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COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
LANCE   TRIP    DON    DAVID E.   WILLIAM A.   GREG    REBECCA           


 


CLOW    CRAIG   HALL   JOHNSON       KEZELE    LANTING   MILLS SOJKA 
         Mayor             Vice Mayor 


 
 
 
 


 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER:   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. 


AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 


1. Consideration of accounts payable for January 10 –24, 2011. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 


2. Consideration of the January 3 and 10, Council Minutes. 
 


Action 
 


Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
Leila Sanchez 
 


II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
1. Presentation of Twin Falls Fire Department Level II Firefighter Certificate to Sean Burgess. 


  


2. Presentation by Laurie Lickley, Community Relations Rep./ RES Americas/China Mountain 
Wind Project and to request support for wind energy development within the Jarbidge Draft 
Resource Management Plan. 


3. Consideration of a request from the Twin Falls Highway District to waive the fees for their 
new maintenance facility building permit. 


4. Consideration of the Final Plat of Settler’s Ridge Subdivision No.3, consisting of 85 
residential lots on 32.7(+/-) acres and located north of the 350 block of Federation Road 
and west of the Snake River Canyon and that portion of vacated Canyon Rim Road 


5. Consideration of a contract between the Idaho Department Quality (DEQ) and the City of 
Twin Falls to create wetlands or the removal of Total Suspended Solids (TSS) as an offset 
to the sewage treatment plant requirements. 


c/o Tim 
Vawser/EHM Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Settler’s Ridge, LLC. 


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


 
Presentation 
Presentation 
 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 
 
 
Action 


 
Ron Clark  
Laurie Lickley 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
Mike Trabert 
 


III.  ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:  
IV.   


I. Consideration of a Zoning Title Amendment to Twin Falls City Code 10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-
4-10.2, and 10-4-12.2 to require a special use permit for certain utility owned facilities in the 
M-1, M-2, AP, and C-1 zones, as is already required in other zones.  c/o City of Twin Falls 
(app.2414) 


PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M.    
Action 


 
Mitch Humble 


V.  ADJOURNMENT  :   
 


 


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


Agenda 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 


January 24, 2011 
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. 


 
 





		PROCLAMATIONS: None.










COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
LANCE   TRIP    DON    LEE    DAVID E.   WILLIAM A.   GREG     
CLOW    CRAIG   HALL   HEIDER   JOHNSON       KEZELE    LANTING  
         Mayor   Vice Mayor 


 
 
 
 
 


 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER:   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. 


AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 


1. Consideration of accounts payable for December 21 – January 3, 2011. 
 Payroll, December 2010, total: $108,019.09 
2. Consideration of the December 20, 2010, Minutes. 
3. Consideration of approval of the 2011 City Council Calendar. 


 


Action 
 


Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
Leila Sanchez 
Leila Sanchez 


II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  
1. Swearing in office Rebecca Mills Sojka as Councilperson by Deputy City Clerk  


Sharon Bryan. 
2. Appointment of Vice Mayor and reassignment of Council committees. 
3. Consideration to approve Debbie Dane, 2122 Julie Lane, to serve as a Library Trustee. 
4. Consideration of a request to award the bids for the following parts of the 2010 Water 


System Improvement Project for arsenic compliance:  Part 1 – Booster Pump Station,  
Part – 5 South Well Blending project. 


5. Presentation of a proposed partnership with the Blue Lakes Rotary Club on the 
development of the South Estates Park. 


6. Consideration of a request to fund roadway improvements on Eastland Drive. 
7. Consideration of a 2nd one (1) year extension on the approval of the Final Plat for Pioneer 


Estates Subdivision, consisting of 13.84 (+/-)  acres with 44 single family residential lots on 
property located at the northwest corner of Filer Avenue East and Meadowview Lane North, 
c/o The Land Group. 


8. Consideration of adoption of one (1) ordinance for a request for a Zoning Title Amendment 
that would amend Twin Falls City Code by adding a new City Code Section 10-4-23:  
Residential Business District, c/o City of Twin Falls (app. 2400).   


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


 
Action 
 
Action  
Action 
Action 
 
 
Presentation 
 
Action 
Action 
 
 
 
Action 
 
 
 


 
Sharon Bryan 
 
Don Hall  
Susan Ash 
Jon Caton/ 
J-U-B Engineers 
 
BLRC/ 
Dennis Bowyer 
Jacqueline Fields 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 


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 should contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at least two working days 
before the meeting. 
  


Minutes 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 


January 3, 2011 
City Council Chambers 


305 3rd Avenue East Twin Falls, Idaho 
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COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT:  Lance W. Clow, Trip Craig, Don Hall, Lee Heider, David Johnson, Will Kezele,  


Gregory Lanting. 
 
 Rebecca Mills Sojka was appointed at 5:06 P.M. 
 
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS ABSENT: None. 
      
STAFF PRESENT:   City Manager Tom Courtney, Assistant City Manager Travis Rothweiler, City Engineer 


Jacqueline Fields, Library Director Susan Ash, Parks & Recreation Director Dennis Bowyer, 
Public Works Director Jon Caton, Deputy City Clerk Sharon Bryan, Deputy City 
Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila Sanchez.   


 
Mayor Hall called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He invited all present, who wished to, to recite the Pledge of Allegiance to the 
Flag with him.  The Boy Scouts led the Pledge of Allegiance.  A quorum was present.  Mayor Hall introduced City staff. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
 
Added: Consideration of an Alcohol License Application (Beer) for Clodajo, Inc., DBA Papa Bright’s located at 228 Blue Lakes Blvd. N. 
#2.   
 
Removed:  ATT Mobility from the Accounts Payable 
 
Added: Fire Payroll of December 30, 2010, total:  $ 52,095.77 
 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Clow made the motion to amend the agenda to add the following: 
Consideration of an Alcohol License Application (Beer) for Clodajo, Inc., DBA Papa Bright’s located at 228 Blue Lakes Blvd. N. #2,   
Removed:  ATT Mobility from the Accounts Payable 
Added: Fire Payroll of December 30, 2010, total:  $ 52,095.77 
 
The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Heider and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS: None. 
 


AGENDA ITEMS 
I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 


1. Consideration of accounts payable for December 21 – January 3, 2011, $137,816.83 
 Payroll, December 2010, total: $108,019.09 


Fire Payroll December 30, 2010, total:  $ 52,095.77 
2. Consideration of the December 20, 2010, Minutes 
3. Consideration of approval of the 2011 City Council Calendar. 


 
MOTION: 
Vice Mayor Heider made the motion to approve the consent calendar with the following changes:  
 


 -Added: Consideration of an Alcohol License Application (Beer) for Clodajo, Inc., DBA Papa Bright’s located at 228 Blue Lakes 
 Blvd. N. #2.   
 -Removed:  ATT Mobility from the Accounts Payable 
 -Added: Fire Payroll of December 30, 2010, total:  $ 52,095.77 


 
as presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Craig and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor 
of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
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II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  


1. Swearing in office Rebecca Mills Sojka as Councilperson by Deputy City Clerk Sharon Bryan. 
 


Deputy City Clerk Sharon Bryan swore in Rebecca Mills Sojka as Councilperson.   
 
Vice Mayor Heider stepped down from his seat. 


 
Councilperson Rebecca Mills Sojka took her seat on the Council. 


 
Lee Heider stated that the past three years the City has accomplished a great deal in Twin Falls.  All the departments seem to 
function well within the City.  The City has improved and maintained their quality of service.   
 
The full Council commended Lee Heider for his service to the City. 


