city sign code and without a plan with 

dimensions or locations there is no way of knowing the answer.  

Planner I Spendlove stated upon conclusion should the Commission recommend approval of the 

request, as presented, staff recommends the following conditions: 
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1. Subject to Master Development Plan amendments as required by Building, Fire, Engineering and 

Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 

2. Subject to recordation of Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215; 2014 Amendment, as 

approved by the City Council, prior to development of this site. 

 

PZ Questions/Comments: 

· Commissioner Tatum asked if this is approved will this set precedence for other PUD 

Agreements to change their sign criteria and would that open things up for detracting from the 

development.  

· Planner I Spendlove stated an applicant can always come in and request a PUD Amendment as 

fro detraction is they wanted to come through and change the construction design if it is 

removed they would have to comply with city code if there are deficiencies in the city code that 

might be a place to asked whether or not the amendment is adequate.  

· Commissioner Sharp clarified that this will bring their requirements into alignment with the City 

Sign Code.  

· Commissioner Woods asked if a sign could be built along the Bridgeview corridor with bright 

lights next to sleeping quarters.  

· Planner I Spendlove stated that if he is referring to message center signs there are provisions for 

how bright those can be specifically, it does not preclude any certain areas where they can or 

can’t be except for in commercially zone properties. There are size requirements and conditions 

that have to be met.  

· Commissioner Woods states so message center signs would be allowed.  

· Planner I Spendlove stated if he saw a plan he could be more specific but Bridgeview could also 

be able to have the same type of sign pointed towards the mall property, it is a possibility both 

properties are commercially zoned.  

· Commissioner Woods asked if there are lighting considerations when the sign is next to sleeping 

quarters.  

· Commissioner Frank asked if the current PUD Agreement prohibited message center signs. 

· Planner I Spendlove stated he is not sure but he does know that the City Sign Code addresses 

message center signs and has provisions to address the brightness of the sign, frequency of 

messages; there are conditions that have to be met. 

· Commissioner Woods stated we are here to protect the adjacent properties and while 

Bridgeview may be commercial it is still somewhat residential and people may be trying to sleep.  

 

· Planner I Spendlove explained if the sign code is deficient in addressing this situation maybe that 

needs to be discussed.  

· Zoning & Development Manager Carraway stated the City has not heard any concerns from the 

adjacent property owners. Bridgeview was notified through this process if they had concerns 

she believes they would have been here.  

 

Public Hearing: Open 

 

Public Hearing: Closed 
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Deliberations Followed:  

· Commissioner Munoz stated that he reviewed the sign code and what is allowed currently. The 

sign code makes enforcement easier and rather than studying a massive PUD to make sure it 

meets the PUD Agreement criteria. The current sign code is much more restrictive than what is 

in the PUD Agreement. It won’t fix signs that are not in currently in compliance but it will be 

much easier to enforce in the future.  

 

Motion: 

Commissioner Tatum made a motion to recommend approval of the request, as presented, with 

staff recommendations. Commissioner Woods seconded the motion. All members present voted in 

favor of the motion.  

 

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL, AS PRESENTED, WITH STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS  

1. Subject to Master Development Plan amendments as required by Building, Fire, Engineering and 

Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 

2. Subject to recordation of Magic Valley Mall, LLC PUD Agreement #215; 2014 Amendment, as 

approved by the City Council, prior to development of this site. 

SCHEDULE FOR PUBLIC HEARING WITH CITY COUNCIL MARCH 10, 2014 

 

2. Request for the Commission’s recommendation on a request for a PUD Agreement Amendment to 

amend the WS&V PUD Agreement #263 to allow a mixed use development; consisting of 

professional office and residential uses, on the remaining undeveloped lots within the WS&V First 

Amended Subdivision-A PUD, consisting of lots 2-5 Block 1 and totaling 16 (+/-) acres, located west 

of the 1000 block of Field Stream Way and southwest of Cheney Drive West, extended c/o John O 

Fitzgerald, II on behalf of WS&V, LLC (app. 2614) 

 

Applicant Presentation: 

John Fitzgerald, II, representing the applicant, stated they are here to request an amendment that 

will help to move the process forward with some clarification. He reviewed the area on the 

overhead and what is surrounding the property. The property to the east of this development has 

been rezoned to R-4 PRO through a PUD Agreement. The first amendment is a clarification making  

 

Dr. Office’s an allowed use without a Special Use Permit process. The second amendment is a 

clarification that detached accessory buildings be allowed without a Special Use Permit if less than 

1000 sq. ft in size. The next amendment is an amendment to the land use regulations the PUD is 

written presently it provides for 6 units per building. The applicant is asking that this be amended to 

allow for 8 units per building as a permitted use. This is in line with the concept initially presented; 

the Devon Senior Housing project would be the concept that they have for the development. Part of 

the problem with this project in and of itself is that it is conceptual in nature. This is not a typical 

PUD in which a master development plan is presented. What they are looking for is to provide a list 

of permitted uses and special uses consistent with the concept of how the property would be 

marketed and developed. To be consistent with that concept is amending the PUD Agreement 

allowing 8 units which would be consistent with the Devon Senior Housing project. The next 

amendment #4 is a clarification associated with detached accessory building larger than 1000 sq. ft. 

associated with residential carports and clubhouses.  The next item in conjunction with taking 6 

units up to 8 units they would like to allow anything about 8 units to a maximum of 12 units be 

allowed by Special Use Permit. In the previous hearings there has been objection associated with 



 
 

Request: 

Consideration of a request to accept the Street, Curb and Gutter Improvement Deferral Agreement for the 
purpose of improvements along Highland Avenue extended, on the property located at 3450 Kimberly 
Road. 

Time Estimate: 

This item is scheduled for the consent agenda, so no presentation is planned. 