 
2. Appointment of Vice Mayor and reassignment of Council committees. 


 
Mayor Hall recommended that Councilperson Lanting serve as Vice Mayor of the City Council. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Clow made the motion to appoint Greg Lanting as Vice Mayor.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson 
Johnson and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
  
Mayor Hall announced the following changes to the committees: 
 
Lance Clow to serve on the Animal Shelter Advisory Board, Citizen Finance and Planning Committee, Comprehensive Aquifer 
Management Plan, Youth Council. 
 
Trip Craig to serve on the Library Board of Trustees, Park & Recreation Commission, Urban Renewal Agency, Compensation 
Task Force, Recreation Center Task Force. 
 
Don Hall to serve on Chamber of Commerce, Magic Valley Arts Council, So. Idaho Economic Development Organization, 


 Southern Idaho Magistrate Commission, Trans IV, Youth Council, Citizen Finance and Planning Committee. 
 
Rebecca Sojka to serve on the Building Inspections Department Advisory Committee, Public Works, Planning & Zoning 
Commission, Youth Council. 
 
Will Kezele to serve on the Fire Department, Compensation Task Force, Greater Twin Falls Transportation Recreation Center 
Task Force, Airport Advisory Board. 
 
Dave Johnson to serve on the Citizen Finance & Planning Committee, Chamber of Commerce, Reimbursement Improvement 
Commission, Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee, Police Department. 
 
Greg Lanting to serve on the Golf Advisory Board, Historic Preservation Committee, Traffic Safety Commission, Compensation 


 Task Force 
 
The following has been completed:  Council Seat Selection Task Force and Recycle Task Force. 


 
3. Consideration to approve Debbie Dane, 2122 Julie Lane, to serve as a Library Trustee. 


 
Library Director Ash stated that the current Board of Trustees of the Twin Falls Library requests that Debbie Dane, who resides 
at 2122 Julie Lane, Twin Falls, be appointed by the City Council to serve as a Library Trustee for a full term of office from 
January 1, 2011 through December 2015. 
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MOTION: 
Councilperson Johnson made the motion to appoint Debbie Dane to serve as a Library Trustee for a full term of office from 
January 1, 2011 through December 2015.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Kezele and roll call vote showed all 
members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
Debbie Dane was present to accept her appointment. 
 
Susan Ash gave an update on the Library. 


 
4. Consideration of a request to award the bids for the following parts of the 2010 Water System Improvement Project for arsenic 


compliance:  Part 1 – Booster Pump Station, Part – 5 South Well Blending project. 
 
 


Public Works Director Caton gave a review of the scope project. 
 
Staff and J-U-B Engineers recommend that the Council award the construction contracts to:  
Part 1 – Booster Station: $2,463,526.71 to Stutzman, Inc., 
Part 5  - South Well Blending $533,360.83 to Stuzman, Inc. 
 
Mark Holtzen, J-U-B Engineers, gave a review of the bids received for Part 1 and Part 5.  Bid Schedule Base Bid Schedule A is 
a base bid.  Bid Schedule, Additive Alternate Bid Schedule “B” is an added alternate, is not necessary, but is beneficial to the 
project.   Bid Schedule Alternate Bid Schedule “C” is for upsizing the generator.  Staff and J-U-B recommend adding Part B to 
the project.   
 
Discussion followed: 
Engineer’s Estimates 
 
City Manager Courtney stated the City chose to blend with the south wells.  It is a way to bring the south wells back in without 
bringing in the confirmation process.  Apparently EPA does this as a formality.   


 
 MOTION: 


Vice Mayor Lanting made the motion to award the 2010 Water System Improvement Project for arsenic compliance:  
Part 1 – Booster Pump Station Part – 5 South Well Blending project to Stutzman, Inc.  as follows: 
Base Bid Schedule “A”   $2,463,526.71 
Additive Alternate Bid Price Schedule “B”  $  137,692.65 
Total Contract Price    $2,601,219.36 
 
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Clow and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  
Approved 7 to 0. 


  
5. Presentation of a proposed partnership with the Blue Lakes Rotary Club on the development of the South Estates Park. 


 
 
Don Acheson, Vice President of the Blue Lakes Rotary Club, explained the request. 
 
Discussion followed. 
 
Mayor Hall asked if an arrangement had been made with the Boys and Girls Club. 
 
Parks & Recreation Director Bowyer stated that he has a call into Sam Fowler to work with the Boys and Girls Club. 
 
Parks & Recreation Director Bowyer stated for clarification that the City has a commitment to have a restroom.  
 


 Councilperson Clow stated that Morning Sun does not have a restroom but is on a priority list. 
 
 Councilperson Mills Sojka stated her support of the Blue Lakes Rotary Club.   
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The Parks & Recreation Commission recommends that the City Council support the Blue Lakes Rotary project at South Estates 
Park and develop the restroom and related site improvements over a time frame which the budget and City project priorities 
allow. 


 
The City Council supports the Blue Lakes Rotary project at South Estates Park to develop the restroom and related site 
improvements over a time frame which the budget and City project priorities allow. 


 
 Councilperson Craig thanked Don Acheson and Blue Lakes Rotary Club.   
 


MOTION: 
Councilperson Craig made a motion to support the Blue Lakes Rotary project at South Estates Park to develop the restroom 
and related site improvements over a time frame which the budget and City project priorities allow.  The motion was seconded 
by Councilperson Lanting and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 


 
6. Consideration of a request to fund roadway improvements on Eastland Drive. 


 
City Engineer Fields explained the request.  Eastland Drive is experiencing significant localized failures.  The area has been 
patched.  The base is old or ancient and much of the roadway is due for reconstruction.  The Transportation Master Plan, 
completed in 2009, focused on addressing capacity issues.   
 
Discussion: 
Vice Mayor Lanting asked if the level of service would help if trucks were not allowed on Eastland. 
 
City Engineer Fields stated that anytime you restrict access you gain capacity.  Trucks on Eastland need to make deliveries on 
Eastland.  Staff plans to bring this back to the City Council with the pros and cons of restricting trucks on Eastland.   
 
Councilperson Kezele asked if the road was designed for trucks. 
 
City Engineer Fields stated that she believed that the road was designed for trucks.   
 
Councilperson Craig asked what kinds of trucks are being discussed to ban on Eastland Drive. 
 
City Engineer Fields stated that the City may decide if permitting is required and permit in terms of certain load configuration.   
 
Mayor Hall stated the Council would like to see the road built for big trucks. 
 
Councilperson Johnson asked if Eastland carries some highway destination.  City Engineer Fields stated Eastland Drive is a 
city street and is comparable to Washington Street, with an arterial designation.   
 
City Engineer Fields explained different areas in the City that roads are failing using overhead projections. 
 
Assistant City Manager Rothweiler discussed the funding of Eastland Drive and other projects presented by City Engineer 
Fields.  The FY 2011 Budget did not fund this series of projects.  The request is to fund this work by utilizing reserves from the 
Sanitation fund, the Capital Improvement funds, the return of $2.1 million from ITD for the advancement of construction on 
Washington Street North and some General Fund Reserves.  A budget amendment would be prepared to reflect this direction if 
chosen. 
 
Discussion followed. 
-Return of 2.1 million from ITD from the construction of the Washington Street Project. 
-Assistant City Manager Rothweiler stated that the foregone balance is roughly $1,000,000.   
-The general fund is for operation costs, excluding all capital acquisition. 


 -The projects discussed by City Engineer Fields could be completed within two years. 
  


City Manager Courtney explained the City of Twin Falls Major Fund Reserves 30-Sep-10, including General Fund, Streets, 
Capital Improvement and Sanitation. 
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka asked for clarification for the long term plan for the City. 
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City Engineer Fields stated that after working on repair of lanes, at some point in time, the city will be addressing payment.  The 
City was not allowed to participate in the State Transportation Program because of use of local urban funds were used to work 
on the Washington Street project.  Staff will apply for STP funds for 2011. 
 


 Councilperson Mills Sojka would like to have further discussion on alternatives for the projects presented. 
 
 Assistant City Manager Rothweiler stated that staff can bring back different proposals to the Council from best options to 
 plausible options.   
 


City Engineer Fields stated that the intent is not to pave the full width of the pavement.  As far as the depth of pavement, it is 
not considered a patch job.    
 
Council directed staff to bring back different proposals and options.   


 
7. Consideration of a 2nd one (1) year extension on the approval of the Final Plat for Pioneer Estates Subdivision, consisting of 


13.84 (+/-)  acres with 44 single family residential lots on property located at the northwest corner of Filer Avenue East and 
Meadowview Lane North, c/o The Land Group. 


 
Community Development Director Humble reviewed the request.   
 
Staff recommend approval of a 2nd  1-year extension of the filing requirement on the final plat for Pioneer Estates Subdivision 
subject to the original four conditions of approval: 


1. Subject to final technical review by the City Engineering Department and Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with 
all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 


2. Subject to arterial and collector streets adjacent and within the property being rebuilt or built to current City standards 
upon development of the property. 


3. Subject to Department of Parks and Recreation approval of the landscaping plans and open fencing required for lots 
located adjacent to the proposed walking paths. 


4. Subject to compliance with minimum lot sizes as per City Code 10-4-3.3(B) 
 


If the request is approved the extension will expire on February 2, 2012. 
 
 
MOTION: 
Vice Mayor Lanting made the motion to approve a 2nd  1-year extension of the filing requirement on the final plat for Pioneer 
Estates Subdivision to expire on February 2, 2012, and  subject to the original four conditions of approval: 


1. Subject to final technical review by the City Engineering Department and Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with 
all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 


2. Subject to arterial and collector streets adjacent and within the property being rebuilt or built to current City standards 
upon development of the property. 


3. Subject to Department of Parks and Recreation approval of the landscaping plans and open fencing required for lots 
located adjacent to the proposed walking paths. 


4. Subject to compliance with minimum lot sizes as per City Code 10-4-3.3(B)  
 


The motion was seconded by Councilperson Kezele and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 


 
 


8. Consideration of adoption of one (1) ordinance for a request for a Zoning Title Amendment that would amend Twin Falls City 
Code by adding a new City Code Section 10-4-23:  Residential Business District, c/o City of Twin Falls (app. 2400).   


 
Planning & Zoning Director Humble stated that a proposed ordinance has been prepared as directed by the Council and is 
recommended for adoption as submitted.  Proposed Ordinance 2998. 


 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Johnson made the motion to suspend the rules and place Ordinance #2998, entitled: 


AN ORDINANCE OF TH CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO, AMENDING THE TWIN FALLS CITY 
CODE BY THE ADDITION OF A NEW SECTION 10-4-23, PROVIDING FOR THE RB RESIDENTIAL BUSINESS ZONE. 
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on third and final reading by title only.   The motion was seconded by Councilperson Craig and roll call vote showed 
Councilpersons Clow, Craig, Hall, Johnson Kezele and Lanting voted in favor of the motion.  Councilperson Mills Sojka voted 
against the motion.  Approved 6 to 1. 
 
Deputy City Clerk Sanchez read the ordinance title. 


 
 MOTION: 


Councilperson Johnson made the motion to adopt Ordinance #2998 as presented.  The motion was seconded by 
Councilperson Craig and roll call vote showed Councilpersons Clow, Craig, Hall, Johnson Kezele and Lanting voted in favor of 
the motion.  Councilperson Mills Sojka voted against the motion.  Approved 6 to 1. 


 
9. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council.  None. 


 
III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 
IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 P.M.  – None. 


 
V. ADJOURNMENT:  The meeting adjourned at 7:43 P.M. 
 
Leila A. Sanchez 
Deputy City Clerk/City Manager’s Office 
 







COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
LANCE   TRIP    DON     DAVID E.   WILLIAM A.  GREG    REBECCA   
CLOW    CRAIG   HALL    JOHNSON       KEZELE   LANTING   MILLS SOJKA 
         Mayor             Vice Mayor 


 
 
 
 
 


 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER:   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. 


AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 
1. Consideration of accounts payable for January 4 – 10, 2011. 


Action 
 


Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 


II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  
Declaration of emergency for expenditure of funds for repair of sewer manholes and lines 
in Rock Creek. Proposed Resolution 1862. 


1. Consideration of a request to present POST Certificates to the following individuals 
before the Twin Falls City Council:  Officer Simon Rodriguez, Jeremy Trump, Joel 
Woodward, Preston Stephenson, Cynthia Levings, and Staff Sergeant Anthony 
Barnhart. 


2. Request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from R-4 to C-1  
Business   Park PUD to develop a planned commercial development on 70 (+/-) acres 
located at the southeast corner of Pole Line Road and Washington Street North, c/o 
Gerald Martens/EHM Engineering Inc. on behalf of BCM&W, KLS&M, and Canyon 
Vista Family Limited Partnership, Lazy J Ranch – Linda Wells.  (app.2389)  
WITHDRAWN BY THE APPLICANT.   TO BE HEARD AS A PUBLIC HEARING ON 
FEBRUARY 7, 2011 AT 6:00 P.M.  


3. Presentation of a proposal from the Twin Falls Rotary Club on the development of the 
CSI Connection Trail. 


4. Consideration of a request to authorize the Mayor to sign a resolution supporting the 
project submittal packet to the Local Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC). 


5. Consideration of a request to authorize the City Attorney to proceed with the judicial 
confirmation process to determine if improvements to the wastewater system can be 
financed as an “ordinary and necessary” expense. 


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


 
Action 
 
Presentation 
 
 
 
Action 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Presentation 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 


 
Jackie Fields 
 
Jim Munn/ 
Brian Pike 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
 
 
 
TFRC/ 
Dennis Bowyer 
Jacqueline Fields 
 
Tom Courtney 
Fritz Wonderlich 
 


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


1. Request for an Amendment to PUD Agreement #220, and for a Zoning District Change 
and Zoning Map Amendment by incorporating 2 acres (+/-) located west of the western 
boundary of the PUD Agreement #220 from R-4 to C-1 PUD to allow for a planned 
commercial development and to amend the land uses in PUD Agreement #220 to allow 
for commercial uses other than an automobile dealership or associated businesses on 
property located on the south side of the 600 block of Pole Line Road, c/o Gerald 
Martens, EHM Engineering, Inc., on behalf of Capella Corp on behalf of the Crumb 
Group. (app.2407) 


2. Request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 to C-1 
PUD to develop a planned commercial development on 29 (+/-) acres located on the 
south side of the 1200 & 1300 blocks of Pole Line Road West, c/o James & Anna 
McCormick, Gary Nelson, Blass, Inc., Gerald Martens, Evan Robertson, Dirk Gibson, 
Daniel Komen, Stephen George and Kirby Dahl. (app.2406) 


 
Action 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Action 


 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mitch Humble 


V.  ADJOURNMENT:     


Minutes 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 


January 10, 2011 
City Council Chambers 


305 3rd Avenue East Twin Falls, Idaho 







Minutes 
January 10, 2011 
Page 2 of 7 
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT:  Lance W. Clow, Trip Craig, Don Hall, David Johnson, Will Kezele, Rebecca Mills Sojka 
 
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS ABSENT: Gregory Lanting. 
      