Background: 

3450 Kimberly Road  

This deferral is for the Chobani Wastewater Equalization System located on Kimberly Road between 
Hankins Road and 3300 East.  City Code 10-11-5 (B) 3 states the City Engineer may defer construction if 
the improvement would create a traffic hazard or unusual drainage problem. Staff believes construction of 
this curb and gutter would present a drainage problem for the property. 

Budget Impact: 

There is no significant budget impact associated with the Council’s approval of this request. 

Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council approve the request and authorize the Mayor to sign the Improvement 
Deferral Agreement. 

Attachments: 

1. Aerial Photo 

2. Street, Curb, and Gutter Deferral Agreement. 

 

  

Date:  Monday, April 21, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Troy Vitek, Assistant City Engineer 
 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

STREET, CURB GUTTER AND APPROACH IMPROVEMENT DEFERRAL AGREEMENT 

(Wastewater Equalization System) 

 

 This Agreement made and entered into this _____ day of ________________, 2014, by and between the 

CITY OF TWIN FALLS, State of Idaho, a municipal corporation, hereinafter called "City", and Chobani Idaho, 

LLC, hereinafter called "Developer", for the purpose of constructing certain improvements on property sought to 

be developed at 3450 Kimberly Road. 

 

 WHEREAS, Developer certifies that it is the owner in fee simple or the authorized agent of the owner in 

fee simple of the real property described on the attached Exhibit "A"; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, there is attached hereto and incorporated herein as if the same were set out in full, a certified 

copy of the deed to the above described real property, marked Exhibit "A", showing ownership of said real 

property to be in Developer, or, as the case may be, there is attached hereto and incorporated herein as if the same 

were set out in full, a copy of the deed to the above described real property showing ownership in fee simple in 

someone other than Developer together with a notarized authorization, signed by the real property owner, 

authorizing Developer to act on behalf of said real property owner; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, Developer desires to develop said real property in the following manner: Construct Chobani 

Wastewater Equalization System; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, the Developer is obligated to construct certain improvements, namely streets, curb, gutter and 

approach on Highland Avenue East extended, as generally described on Exhibit “B” attached hereto and 

incorporated herein, pursuant to Title 10, Chapter 11 and 12 of the Twin Falls City Code; and,  

 

 WHEREAS, the City is authorized, pursuant to Twin Falls City Code Section 10-11-1 to defer said 

improvements; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council on April 21, 2014 agreed to defer construction of the aforementioned 

improvements, 

 

 WITNESSETH, that for and in consideration of the mutual promises, conditions and covenants contained 

herein, the parties agree as follows: 

 

I. 

 

 City agrees:  1) to defer construction of the required street, curb, gutter and approach along Highland 

Avenue East, extended, as generally described on Exhibit “B” until such time as the obligation of street, curb and 

gutter construction on adjacent property or properties allows the City Engineer to require construction under the 

conditions specified in City Code Section 10-11-5(B)2. 

 

II. 

 

 Developer agrees to:  1) complete construction of street, curb, gutter and approach on the real property 

described above when required by the City Council in accordance with Paragraph I above. 

 



 

 
 

III. 

 

 Developer further agrees that in the event the Developer fails to complete the aforementioned construction, 

the City may, after reasonable written notice of default and opportunity to cure, complete the construction at the 

City's expense and may file a lien against the aforementioned property for expenses incurred by the City in said 

construction. 

 

IV. 

 

 Developer agrees to pay the total actual cost of all materials, labor and equipment necessary to completely 

construct all of the improvements required herein and to construct or contract for the construction of all such 

improvements.  The Development Agreement between the Developer, the City, and the Urban Renewal Agency 

for the City of Twin Falls, as it may be amended from time to time, provides for tax increment funding for the 

construction of public improvements of the subject real property, which could include funding of the public 

improvements required by this Agreement.  The City understands and agrees that Developer may request that the 

costs and expenses of these improvements be paid from tax increment funds, to the extent such funds are available 

and the costs and expenses are approved by the Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency (“URA”), all as more 

particularly described in the said Development Agreement.  The City agrees to cooperate and assist the Developer 

in obtaining URA approval. 

 

V. 

 

 Developer agrees to request in writing that the City Engineer and any other required department of the 

City make the following inspections and to not proceed with construction until the required inspection is complete 

and the work has been approved in writing by the City Engineer or his authorized inspector.  All such inspections 

shall be scheduled fifteen (15) days prior to beginning work and the request for an inspection shall be made one 

working day before the required inspection.  Developer agrees to apply all costs resulting from his failure to 

properly schedule and request a required inspection or from proceeding with work before receiving approval to 

proceed.  Developer agrees to remove or correct any rejected, unapproved or defective work or materials all as 

required by the City Engineer. 

 

VI. 

 

 The Developer agrees to:  1) allow the City full and complete access to the construction; 2) provide all 

materials necessary to conduct all tests; and 3) provide the equipment and perform or have performed any testing 

of manufactured materials required by the City Engineer. 

 

VII. 

 Developer agrees to obtain any necessary permits from the Twin Falls Highway District or the State of 

Idaho Department of Highways prior to construction improvements on their respective rights-of-way if said 

permits are required by the aforementioned agencies.  A certified copy of said permit or the original of said permit 

shall be submitted to the City prior to beginning construction thereon. 

 

 This Agreement shall not be recorded; provided however, if the obligations of Developer have not been 

satisfied prior to the time that Developer sells and conveys the  property described in Exhibit A, the Developer 

agrees to cause this Agreement to be recorded immediately prior to such conveyance.  This Agreement and the 

obligations herein shall run with the land and shall bind the parties hereto, their heirs, successors in interest, and 

lawful assigns.  Developer shall have no personal liability under this Agreement unless Developer fails to record 

this Agreement prior to a conveyance as set forth above. 

 

 In the event of a breach of this Agreement, or should legal action of any kind be taken to enforce the 

provisions hereof, the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attorney fees and cost awarded by the Court. 



 

 
 

 

 

             

         CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 

 

           BY_________________________________ 

                  Mayor 

    

   DEVELOPER 

 

   Chobani Idaho, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company, 

 

By: __________________ 

Its: __________________ 

 

   

 

STATE OF IDAHO                           

  On this    day of              , 20   , before me a 

notary public in and for said State, personally 

appeared                             

 

 

known to me to be the person    who  name 

subscribed to the within instrument, and 

acknowledged to me that              _____              

executed the same. 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Notary Public 

Residing in ______________________ 

Expires __________________________ 

STATE OF IDAHO                           

  On this    day of              , 20   , before me a 

notary public in and for said State, personally 

appeared                             

 

 

known to me to be the person    who  name 

subscribed to the within instrument, and 

acknowledged to me that              _____              

executed the same. 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Notary Public 

Residing in ______________________ 

Expires __________________________ 
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Exhibit “B” 

Deferral Agreement Detail 

Plant Permit: 

Kimberly Road: 

  Curb-gutter: 2531 feet approximately 
  Sidewalk: 2531 feet long approximately, 5 feet wide 
  Street Improvement: Approaches 
      

Hankins Road South: 
 
  Curb-gutter: 380 feet approximately 
  Sidewalk: 380 feet approximately 
  Street Improvement: Approach 

      
Improvements are not required along 3300 East Rd. or along Kimberly Road 
adjacent to the northeast parcel since no building activity is happening on that 
parcel at this time. 
 
Equalization Tank Permit: 
 

Highland Avenue East (extended): 
 
  Curb-gutter: 932 feet approximately 
  Street Improvement: Approach  
     Full street, 932 feet long approximately, 50 feet wide 
 
 



 
 

Request: 

Consideration of a request to accept the Street, Curb and Gutter Improvement Deferral Agreement for the 
purpose of improvements along Kimberly Road and Hankins Road, on the property located at 3450 
Kimberly Road. 

Time Estimate: 

This item is scheduled for the consent agenda, so no presentation is planned. 

Background: 

3450 Kimberly Road  

This deferral is for the Chobani Yogurt Plant located on Kimberly Road between Hankins Road and 3300 
East.  City Code 10-11-5 (B) 3 states the City Engineer may defer construction if the improvement would 
create a traffic hazard or unusual drainage problem. Staff believes construction of this curb and gutter 
would present a drainage problem for the property. 

Budget Impact: 

There is no significant budget impact associated with the Council’s approval of this request. 

Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council approve the request and authorize the Mayor to sign the Improvement 
Deferral Agreement. 

Attachments: 

1. Aerial Photo 

2. Street, Curb, and Gutter Deferral Agreement. 

 

  

Date:  Monday, April 21, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Troy Vitek, Assistant City Engineer 
 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

STREET, CURB GUTTER AND APPROACH IMPROVEMENT DEFERRAL AGREEMENT 

(Yogurt Factory) 

 

 This Agreement made and entered into this _____ day of ________________, 2014, by and between the 

CITY OF TWIN FALLS, State of Idaho, a municipal corporation, hereinafter called "City", and Chobani Idaho, 

Inc., hereinafter called "Developer", for the purpose of constructing certain improvements on property sought to 

be developed at 3450 Kimberly Road. 

 

 WHEREAS, Developer certifies that it is the owner in fee simple or the authorized agent of the owner in 

fee simple of the real property described on the attached Exhibit "A"; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, there is attached hereto and incorporated herein as if the same were set out in full, a certified 

copy of the deed to the above described real property, marked Exhibit "A", showing ownership of said real 

property to be in Developer, or, as the case may be, there is attached hereto and incorporated herein as if the same 

were set out in full, a copy of the deed to the above described real property showing ownership in fee simple in 

someone other than Developer together with a notarized authorization, signed by the real property owner, 

authorizing Developer to act on behalf of said real property owner; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, Developer desires to develop said real property in the following manner: Construct Chobani 

Yogurt Factory; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, the Developer is obligated to construct certain improvements, namely streets, curb, gutter and 

approach on Kimberly Road and Hankins Road, as generally described on Exhibit “B” attached hereto and 

incorporated herein, pursuant to Title 10, Chapter 11 and 12 of the Twin Falls City Code; and,  

 

 WHEREAS, the City is authorized, pursuant to Twin Falls City Code Section 10-11-1 to defer said 

improvements; and, 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council on April 21, 2014 agreed to defer construction of the aforementioned 

improvements, 

 

 WITNESSETH, that for and in consideration of the mutual promises, conditions and covenants contained 

herein, the parties agree as follows: 

 

I. 

 

 City agrees:  1) to defer construction of the required street, curb, gutter and approach along Hankins Road 

and Kimberly Road, as generally described on Exhibit “B” until such time as the obligation of street, curb and gutter 

construction on adjacent property or properties allows the City Engineer to require construction under the conditions 

specified in City Code Section 10-11-5(B)2. 

 

II. 

 

 Developer agrees to:  1) complete construction of street, curb, gutter and approach on the real property 

described above when required by the City Council in accordance with Paragraph I above. 



 

 
 

 

III. 

 

 Developer further agrees that in the event the Developer fails to complete the aforementioned construction, 

the City may, after reasonable written notice of default and opportunity to cure, complete the construction at the 

City's expense and may file a lien against the aforementioned property for expenses incurred by the City in said 

construction. 

 

IV. 

 

 Developer agrees to pay the total actual cost of all materials, labor and equipment necessary to completely 

construct all of the improvements required herein and to construct or contract for the construction of all such 

improvements.  The Development Agreement between the Developer, the City, and the Urban Renewal Agency 

for the City of Twin Falls, as it may be amended from time to time, provides for tax increment funding for the 

construction of public improvements of the subject real property, which could include funding of the public 

improvements required by this Agreement.  The City understands and agrees that Developer may request that the 

costs and expenses of these improvements be paid from tax increment funds, to the extent such funds are available 

and the costs and expenses are approved by the Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency (“URA”), all as more 

particularly described in the said Development Agreement.  The City agrees to cooperate and assist the Developer 

in obtaining URA approval.  