STAFF PRESENT:   City Manager Tom Courtney, City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich, Assistant City Manager Travis 


Rothweiler, Community Development Director Mitch Humble, City Engineer Jacqueline Fields, 
Chief Jim Munn, Parks & Recreation Director Dennis Bowyer, Lieutenant Craig Stotts, Deputy 
City Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila Sanchez.   


 
Mayor Hall called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He invited all present, who wished to, to recite the Pledge of Allegiance to the 
Flag with him.  Rachel Fields Girls Scouts Troop 6 sponsored by the Immanuel Lutheran Church led the Pledge of Allegiance.  A 
quorum was present.  Mayor Hall introduced City staff. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:  None 
 
PROCLAMATION:  2011 Martin Luther King Jr. Day of Service  
 
The Proclamation was read by Mayor Don Hall and presented to Kelly Johnson and Bruce Stevens from the College of 
Southern Idaho. 


 
AGENDA ITEMS 


I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 
1. Consideration of accounts payable for January 4 – 10, 2011, total:$219,402.04 
        Payroll, January 7, 2011, total:  $112,874.56. 
 


MOTION:   
Councilperson Kezele made the motion to approve the Consent Calendar as presented.  The motion was seconded by 
Councilperson Johnson and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6-0. 


 
 
II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:  


Declaration of emergency for expenditure of funds for repair of sewer manholes and lines in Rock Creek. Proposed 
Resolution 1862. 


 
City Engineer Fields reviewed the request.  The City of Twin Falls discovered that two manholes associated with sewer lines 
on the west side of Rock Creek are deteriorated and there is a danger of wastewater flowing into Rock Creek.  The City 
Engineer has identified a method of repairing manholes and sewer lines.  The Wastewater System Fund has sufficient 
reserves to pay the estimated costs of the necessary construction.  Overhead projections of the project were shown and 
repairs explained.   


 
 Discussion followed: 
 -Causes of corrosion. 
 City Engineer Fields stated that the City is looking for alternate materials at the other locations.   
 
 -Councilperson Craig asked what the cost is of the repairs and where the money would come from.  


City Manager Courtney stated that the intent is to divert money from the northeast sewer project and have the northeast sewer 
project come back in a year.   


 
City Engineer Fields stated that the estimated costs of repairs are $120,000.  The design work has not been completed and 
will be done by Riedesel Engineering for the manhole off of Market Street and the other manhole design will be done in house.  
The City is in ownership of both manholes.  The manholes are hard to access but typically manholes are inspected regularly.   
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 MOTION: 


Councilperson Johnson  made the motion to adopt Resolution 1862, entitled:  A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO, DECLARING AN EMERGENCY TO PERMIT EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS TO REPAIR 
MANHOLES AND SEWER LINES IN ROCK CREEK CANYON.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Clow and roll 
call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 


 
1. Consideration of a request to present POST Certificates to the following individuals before the Twin Falls City Council:  


Officers Simon Rodriguez, Jeremy Trump, Joel Woodward, Preston Stephenson, Cynthia Levings, and Staff Sergeant 
Anthony Barnhart. 


 
   Lieutenant Stotts reviewed the request. 
 
   Chief Jim Munn, Mayor Hall and Councilperson Johnson presented certificates.    
 


2. Request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from R-4 to C-1  Business   Park PUD to develop a 
planned commercial development on 70 (+/-) acres located at the southeast corner of Pole Line Road and Washington 
Street North, c/o Gerald Martens/EHM Engineering Inc. on behalf of BCM&W, KLS&M, and Canyon Vista Family Limited 
Partnership, Lazy J Ranch – Linda Wells.  (app.2389)  WITHDRAWN BY THE APPLICANT.   TO BE HEARD AS A 
PUBLIC HEARING ON FEBRUARY 7, 2011 AT 6:00 P.M.  


 
3. Presentation of a proposal from the Twin Falls Rotary Club on the development of the CSI Connection Trail. 


 
Chris Scholes reviewed the request.  The Rotary Club proposes to construct a trail from North College Road to Pole Line 
Road and to have the City of Twin Falls accept the trail into their system and to maintain the trail.  On overhead projection 
he showed the “Proposed Joint Use Trail.”  


 
 The College of Southern Idaho Foundation has granted right of way access.  Gary Young will be the Engineer on this 
 project.   
 
 Disclosure to the City Attorney Wonderlich from the following Councilpersons. 
 Mayor Hall is employed by the College of Southern Idaho 
 Dave Johnson disclosed that he is a member of the Rotary Club. 
 Rebecca Will Sojka is part-time employed by the College of Southern Idaho. 
 
 Discussion followed: 
  


Chris Scholes stated that the surface is to match what is existing on the Canyon Rim trail and the biggest cost item on the 
project is crossing the coulee.  


 
Parks & Recreation Director Bowyer reviewed the request. 


 
The Parks & Recreation Commission recommends that the City Council accepts this proposal from the Twin Falls Rotary 
Club to construct this trail section and to accept the trail into their system and maintain the trail.  Staff concurs with the 
recommendation. 


 
 Discussion followed: 


Chris Scholes stated that the Twin Falls Rotary Club has been working with the College of Southern Idaho Foundation.  
 
The northern section of the trail would be a temporary trail as it will align between Lazy J and Fawnbrook Apartments 
which will become Harrison Street, south of Pole Line.  Once there is development of the Lazy J property, the trail should 
align along the Perrine Coulee, which will connect with the tunnel under Pole Line at the coulee.  
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-Councilperson Johnson asked what obligations are placed on future development of the Lazy J property. 
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that the property owners have an obligation to build a trail along the 
 coulee if developed according to the Master Trail Plan. 
 
 Discussion followed on a flood plain along the coulee in the Lazy J Mobile Home Park. 
 


MOTION: 
Councilperson Craig made the motion to approve to accept the proposal from the Twin Falls Rotary Club to construct the 
trail section and the City to accept the trail into their system and maintain the trail.  The motion was seconded by 
Councilperson Johnson. 
 
Curtis Eaton stated for clarification that the proposed trail alignment is only conceptual at this time, exact alignment will be 
determined later.  
 
 Roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 


 
4. Consideration of a request to authorize the Mayor to sign a resolution supporting the project submittal packet to the Local 


Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC). 
 


City Engineer Fields reviewed the request.  The City of Twin Falls has been invited to submit a project application to 
LHTAC for prioritization and placement in the Local-Urban program of the State Transportation Investment Program 
(STIP).  The funds that could be available to the City are $3,117,833.  The City’s share is 7.34%. Specific requirements 
for the application of STIP funding were explained. 


 
Approval of the resolution is required to make submittal for the federal aid project.  If the project is successful and is 
placed in the STIP, the City will be responsible for providing the local match when design actions are intended to occur.  
The design year should be 2012 or 2013.  
 
The resolution indicates that the City Council has knowledge of the application’s submittal and of the estimated local 


 share.  Staff recommends that the Council approve the request as presented. 
 
Discussion followed: 
-Councilperson Mills Sojka asked how Eastland Drive would tie into the project. 
 
City Engineer Fields stated that in order to get into the STIP, the concept is to look at a five year program.  The 


 projection from Hillcrest to past Addison will not make the five year condition.   
 


MOTION:  
Councilperson Johnson made a motion to adopt Resolution 1863, entitled:   
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO, SUPPORTING THE 
PROJECT IDENTIFICATION SUBMITTAL FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF POLELINE RD NE & EASTLAND 
DR N TO THE LOCAL HIGHWAY TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE COUNCIL (LHTAC). TOTAL PROJECT COST 
ESTIMATE IS $3,178,000, WHICH WILL REQUIRE $232,948 OF LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS AVAILABLE 
FROM THE CITY FOR TWIN FALLS, IDAHO. 


 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO, THAT THE MAYOR IS 
HEREBY AUTHORIZED AND DIRECTED TO SIGN THE PROJECT IDENTIFICATION PACKET AND SUBMIT 
TO LHTAC FOR PRIORITIZATION. 


 
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Kezele and roll call vote showed all members present voted in 
favor of the motion.  Approved  6 to 0. 


 
5. Consideration of a request to authorize the City Attorney to proceed with the judicial confirmation process to determine if 


improvements to the wastewater system can be financed as an “ordinary and necessary” expense. 
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City Manager Courtney reviewed the request.   
 
He reviewed the Wastewater Fund Maintenance/Capital Replacement Projects 


1. Replacement of the ultraviolet disinfection system. ($2,659,000) 
2. Replacement of sludge dewatering equipment. ($1,706,000) 
3. Construction of a redundant fine screen system at the headworks of the plant ($289,000) 
4. Updating of aeration systems in three basins ($118,000) 
5. Add backup system – Rock Creek Lift station  ($2,750,000) 


 
Staff recommends the Council: 


1. Authorize the City Attorney to proceed with the judicial confirmation process. 
2. Instruct staff to work with the Finance Committee to develop funding options to cover project costs 


 
These staff recommendations allow the City to continue working toward design and construction of the projects outlined 
above.  Commitment of funds will not occur until the City Council awards bids to construct the improvements. 
 
Discussion followed: 
 
-City Attorney Wonderlich reviewed the judicial confirmation process.   
 
City Manager Courtney stated that all of the equipment as discussed is essential for the operation of the treatment plant 
or the moving of wastewater in the south part of town in order not to violate EPA regulations. 
 
Assistant City Manager Rothweiler reviewed the Idaho State Bond Bank commitment letter, required to allow the City to 
proceed with the judicial confirmation process. 


 
The Citizen and Finance Committee will be reviewing the proposed project with a recommendation to the Council. 


 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Johnson made a motion to authorize the City Attorney to proceed with the judicial confirmation process to 
determine if improvements to the wastewater system can be financed as an “ordinary and necessary” expense and 
instructed staff to work with the Citizen Finance Planning Commission to develop funding options to cover project costs.  
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Kezele and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 


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


 
Councilperson Clow gave an update on the Youth Council meeting on January 10, 2011.  Instruction was given to staff to 
check monies available to allow some member of the Youth Council the opportunity to attend the AIC Conference. 
 
Mayor Hall stated that the Twin Falls Today Sponsor - State of the City will be held on April 12, 2011.  Details will be 
following 
 
Council pictures will take place on February 7, 2011, at Addison Photography located at 2133 Addison Avenue East. 
 
Recess at 6:30 P.M. 
Reconvened at 6:40 P.M. 


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


1. Request for an Amendment to PUD Agreement #220, and for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment by 
incorporating 2 acres (+/-) located west of the western boundary of the PUD Agreement #220 from R-4 to C-1 PUD to 
allow for a planned commercial development and to amend the land uses in PUD Agreement #220 to allow for 
commercial uses other than an automobile dealership or associated businesses on property located on the south side of 
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the 600 block of Pole Line Road, c/o Gerald Martens, EHM Engineering, Inc., on behalf of Capella Corp on behalf of the 
Crumb Group. (app.2407) 


 
Gerald Martens, EHM Engineers, spoke on behalf of the applicant and explained the request.   The applicants request the 
property to be rezoned from R-4 to C-1 to allow development as part of a commercial subdivision with adjacent property 
under the same ownership.  The access restrictions and utility location made concurrent development essential.  The 
request is compatible with the surrounding uses and in conformance with the City of Twin Falls Comprehensive Plan.   
 
Community Development Director Humble reviewed the request.   
 
On December 14, 2010, the Planning & Zoning Commission unanimously recommended approval 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 arterial and collector streets adjacent and within the property being dedicated to the City of Twin Falls and 


to be rebuilt or built to current City standards upon development or change of use of the property. 
3. Subject to development meeting or exceeding C-1 District code requirements and requirement improvements (10-11-


1 through 9). 
4. Subject to completion of a minimum 6’ sight obscuring screening fence along the entire southern boundary of the 


PUD property by June 1, 2011. 
5. Subject to compliance with the Amended PUD Agreement #220. 
 
Staff would ask to amend condition #5 to include the following:  Subject to compliance with the “recorded” Amended PUD 
Agreement #220, to include a revised Master Development Plan, prior to approval and recordation of the final plat. 


 
   Discussion followed: 
   Gerald Martens said that the applicant would present a preliminary plat to the Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
   The public hearing portion of the hearing was opened and closed with no input. 
 
   Discussion followed on a screening fencing between commercial and residential property. 
    
   The public hearing is now closed 
 


MOTION: 
Councilperson Johnson made a motion to approve the Amendment to PUD Agreement #220, and for a Zoning District 
Change and Zoning Map Amendment by incorporating 2 acres (+/-) located west of the western boundary of the PUD 
Agreement #220 from R-4 to C-1 PUD to allow for a planned commercial development and to amend the land uses in 
PUD Agreement #220 to allow for commercial uses other than an automobile dealership or associated businesses on 
property located on the south side of the 600 block of Pole Line Road, c/o Gerald Martens, EHM Engineering, Inc., on 
behalf of Capella Corp on behalf of the Crumb Group. (app.2407) as presented with the following five 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 arterial and collector streets adjacent and within the property being dedicated to the City of Twin Falls and 


to be rebuilt or built to current City standards upon development or change of use of the property. 
3. Subject to development meeting or exceeding C-1 District code requirements and requirement improvements (10-11-


1 through 9). 
4. Subject to completion of a minimum 6’ sight obscuring screening fence along the entire southern boundary of the 


PUD property by June 1, 2011. 
5. Subject to compliance with the “recorded” Amended PUD Agreement #220, to include a revised Master Development 


Plan, prior to approval and recordation of the final plat. 
 
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Kezele and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 
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2. Request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 to C-1 PUD to develop a planned 
commercial development on 29 (+/-) acres located on the south side of the 1200 & 1300 blocks of Pole Line Road West, 
c/o James & Anna McCormick, Gary Nelson, Blass, Inc., Gerald Martens, Evan Robertson, Dirk Gibson, Daniel Komen, 
Stephen George and Kirby Dahl. (app.2406) 


 
Gerald Martens, EHM Engineers, representing the applicant explained the request. The request is to allow for rezone of 
the property and development of a master plan and development agreement that will allow the property to be developed 
in phases as a C-1 Planned Unit Development.  The proposed use is in conformance with the City of Twin Falls 
Comprehensive Plan.  Uses of the property will be limited to those uses appropriate to a C-1 zoning and as further 
restricted in the C-1 Planned Unit Development Agreement. 


 
Community Development Director Humble stated that on December 14, 2010, the Planning & Zoning Commission 
unanimously recommended approval of this request presented, with the following conditions: 
1. Subject to amendments as required by Building, Engineering, Fire and Zoning officials to ensure compliance with all 


applicable City Code requirements and Standards. 
2. Subject to arterial and collector streets adjacent and with the property being dedicated to the City of Twin Falls and to 


be rebuilt or built to current City standards upon development of the property. 
3. Subject to complete the design approval of Cheney Drive West being constructed to ½-width and per City Standards. 