 

V. 

 

 Developer agrees to request in writing that the City Engineer and any other required department of the 

City make the following inspections and to not proceed with construction until the required inspection is complete 

and the work has been approved in writing by the City Engineer or his authorized inspector.  All such inspections 

shall be scheduled fifteen (15) days prior to beginning work and the request for an inspection shall be made one 

working day before the required inspection.  Developer agrees to apply all costs resulting from his failure to 

properly schedule and request a required inspection or from proceeding with work before receiving approval to 

proceed.  Developer agrees to remove or correct any rejected, unapproved or defective work or materials all as 

required by the City Engineer. 

 

VI. 

 

 The Developer agrees to:  1) allow the City full and complete access to the construction; 2) provide all 

materials necessary to conduct all tests; and 3) provide the equipment and perform or have performed any testing 

of manufactured materials required by the City Engineer. 

 

VII. 

 Developer agrees to obtain any necessary permits from the Twin Falls Highway District or the State of 

Idaho Department of Highways prior to construction improvements on their respective rights-of-way if said 

permits are required by the aforementioned agencies.  A certified copy of said permit or the original of said permit 

shall be submitted to the City prior to beginning construction thereon. 

 

 This Agreement shall not be recorded; provided however, if the obligations of Developer have not been 

satisfied prior to the time that Developer sells and conveys the  property described in Exhibit A, the Developer 

agrees to cause this Agreement to be recorded immediately prior to such conveyance.  This Agreement and the 

obligations herein shall run with the land and shall bind the parties hereto, their heirs, successors in interest, and 

lawful assigns.  Developer shall have no personal liability under this Agreement unless Developer fails to record 

this Agreement prior to a conveyance as set forth above. 

 



 

 
 

 In the event of a breach of this Agreement, or should legal action of any kind be taken to enforce the 

provisions hereof, the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attorney fees and cost awarded by the Court. 

             

         CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 

 

           BY_________________________________ 

                  Mayor 

    

   DEVELOPER 

 

   Chobani Idaho, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company, 

 

By: __________________ 

Its:__________________ 

 

   

 

STATE OF IDAHO                           

  On this    day of              , 20   , before me a 

notary public in and for said State, personally 

appeared                             

 

 

known to me to be the person    who  name 

subscribed to the within instrument, and 

acknowledged to me that              _____              

executed the same. 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Notary Public 

Residing in ______________________ 

Expires __________________________ 

STATE OF IDAHO                           

  On this    day of              , 20   , before me a 

notary public in and for said State, personally 

appeared                             

 

 

known to me to be the person    who  name 

subscribed to the within instrument, and 

acknowledged to me that              _____              

executed the same. 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Notary Public 

Residing in ______________________ 

Expires __________________________ 
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Exhibit “B” 

Deferral Agreement Detail 

Plant Permit: 

Kimberly Road: 

  Curb-gutter: 2531 feet approximately 
  Sidewalk: 2531 feet long approximately, 5 feet wide 
  Street Improvement: Approaches 
      

Hankins Road South: 
 
  Curb-gutter: 380 feet approximately 
  Sidewalk: 380 feet approximately 
  Street Improvement: Approach 

      
Improvements are not required along 3300 East Rd. or along Kimberly Road 
adjacent to the northeast parcel since no building activity is happening on that 
parcel at this time. 
 
Equalization Tank Permit: 
 

Highland Avenue East (extended): 
 
  Curb-gutter: 932 feet approximately 
  Street Improvement: Approach  
     Full street, 932 feet long approximately, 50 feet wide 
 
 



 

 
 

 

Request: 

Consideration of a request to confirm the appointment of Christopher Reid and the reappointment of Jody Tatum to 
the Planning & Zoning Commission. 

Time Estimate: 

The presentation will take approximately 5 minutes.  Following the presentation, additional time may be necessary for 
questions. 

Background: 

Chuck Sharpe recently completed his term on the Planning & Zoning Commission.  Chuck was a valuable 
commissioner and will be missed.  Chuck was one of the seven Commissioners who live in City limits.  The P&Z by-
laws require seven members from within the City limits and two from the Area of Impact.  Therefore, Chuck’s 
replacement needs live in the City limits. 

Jody Tatum also recently completed a partial term on the Commission.  Jody is eligible for and has requested 
reappointment to the Commission.  Jody has had great attendance and has been a valuable contributor to the 
Commission.  Jody is also one of the seven Commissioners from within the City limits. 

City staff posted a vacancy notice for these positions.  Staff received applications from six individuals with an interest 
in serving on the Planning & Zoning Commission.  An interview panel consisting of P&Z Chairman Tom Frank, P&Z 
Liaison Rebecca Mills Sojka, Zoning & Development Manager Renee Carraway, and I interviewed these six 
individuals.  A majority of the panel recommended that Christopher Reid be appointed to the Commission.  In 
addition to appointing Chris, I would like to reappoint Jody Tatum to her second term on the Commission.  These 
appointments would be for three years beginning retroactively in March 2014 and ending in February 2017. 

Approval Process: 

City Code 10-17-2 says that the City limit Planning & Zoning Commissioners are appointed by the Mayor and 
confirmed by the City Council. 

Budget Impact: 

None 

Regulatory Impact: 

Approval of this request will maintain full membership on the Planning & Zoning Commission. 

Conclusion: 

I request that the Council confirm my appointment of Christopher Reid and reappointment of Jody Tatum to 3-year 
terms on the Planning & Zoning Commission. 