 
Staff would ask to add a condition #4:  Subject to an approved and recorded PUD Agreement, to include a Master 
Development Plan, prior to approval and recordation of a final plat. 
 
Discussion followed: 
Councilperson Clow asked where the accesses are located on Fieldstream and signage. 
 
Gerald Martens stated that the only access is in the northwest corner.  Another alternative would   go past the new private 
school.  There would be a second access.  The signage does follow the basic sign ordinances. 


 
  The public hearing was opened and closed with no input.   
 
 The public hearing was closed.     
 
 Councilperson Johnson made the motion to approve the Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 to 


 C-1 PUD to develop a planned commercial development on 29 (+/-) acres located on the south side of the 1200 & 1300 
blocks of Pole Line Road West, c/o James & Anna McCormick, Gary Nelson, Blass, Inc., Gerald Martens, Evan Robertson, 
Dirk Gibson, Daniel Komen, Stephen George and Kirby Dahl. (app.2406) as presented with the following conditions: 


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


2. Subject to arterial and collector streets adjacent and with the property being dedicated to the City of Twin Falls and to 
be rebuilt or built to current City standards upon development of the property. 


3. Subject to complete the design approval of Cheney Drive West being constructed to ½-width and per City Standards. 
4.  Subject to an approved and recorded PUD Agreement, to include a Master Development Plan, prior to approval and 


recordation of a final plat. 
 


   The motion was seconded by Councilperson Kezele and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the 
   motion. 
  
V.  ADJOURNMENT:  The meeting adjourned at 7:02 P.M. 
 
Leila A. Sanchez 
City Manager’s Office 
 





		I.2.01-03-2011, Minutes 

		I.3.01-10-2011, Minutes










 1 


 
 


 
Request:   Presentation of Twin Falls Fire Department Level II Firefighter Certification to Sean Burgess. 
Background: 
Chief Clark would like to take this opportunity to recognize Firefighter Sean Burgess for completing his Twin 
Falls Fire Department Firefighter Level II Certification.  This fire service training includes classes and 
coursework on various subjects including First Responder Certification, Hazardous Materials Operations, 
Building Construction, Arson Detection for First Responders, and Extrication Operations.  Firefighter 
Burgess has dedicated many hours for classes and self-study to successfully complete this Level II 
certification program.     
 
 
 
 
Budget Impact: 
None 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
None 
 
Conclusion: 
 


January 24, 2011, City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Ron Clark, Fire Chief 












3 January 2011 


Twin Falls City Council 


PO Box 1907 


Twin Falls, ID  83303-1907 


 


Dear Twin Falls City Council Members: 


Thank you Mayor Hall for taking my call Monday regarding the China Mountain Wind Farm.  I appreciate 
the opportunity to come before the Council for no longer than 15 minutes next Monday to request 
support for wind energy development within the Jarbidge Draft Resource Management Plan.  I am 
enclosing a copy of the China Mountain Wind Fact Sheet and the corresponding China Mountain Wind 
Project Economic Impacts Summary. 


 


As you will see, the economic benefits to the Twin Falls communities could be pretty significant.  For 
your information, we have been garnering community support for several months now, from folks like 
CSI (and their Wind Energy and Environmental Technology Programs), the Twin Falls Chamber of 
Commerce, TF County Commissioners, District 23 & 24 Legislators, and many others.  Please feel free to 
logon to our website:  www.chinamountainwind.com for more information.  We are in the process of 
developing a Community Page, too, which will highlight our support of the Twin Falls County 4-H and 
FFA Fat Stock Sale, our commitment to working with the CSI Renewable Energy Club, and our 
participation with the Twin Falls Chamber of Commerce. 


 


Thank you for your time, and I will be available to answer whatever questions you may have.  I look 
forward to visiting with the Council next Monday. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


Laurie Lickley, Community Relations Rep. 


RES Americas/China Mountain Wind Project 


laurie.lickley@res-americas.com 


s, ID 
83303-1907Mailing Address: 
PO Box 1907 
Twin Falls, ID 
83303-1907 


 



http://www.chinamountainwind.com/�





CHINA MOUNTAIN
WIND PROJECT


Fact Sheet:


About the Project


The China Mountain Wind Project is a


proposed wind energy project being


developed by China Mountain Wind, LLC,


(a subsidiary of RES America Develop-


ments Inc.), and NV Energy. Located in


Twin Falls County, Idaho and Elko County,


Nevada, the project will bring renewable


energy, new job creation, and economic


benefits to the region. The project


will consist of up to 200 wind turbines


producing up to 400 MW depending upon


final choice of turbine equipment. It will


generate enough renewable energy to


power more than 100,000 homes accord-


ing to statistics provided by the American


Wind Energy Association (AWEA). The


China Mountain Wind Project will be


developed on approximately 30,000 acres


of Bureau of Land Management (BLM)


property, Idaho Department of Lands


property and private land. The project


will have a footprint of approximately


900 acres (including 700 acres of tempo-


rary footprint that will be restored after


construction activities end). The China


Mountain Wind Project reflects a commit-


ment to environmental sustainability


and will provide clean and sustainable


renewable energy for years to come.


Ideal Location


The proposed project site has among the


best winds in Idaho and Nevada. There is


good access to the site, limited impacts


on area residences and the environment,


and proximity to existing transmission


facilities. All these aspects make this


a cost-effective wind project that will


serve electric utility customers, provide


local economic benefits and revenues,


and fund innovative wildlife habitat


restoration and conservation.


Sage-Grouse Conservation Plan


China Mountain Wind, LLC and NV Energy


will voluntarily institute a comprehensive


conservation plan designed specifically


to protect the sage-grouse from any


potential negative impacts associated


with the China Mountain Wind Project.


This multi-million dollar plan provides a


framework for evaluation of impacts, as-


sessment of habitat quality, and identifi-


cation of appropriate on and off-site


mitigation measures. The conservation


plan also will provide on-site restoration


activities and avoidance and minimiza-


tion efforts to protect existing habitat.


The plan provides a method for calculating


impacts to sage-grouse habitat. Habitat


units impacted will be identified and


assessed for quality prior to construction.


In order to avoid and minimize habitat


disruption, China Mountain Wind, LLC


and NV Energy re-routed a transmission


line to avoid active sage-grouse leks and


higher quality sage-grouse habitat and


located the operations and maintenance


building within the footprint of the


construction site compound. China


Mountain Wind, LLC, NV Energy, and


the BLM have developed a number of


alternative layouts for the project,


several of which have been designed


to avoid or minimize impacts to habitat


or migration corridors thought to be


important to sage-grouse.


China Mountain Wind, LLC and NV Energy


will implement seasonal timing restrictions


on construction and operations mainte-


nance activities and develop wildlife


education programs for operations staff.


Mitigation efforts will consist of a


compensatory mitigation fund and con-


tingency fund for conservation and


restoration efforts to provide a net


benefit to sage-grouse habitat. China


Mountain Wind, LLC and NV Energy also


are committed to conducting unprece-


dented research to monitor potential


impacts of the project on the local


sage-grouse populations for a minimum


of five years.
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Questions and Answers


Q. What are the economic benefits?


A. Project revenues will support local
services and schools. Over the 30-year


project life, Twin Falls county is


expected to receive $33.4 million in tax


revenues and Elko county is expected to


receive $18.8 million in tax revenues. A


recent economic impacts study estimates


the project will create 396 to 749 full


and part-time temporary jobs during


construction and estimates 24 to 46 full


and part-time jobs will be created for


the operation phase of the project.