Attachment: 

Letter of interest from Christopher Reid 

  

Monday  April 21, 2014 
 
To: City Council 
 
From: Mayor Don Hall 
 



 

 

 

Mitch Humble, 
 
                I am submitting this letter of Interest for the openings on the Twin Falls Planning & Zoning Commission.  I 
have listed my contact information below if you have any questions.   
 
Thank you, 
 

Christopher A. Reid 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:   
Consideration of a request to seek direction from the Twin Falls City Council on the process of 
awarding the Municipal Powers Outsource Grant (MPOG) funding for the current 2014 fiscal 
year. 
 
Time Estimate:  
Approximately 5 minutes followed by time for City Council discussion.   
 
Background:  
The purpose of this agenda item is to discuss the process that the Twin Falls City Council would 
like to follow in awarding the $100,000 in Municipal Powers Outsource Grants for the current 
2014 Budget Year.   
 
The processes followed by the Council for the 2013 MPOG involved submission of an 
application by interested parties.  These applications were evaluated by City Attorney Fritz 
Wonderlich to verify eligibility for grant funds.  Eligible entities were then allowed a brief five-
minute presentation to Council, during which time Council members were to fill out a scoring 
matrix and ask questions.  All scores were compiled, averaged and applications were ranked, all 
during a recess of the City Council meeting.   
 
It is the suggestion of City staff that members of Council receive all eligible applications five 
days prior to the May 19th City Council meeting, along with a scoring matrix for each 
application.  Council members will score each applicant based on the information provided in the 
application and return to staff on Monday, May 19th by noon, in order that scores can be 
compiled, averaged and applications can be ranked prior to the City Council meeting.  Council 
member will be able to change their scoring during the presentations, and these changes will be 
factored into the application rankings during a short recess.  By ranking the applications prior to 
the City Council meeting, Council members will be able to thoughtfully rank each application.      
 
A suggested timeline –  
 
April 22 – Media release with instruction for submitting application for grant funds. 
May 2 – Applications due by this date (Friday) at 4:00 PM.   
May 5 – Applications submitted to City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich to determine eligibility for 
the MPOG funds. 
May 12 – Eligibility determinations will be submitted to City staff by the City Attorney; City 
staff will notify eligible applicants and submit an agenda item for the May 19th Twin Falls City 
Council meeting to hear presentations from the eligible applicants. 
May 19 – City Council hears presentations and awards MPOG funds. 

Monday April 21, 2014 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Mandi Thompson, Grant Writer   
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Approval Process: 
There is no approval process. 
 
Budget Impact: 
There is no budget impact.  The current 2014 Budget has $100,000 budgeted for MPOG Grants. 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
There is no regulatory impact. 
 
Attachments:    
Copy of MPOG scoring matrix used in 2013 MPOG process. 



0 1 2 3 4 Score
Grant No. Does Not Meet Marginally Meets Meets Strongly Meets Exceeds

Demonstration of Need Clearly establishes a compelling problem statement and/or needs 
assessment

Demonstrates cost benefit or cost avoidance

Provides a service that the community does not have

Importance of City Funding to the specific organization's mission.

Comments

Work Plan Contains a realistic schedule or timeline

Comments

Budget Contains a detailed budget
States specifically how money will be used
Budget contains realistic costs for materials and services
Budget numbers are correct

Comments

Staffing Plan Contains a proposed staffing plan which supports the scope of the project

Comments

Budget Sustainability Operational needs: Budget must show ongoing sustainability

One‐time project: Project provides something the community does not 
have or is outdated

Comments

Services
Provides a new service or improves access to existing services related to 
the City's Mission Statement .
Provides a benefit to the citizens of Twin Falls.

Comments



Funding Priorities
Need relates to the City of Twin Falls' Strategic Plan and is a service the 
city would otherwise provide.

Comments

Population Focus Services primarily Twin Falls residents

Comments

Collaboration
Shows a high level of involvement with other community 
services/agencies

Comments

Priority Management Overall, demonstrates a clear need for the services, project, or equipment

Comments

Demonstration of Outcomes
Does applicant demonstrate outcomes?

Objectives are measureable

Comments

Overall score: 80 points possible

Overall Comments Comments

Chapter 3 of Title 50 of the Idaho Code describes municipal powers, which may be exercised directly by the municipality, or indirectly by the municipality through other entities.



 
 

ITEM II‐ 

REQUEST: 

Consideration of a request to adopt Ordinance 3069 to vacate a portion of a 23’ +/‐ platted 
utility, drainage, access and irrigation easement on property located at 1662 Park View Drive for 
Castle Twin Falls, LLC. 
 

TIME ESTIMATE: 

Staff presentation will be five (5 +/‐) minutes.  This is not a public hearing item but there may be 
an additional five (5) minutes for questions by the City Council. 

 

APPROVAL PROCESS for a Vacation: 
 

Idaho Code:  50‐1324(2) 

  And  

City Code: 10‐16‐1: PETITION PROCEDURE:  

(F)  Action by Council: The Council, prior  to approving, modifying or denying  the  vacation, 
shall  conduct  a  public  hearing  using  the  same  notice  and  hearing  procedures  as  the 
Commission.   

 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

Approval of this request will not impact the City budget. 

 

REGULATORY IMPACT: 

The Council’s adoption of the ordinance will allow for the vacation of public right‐of‐way which will 
allow for the property owner to redevelop the site.   

 

HISTORY: 

On February 25, 2014 the Commission held a public hearing on the request for the Vacation of a 
portion of a 23’ +/‐ platted utility, drainage, access and irrigation easement on property located at 
1662 Park View Drive.   The  request was unanimously  recommended  for approval as presented 
subject to the following conditions: 

1) Subject to site plan amendments as required by Building, Engineering, Fire, and 
Zoning officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and 
Standards. 

 

MONDAY APRIL  21, 2014  
 

To: Honorable Mayor Hall and City Council 
 

From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 



2) Subject to requirements recommended by applicable utility companies.  