Q. What about the environment?


A. China Mountain Wind, LLC and NV


Energy strongly believe in environmental


stewardship as a component of renewable


energy development and have taken


action to avoid and minimize impacts to


existing species and to land in and


around the project site. Developing the


project in this optimal location has


allowed China Mountain Wind, LLC


and NV Energy to channel additional


resources to fund a comprehensive sage-


grouse conservation plan as well as


other measures to reduce the project’s


environmental impact.


Q. How will the wind turbines affect


the view?


A. Turbines associated with this project
will have minimal visual and audio


impacts. Some turbines will be visible


from the HWY 93 corridor between Twin


Falls and Jackpot, while others would be


further to the west and not visible from


the highway. Exact placements would


take potential visibility into account,


and visual simulation analysis is being


conducted from key view points to


present what the turbines will look like


once erected.


C H I N A M O U N TA I N
W I N D P R O J E C T


Contact:


Suzanne Leta Liou, Development Manager
(503) 219-9000 x4
Suzanne.liou@res-americas.com


Laurie Lickley, Community Relations Representative
(208) 420-7975
Laurie.lickley@res-americas.com


www.chinamountainwind.com
www.res-americas.com
www.nvenergy.com
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China Mountain Wind Project Economic Impacts Summary
Project Location:  Twin Falls County, ID & Elko County, NV, 
 10+ mi. west of Jackpot, NV, 40 mi. SW of Twin Falls  
Project Size: 30,628 acres of BLM, Idaho & private land 
Permanent Footprint:  227 acres 
Generating Capacity: 170 2.3MW turbines = 391 MW 
Project Proponents:  RES Americas & NV Energy 
Expected Life of Project:  25 years 
 
Economic Impacts:  Temporary construction impacts must 
be calculated separately from permanent annual impacts of 
operation.A project construction budget of $705 million was 
developed with the help of RES engineers, based on costs 
from past projects, scaled to China Mt. where possible.  The 
vast majority, 93.2% of project costs will be for equipment 
and labor located outside the 2-county region.  Local 
purchases were run through an IMPLAN input-output model 
of the 2-county economy, in order to estimate the indirect 
effects (hiring & purchases made by those supplying good 
and services to the Project) and induced effects (the spending 
of earnings by employees and businesses from the Project).  
These are commonly called “multiplier” or “ripple” effects.) 
 
Direct project costs of $705 million lead to total construction 
economic output of $737.1 million.  Local labor spending 
estimated at $29.4 million leads to total labor effects of $41.4 
million.  Local hires are concentrated in building roads, 
trenching and laying cable, building turbine foundations, and 
constructing O&M facilities.  An estimated 396 full and part-
time temporary jobs will be created during construction.  
With indirect and induced effects, the Project will create a 
total of 749 jobs during construction. (A separate estimate, 
taken directly from the construction budget, calls for the 
equivalent of 239 full-time employees for the two-year 
construction period
 


.) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The annual operating budget for the Project was estimated to 
be $9.2 million, excluding taxes.  The total economic impact 
was estimated to be $11.2 million annually.  Total labor 
income would be $3.1 million per year.  Direct jobs were 
estimated by IMPLAN to be 24, and a total of 46 full and part-


time jobs.  A separate direct hire estimate by the developer 
would be for 34 full-time employees. 
 


Impacts Outside the Region: The project will generate large 
amounts of economic benefit outside the 2-county region 
through the purchase of $628.5 million in capital goods and 
$28.4 million in outside labor.  One study estimates that 
about half the 8,000 parts in a wind turbine are made in the 
United States.  The project also creates environmental, 
international trade, and national security benefits for the 
nation in the renewable energy it generates  
 
Fiscal Impacts:  The Project generates tax revenues for local 
governments of both Twin Falls and Elko counties, as well as 
each state. Idaho presently waives the sales tax on 
construction of renewable energy projects. Idaho collects a 
wind energy tax of 3% of gross revenues in lieu of property 
tax.  It is estimated at $2 million per year, with the County, 
highway district, CSI, Castleford schools, ambulance district, 
pest abatement district, and cemetery district the 
beneficiaries.   
 
The Project would qualify for both sales and property tax 
partial abatements given to renewable energy projects in 
Nevada.  Nevada will receive $2.4 million from a reduced 
sales tax of 2.25%, and Elko County School District receives 
nearly all the sales tax revenue.   Elko County will receive $.64 
million in the first full year of operation, split among 12 
entities, with Elko County and county schools the largest 
beneficiaries.  Nevada will receive $.57 million.   
 
The present value of these local taxes over the 25 year life of 
the project exceeds $33 million for Twin Falls County taxing 
districts and $13.6 million for Elko County taxing districts. 
Elko County property taxes total $18.8 million, $7.6 million of 
which go to the State of Nevada.  The State of Idaho gets 
revenues with a present value of $8.6 million.  
 
Table ES-2  Summary of Fiscal Impacts of China Mountain Wind Project


Tax
Twin Falls 


County Idaho
Elko 


County Nevada
Present 
Value


Idaho Wind Energy Tax 2,012,785$   $33,472,260
Nevada Property Tax $638,359 $565,996 $18,788,522
NV Possessary Interest Tax Negligible
Idaho State Taxes -construction $1,763,500 $1,763,500
Idaho State Taxes -operations $409,000 $6,815,853
Nevada Sales Tax $2,426,000 $18,000 $2,444,000
Nevada Business Tax Uncertain
     Totals 2,012,785$   $2,172,500 $3,064,359 $583,996 $63,284,135  
 
Property Values, Recreation, and Community Services:  
Based on the location of the Project and an extensive 
literature review of community effects of wind farms, it 
appears unlikely that there will be significant impacts of the 
Project on property values, recreation, or community 
services. The preponderance of research on this issue 
suggests that there is no negative relationship between wind 
energy developments and property values.  Impacts to 
community services are either paid directly by the 
proponents or are compensated by the local taxes received. 


 Table ES-1  Summary of Estimated Impacts Construction and Operations
Construction Operations Present Value
(One-Time) (Annual) Project Total


Output (millions $)
Direct Effects $705.0 $9.2 $857.7
Indirect Effects $14.9 $1.1 $33.3
Induced Effects $17.1 $1.1 $35.0
Total Output Effects $737.1 $11.3 $926.0
Labor Income (millions $)
Direct Effects $29.4 $2.4 $70.1
Indirect Effects $5.4 $0.3 $10.5
Induced Effects $6.7 $0.4 $13.0
Total Income Effects $41.4 $3.1 $93.6
Employment (Jobs)
Direct Effects 396 24 n/a
Indirect Effects 157 9 n/a
Induced Effects 196 13 n/a
Total Employment Effects 749 46  


Note:  Totals may not add due to rounding.
          Employment includes both full and part-time jobs.


Economic Impact
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Request: 
Consideration of a request from the Twin Falls Highway District to waive the fees for their new maintenance 
facility building permit. 


Time Estimate: 
Following the applicant’s presentation, the staff presentation will take approximately 2 minutes. 