On March 31, 2014  the request for the Vacation of a portion of a 23’ +/‐ platted utility, drainage, 
access  and  irrigation  easement  on  property  located  at  1662  Park View Drive was  unanimously 
approved by the City Council as presented subject to the following conditions:   

1) Subject to site plan amendments as required by Building, Engineering, Fire, and 
Zoning officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and 
Standards. 

 

2) Subject to letters submitted and requirements recommended by applicable utility 
companies being met prior to adoption of an ordinance.  

 

CONCLUSION:   

 

On March 31, 2014  the City Council unanimously approved  the request  to vacate a portion of 

the  easement  as  presented  and  directed  staff  to  prepare  and  present  an  ordinance.    Staff 

recommends the City Council adopt the draft ordinance so it can be published and codified.     

 

ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Ordinance 

2. Attachments 













 
 

 

Request: 

A presentation regarding potential private property improvement encroachments onto City properties. 

Time Estimate: 

A staff presentation will take approximately 10 minutes.  Time will be needed for discussion and questions. 

Background: 

At their December 23, 2013 meeting, the Council received a request to purchase a portion of a City owned retention 
lot from the adjacent private property owner.  A previous property owner had constructed improvements (a fence and 
a parking space) partially located on the City’s retention lot.  The current owner was trying to clear up the 
encroachment prior to selling the home.  While the City did not sell the property to the adjacent owner, the City did 
dedicate an easement to her legitimizing the encroachments. 

At that December meeting, a point was made that this scenario is not unique and that the City owns several 
properties with probable private improvement encroachments.  The Council asked staff to report back on how many 
properties the City owns that have private improvement encroachments.  Staff researched these properties and has 
been able to identify several additional properties where it is likely that we have private improvement encroachments 
on City properties.  We have prepared a series of aerial photo maps that show each of the identified properties. 

It is important to note that the attached exhibits are not of survey level accuracy.  When we overlay a two dimensional 
drawing on top of the Earth’s three dimensional surface, there is distortion between the two layers that increases as 
we look farther away from the center point.  So, while they are close, there is a difference between the aerial photos 
and the parcel boundaries.  Therefore, the exhibits are useful to identify areas where we believe encroachments 
have occurred, but they cannot prove an encroachment exists or identify the exact extent of an encroachment.  A 
property survey will need to be completed on each one to determine if an encroachment exists and to what extent. 

The first exhibit is the property that was discussed in December.  In this case, the City has addressed the 
encroachment by dedicating an easement to the adjacent property owner.  We will show and discuss the other 
exhibits at the meeting. 

Process: 

 There is no approval process is necessary. 

Budget Impact: 

There is no associated budget impact. 

Regulatory Impact: 

There is no associated regulatory impact. 

Conclusion: 

This agenda item is simply a presentation and discussion.  No action is necessary. 

Attachments: 

Aerial photo maps of the potential encroachments 

MONDAY April 21, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitchel Humble, Community Development Director 
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Request: 

 Consideration of an amendment to Amended Transparency Resolution 1912.  

Time Estimate: 

The presentation will take approximately 5 minutes in addition to time needed for answering questions. 

Background: 

On December 2, 2013, the City Council of the City of Twin Falls adopted Resolution 1912.  The purpose of the 
Resolution is to “…declare a policy of transparency and openness in City Government in order to promote 
accountability, to enhance dissemination of public information, and to encourage citizen participation in city 
government.” 
 
On April 14, 2014, Council discussion followed on the Amended Transparency Resolution 1912 requirement, “The 
City will stream and video record all Council and commission meetings.” 
 
The following is a proposed amendment: 

Section 4: The Idaho Open Meeting Law requires only the keeping of summary minutes of the City Council 
and commission meetings. This information is insufficient to provide full transparency and openness to the citizens of 
the legislative and administrative process of the City. The City will stream and video record all Council and 
commission meetings (excepting: Council executive sessions, a quorum of the City Council attending a meeting 
held by another entity, Airport Advisory Commission meetings, Economic Development Ready Team, and Youth 
Council), with hyperlinks to agendas and staff reports for the next upcoming meetings, as well as agendas, staff 
reports and minutes of past meetings, on the City’s website (www.tfid.org). This will provide real time as well as 
recorded access to public meetings by those citizens who are unable to attend in person, or who would prefer to view 
the meeting at a later time. 

 
Approval Process:  

Approval requires a simple majority vote of the City Council members present on the direction to be taken.   
 
Budget Impact: 

There is no budget impact associated with this request. 

Regulatory Impact: 

There are no regulatory impacts associated with this request. 
 

Attachments 
1. Amended Transparency Resolution 1912 
2. Second Amended Transparency Resolution 1912 

 

Date:  Monday, April 21, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Travis Rothweiler, City Manager 
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SECOND AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 1912 
 

TRANSPARENCY IN CITY GOVERNMENT 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, 
IDAHO, DECLARING A POLICY OF TRANSPARENCY AND OPENNESS IN 
CITY GOVERNMENT IN ORDER TO PROMOTE ACCOUNTABILITY, TO 
ENHANCE DISSEMINATION OF PUBLIC INFORMATION, AND TO 
ENCOURAGE CITIZEN PARTICIPATION IN CITY GOVERNMENT. 

 

WHEREAS, The Twin Falls City Council finds that transparency in government 
promotes accountability and provides information to its citizens regarding the business of the 
City; and, 

WHEREAS, The Twin Falls City Council finds that information regarding the activities 
of City government must be widely dispersed in order to encourage public engagement and to 
improve the quality of its decisions; and, 

WHEREAS, The Twin Falls City Council finds that collaboration and communication 
between City government and its citizens is enhanced through the use of well-designed web 
technologies; and 

WHEREAS, The policy consideration underlying the Idaho Open Meeting Law is to 
ensure transparency of the legislative and administrative process within state and local 
governments (Idaho Open Meeting Law Manual, p. 3); and, 

WHEREAS, The Idaho Code sets forth only minimum requirements for all local 
governments in order to promote transparency and openness in government, including the Idaho 
Open Meeting Law, the Idaho Public Records Law, and other statutes; and, 

WHEREAS, The City Council acknowledges that, in the past, ad hoc volunteer groups have 
formed without the authority of statute, ordinance, or other legislative act, and without authorization 
to make decisions or recommendations. The Idaho Supreme Court in Safe Air for Everyone v. Idaho 
Dept. Agriculture, 145 Idaho 164, 177 P.3d 378 (Idaho 2008), in interpreting the requirements of 
the Idaho Open Meeting Law, held that, where there is no statute, ordinance or other legislative act 
creating a subagency and granting the authority to make decisions for or recommendations to a 
public agency regarding a matter, the Idaho Open Meeting Law requirements are inapplicable. The 
City Council finds that the existence of these groups may create the feeling by some that they are 
being excluded from public participation in City government; and, 

WHEREAS, The Twin Falls City Council finds that the minimum requirements of the 
Idaho Open Meeting Law, the Idaho Public Records Law, and other statutes, are inadequate to 
provide the transparency and openness that it finds should be provided to its citizens in order to 
permit them to constructively engage with City government; and, 

WHEREAS, The Twin Falls City Council intends, with this resolution, to establish a 
policy of additional government transparency and openness, over and above the minimum 
requirements of the Idaho Open Meeting Law, the Idaho Public Records Law, and other 
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applicable statutes, to encourage and enhance information, participation and collaboration 
between City government and the citizens of the City of Twin Falls. 

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

Section 1: The City Council of the City of Twin Falls, and all commissions and committees 
created by statute, ordinance or other legislative act shall always comply with all requirements of 
the Idaho Open Meeting Law, the Public Records Law, and all other applicable statutes. 

Section 2: The Idaho Open Meeting Law requires only physical posting of the notice and 
agenda for public meetings in a prominent place at the City’s principal place of business. This 
notice is insufficient to provide full transparency to the citizens of the legislative and administrative 
processes of the City. The City will include a hyperlinked calendar showing Council and 
commission meetings as well as community events on the main page of its website (www.tfid.org), 
in order to provide not only more accessible notice of public meetings, but also hyperlinks to 
agendas and staff reports, in order to provide a much more useful and meaningful notification to its 
citizens regarding the City’s business. 

Section 3: The Idaho Open Meeting Law applies only to meetings of the governing board of 
a public agency or subagency which is created by statute, ordinance, or other legislative act, with 
the authority to make decisions for or recommendations to a public agency regarding any matter. 
The Idaho Attorney General, in the Idaho Open Meeting Law Manual, states that “the Open 
Meeting Law does not apply to voluntary, internal staff meetings if the group is not created by or 
pursuant to statute, ordinance or other legislative act, even though the discussions may lead to 
recommendations to the governing body.” A subcommittee is a creation of, and is responsible to, 
the agency that created it. 

In order to provide more transparency in City government, neither the Twin Falls City 
Council nor any of its commissions will permit the formation of ad hoc volunteer groups intended to 
report back to the City Council or commission, unless that group is formed as a committee or 
commission, created by a vote of the City Council or commission. Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
the Mayor may request the Council Liaison, commission chairman, department head, and/or such 
other persons deemed appropriate, to participate in the interviews for commission vacancies, 
without posting notices or agendas, and without opening such interviews to the public. Members of 
the Historic Preservation Commission may provide school and civic education programs without 
posting notices, agendas, and without opening the education programs to the public. No more than 
two elected City Council persons may serve on any committee, including ad hoc groups and 
subcommittees created by statute, ordinance, or other legislative act. The City Council, and its 
committees and commissions, shall always comply with all requirements of the Idaho Open 
Meeting Law. 

Section 4: The Idaho Open Meeting Law requires only the keeping of summary minutes of 
the City Council and commission meetings. This information is insufficient to provide full 
transparency and openness to the citizens of the legislative and administrative process of the City. 
The City will stream and video record all Council and commission meetings (excepting: Council 
executive sessions, a quorum of the City Council attending a meeting held by another entity, Airport 
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Advisory Commission meetings, Economic Development Ready Team, and Youth Council), with 
hyperlinks to agendas and staff reports for the next upcoming meetings, as well as agendas, staff 
reports and minutes of past meetings, on the City’s website (www.tfid.org). This will provide real 
time as well as recorded access to public meetings by those citizens who are unable to attend in 
person, or who would prefer to view the meeting at a later time. 

Section 5: The Idaho Public Records Law requires only that the City make public records 
available for inspection and copying at the location of the custodian of those public records. This 
access to public records is insufficient to provide full transparency and openness to the citizens of 
the legislative and administrative process of the City. The City will provide access to the annual 
budget, monthly financial reports, accounts payable, financial dashboard, the Comprehensive Plan 
and Future Land Use Map, the Transportation Plan, the Water Plan, the Strategic Plan, the Twin 
Falls City Code, the Zoning Map, the Subdivision Map, the Pressure Irrigation Map, the Garbage 
Pickup and Recycling Map, the Flood Plain Map, and such other documents as the Council or City 
Manager deems important for public dissemination, on the City’s website (www.tfid.org). 

Section 6: The Idaho statutes have no requirements for contact information for public 
officials. This access is insufficient to provide full transparency to the citizens of the legislative and 
administrative process of the City. The City will provide hyperlinked email addresses for all City 
Council members, the City Manager, and all City departments, as well as mailing addresses, 
telephone numbers, fax numbers, on the City’s website (www.tfid.org). 

Section 7: The Idaho Statutes have no requirement for the posting of information on job 
opportunities, and requires only newspaper publication for public bidding projects. This notification 
is totally insufficient to provide adequate notice to potential employees and bidders of the job and 
project opportunities in the City. The City will post current bidding and job opportunities on the 
City’s website (www.tfid.org) so that this information is available to its citizens as well as those 
potential job applicants and project bidders, wherever they may be. 

Section 8: The Idaho Open Meeting Law does not require that citizens have the opportunity 
to be notified automatically of legislative and administrative matters of the City, on a regular and 
ongoing basis. The City will provide, on its website at (www.tfid.org), the opportunity for citizens 
to subscribe to notifications, alerts, job openings, news, and meetings, so that the information is 
emailed or sent via text message directly to the subscriber on a regular basis. 

Section 9: The City Council finds that the Idaho statutes relating to the conduct of the 
business of local government have fallen far behind the technology currently available to provide 
greater transparency and openness to the legislative and administrative process of local government. 
The City will endeavor to work with its legislative representatives, the Association of Idaho Cities, 
and other interested parties, to update those statutes affecting the conduct of local government, in 
order to provide greater transparency and openness to all citizens in this state. 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL , 2014. 

SIGNED BY THE MAYOR , 2014. 

___________________________________ 
 MAYOR  

ATTEST: 
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__________________________ 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 



                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

 
 

 

Request 
A presentation by the City Manager followed by a general discussion and public input about the City Council’s FY 
2015 Budget priorities and philosophies. 
 

Time Estimate 
The estimated amount of time this item will take is 30 minutes.  
 

Background 
The purpose of this agenda item is to have a general discussion about the City Council’s 2015 fiscal year budget.  
This is the second of three sessions that will occur before the City Manager’s recommended budget for the 2015 
budget is presented to the members of the City Council for its review and debate in early July.  
 
A budget is more than numbers appearing in a chart of accounts or a spreadsheet.  Budgeting is the “life-blood” of 
government.   The City creates a budget that is balanced, fiscally prudent and sustainable and fiscally-sound, 
protects and keeps our citizens safe, enhances the community’s quality of life, increases opportunities in the areas of 
economic development, and maintains and develops City facilities and infrastructure. 
 
Through the budgeting process funds received from tax collections, user-fees, and other revenues are transformed 
into tangible goods and services.   The City Council sets the goals and the priorities for the upcoming year while 
being mindful of the future advantages or consequences.  Those goals and objectives are contained in the City of 
Twin Falls 2030 Community Strategic Plan.   
 
The City views its planning and operations in a strategic manner.   In 2012, the City began the process of re-
engineering its strategic plan.  The City spent almost a year listening to our citizen’s needs, dreams and their 
expectations, and reviewing statistical data about our state, region, and the City.  We had many external 
conversations with our citizens and shareholders and internal conversations with employees serving at various levels 
of the organization.   From these conversations we were able to highlight our strengths and opportunities and identify 
those areas in which we need to improve to develop a comprehensive, vision-setting strategic plan.   
 
We created a series of vision statements that, when viewed collectively, will allow us to create and maintain an 
accessible, healthy, learning, environmental, responsible, prosperous, and secure community with a strong internal 
organization designed to meet the needs of our citizens, businesses and visitors.   The vision statements will assist 
the City to plot a course that will enable it to grow, develop and improve in a manner that honors and respects its 
history and unique characteristics. Realizing our vision will allow the City of Twin Falls to continue to be recognized 
as a world class community.    
 
The Strategic Plan is divided into eight equally important focus areas: a Healthy Community, a Learning Community, 
a Secure Community, an Accessible Community, an Environmental Community, a Prosperous Community, a 
Responsible Community, and recognition of the importance of the Internal Organization.  For each focus area there is 
a description of the vision for that topic in the year 2030.  To review the vision descriptions please see the City of 
Twin Falls 2030 Strategic Plan. 
 

Date:  Monday, April 21, 2014 
 
To: Mayor and City Council 
  
From: Travis Rothweiler, City Manager 
 



The strategic plan will be used to guide future budgetary and policy making decisions and recommendations.   When 
the 2030 City of Twin Falls Strategic Plan was adopted, the Council established and set the course to follow.  The 
plan will serve as the guidepost for all future policy and financial decisions in the future.  The FY 2014 budget is the 
first step in the pursuit of our vision.   Highlights of this budget’s response to the strategic plan are illustrated in each 
of the department narratives that appear in the subsequent sections of the FY 2014 budget. 
 
Over the course of the past two years the preliminary conversations assisted in guiding previous budget concepts 
and strategies.  From several internal conversations, public informational listening sessions and planning meetings, 
the City Council developed five goals that served as guideposts the FY 2014 Budget process.  Those goals were:  
 

 Implement 2030 City of Twin Falls Strategic Planning goals and objectives to realize outcomes  
 Limit tax collections to the statutorily allowed increase and revenues 
 Continue with phase II of the City’s compensation strategy  
 Develop funding solutions for infrastructure systems and enhance Water Redundancy  
 Continue to Pursue Innovative Strategies and Find More Effective Outcomes  

 
For FY 2015, the City Manager’s goals are: 

 Make advances in the City’s defined strategic planning objectives  
 Build collaborative partnerships with our public, private and other community partners  
 Invest in our employees by providing competitive compensation and benefits as well as advanced training 

opportunities  
 Invest in water, waste water and transportation infrastructure as well as our parks, paths and open spaces  
 Invest in our facilities and structures 
 Continue to pursue innovative strategies that will lead to more efficient and effective outcomes 

In our continued pursuit of excellence we will review our processes beyond the budget conversations.  The FY 2015 
budget will continue to allocate funding to implement the City’s new strategic planning objectives, critical 
infrastructure and facilities and update development and implement a performance measurement and management 
system as developed by the International City Management Association’s Center for Performance Measurement.   
 

Approval 
There is no approval process. 

Budget Impact: 

There are no budgetary or financial impacts from the conversation. 
 

Regulatory Impact: 
There is no regulatory impact. 
 

Attachments 
1. None. 
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