Background: 
The Twin Falls Highway District is proposing to construct a new maintenance facility on the corner of Hankins 
Road South and Orchard Drive East.  They recently submitted an application for a building permit to construct 
the facility.  
The Twin Falls Highway District has submitted a letter requesting that the building permit fees be waived for this 
project.  The fees for building permit application #1002990 are as follows: 1) $4,561.37 for the plan review fee; 
2) $7,017.50 for the permit fee; total fees are $11,578.87. The request letter is attached.   
The following building permit fees have been waived for the Twin Falls Highway District: 
 12/04/85 Permit # 2240  $1,400.00 
 01/11/94  7357       126.00 
 11/27/95  95-682       739.28 
 08/13/98  98-465       333.78 
 04/29/99  99-230       475.18 
 06/11/01  10-359    1,517.80 
 03/24/06  06-247       376.16 
 07/27/06  06-623         39.00 
 10/16/08  08-2600  
   Total fees waived $5,842.58 


     835.38 


Approval Process: 
Neither Idaho Statute nor City Code provides a process for a City to grant a fee waiver.  However, the Council 
has in the past considered and approved fee waiver requests. 


Budget Impact: 
Approval of this request will allow the applicant to proceed with their building permit application without paying 
the $11,578.87 building permit fee.   


Regulatory Impact: 
There is no significant regulatory impact associated with approval of this request. 


Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council consider the request and take whatever action the Council determines is 
appropriate. 


Attachments: 
Request Letter 


Date:  January 24, 2011 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitchel Humble, Community Development Director 
 







 
 


 

































































































































































 


 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request
 


: 


Consider Contract between the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and the City of Twin 
Falls to create wetlands for the removal of Total Suspended Solids (TSS) as an offset to the sewage 
treatment plant requirements.  
 


 
Time Estimate: 


The staff presentation will take approximately 10 minutes. 
 
Following the presentations, staff anticipates some time for questions and answers. 
 
Background
 


:  


In August of 2009 the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) renewed the City of Twin 
Falls National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for the sewage treatment plant.  
The new permitted TSS limits were well below the limits set for the Snake River of 52 mg/l.  These new 
limits would make the treatment plant have to upgrade to a filter system at a cost of over 5 million dollars.  
In October of 2009 the City of Twin Falls appealed the permit to Environmental Appeals Board (EAB), 
stating that the 2000 Total Daily Maximum Load (TMLD) for the Mid Snake set the water quality for the 
river at 52 mg/l.  Since that point the City, EPA and DEQ have had a number of conversations about the 
TSS limits and possible solutions that would be less costly and at the same time meeting the waste load 
allocation (WLA) for the Snake River.   
It was agreed by all parties at the time that the best solution was to reopen the Mid Snake TMDL and 
amend the Cities WLA to allow the City to remove TSS at multiple non point source locations.  The 
nonpoint sources in this case are Twin Falls Canal Company waste water returns that run through city 
property.  The City has proposed to construct two sediment/ wetland pond projects.  The first one is by 
the police firing range (lateral 26) and the second one is on the west end of Auger Falls (lateral 30a).  The 
cost is estimated to be less the 10 percent of what the filters would cost. 
Entering into this agreement will allow the sewage treatment plant to return to federal allowed TSS 
discharge limit and removing the TMDL required TSS loads at nonpoint sources, which is a very unique 
opportunity. To allow this change in policy from an EPA and DEQ enforcement   point of view, three 
processes have to happen at the basically the same time.  First, the State of Idaho DEQ had to amend the 
TMDL and EPA needs to approve the amendment. Second, the City and DEQ need to sign an agreement 
to remove a certain amount of the TSS load from nonpoint source locations and third, EPA needs to 
reissue the City of Twin Falls NPDES permit with the new discharge limits.   
 


 
Approval Process: 


This agreement requires council approval and the Mayor’s signature. 
 


 
Budget Impact: 


January 24, 2011 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Mike J Trabert P.E., Staff Engineer 







These costs were not budgeted FY11. Staff intends to defer construction of the next phase of the 
Northeast sewer project to fund the improvements as well as the pair of Rock Creek manhole 
replacements. Future O&M costs to monitor and maintain the wetlands will be insignificant compared to 
the cost of operating a filter at the wastewater treatment plant and will be budgeted in future years. 
 


 
Regulatory Impact: 


The new NPDES permit for the Sewage Treatment Plant will reflect achievable limits for the facility. 
 


 
Conclusion: 


Staff recommends that Council approve the amendment as presented. 
 


 
Attachments: 


1. TSS-TMDL-Revision for Twin Falls POTW Final Submittal Working Draft 01/05/2011  
2.  DEQ/City of Twin Falls TSS Offset Contract 1/14/2011 
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Cover Photo: Auger Falls from the Perrine Bridge. Photo by Balthasar Buhidar, DEQ. 
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In troduction  


A TMDL prescribes an upper limit (or load capacity) on discharge of a pollutant from all 
sources to assure water quality standards are met. This load capacity (LC) can be represented 
by an equation: 


 LC = MOS + NB + LA + WLA 


Where: 


Current load = the current concentration of the pollutant in the water body 


MOS = margin of safety. Because of uncertainties regarding quantification of 
loads and the relation of specific loads to attainment of water quality 
standards, 40 CFR Part 130 requires a margin of safety, which is effectively a 
reduction in the load capacity available for allocation to pollutant sources. 


NB = natural background. When present, NB may be considered part of load 
allocation (LA), but it is often considered separately because it represents a 
part of the load not subject to control. NB is also effectively a reduction in the 
load capacity available for allocation to human-made pollutant sources.  


LA = the load allocation for all nonpoint sources 


WLA = the wasteload allocation for all point sources 


A load is a quantity of a pollutant discharged over some period; numerically, it is the product of 
concentration and flow. Due to the diverse nature of various pollutants, and the difficulty of 
strictly dealing with loads, federal rules allow for “other appropriate measures” to be used 
when necessary. These “other measures” must still be quantifiable, and relate to water quality 
standards, but they allow flexibility to deal with pollutant loading in more practical and 
tangible ways. The rules also recognize the particular difficulty of quantifying nonpoint loads 
and allow “gross allotment” as a load allocation where available data or appropriate predictive 
techniques limit more accurate estimates. For certain pollutants whose effects are long term, 
such as sediment and nutrients, EPA allows for seasonal or annual loads.  


The key approvable elements of a TMDL include the load capacity, wasteload allocation for 
point sources, load allocation for non point sources, a margin of safety that may be implicit or 
explicit, seasonal variation, reasonable assurance that the load reductions called for can be 
achieved, and public participation and comment opportunities. 


Purpose of Proposed Revision 
The City of Twin Falls is seeking to change its total suspended solids (TSS) wasteload 
allocation in the 2000 EPA-approved Upper Snake Rock Subbasin TMDL from the existing 
wasteload allocation of 146.4 tons/yr to 390.92 tons/yr, which is an allocation that reflects the 
application of technology-based standards for discharges to the Snake River.  The net balance 
of the overall TSS loading to the Snake River would remain the same.  


The current City of Twin Falls NPDES permit includes the following interim TSS technology-
based effluent limits (TBEL): average monthly limit of 30 mg/L and 2,142 lbs/day; average 
weekly limit of 45 mg/L and 3,213 lbs/day.  The Twin Falls permit also includes a compliance 
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schedule that requires the city to meet, by July 1, 2014, the following water quality-based 
effluent limits (WQBEL) based upon the wasteload allocation of 146.4 tons/yr: average 
monthly limit of 980 lbs/day; average weekly limit of 1,390 lbs/day.  


The final WQBELs: (1) are more restrictive than the in-stream TSS target set in the Upper 
Snake Rock Subbasin TMDL; (2) are extremely cost-prohibitive to implement by the City and 
would create a financial burden that the City could not meet; (3) would require a major 
infrastructure change in the facility in order to meet the 2014 deadline; and (4) are not 
supported by the current water quality monitoring that indicates the Snake River throughout the 
entire TMDL reach (Figure 1) is meeting the TSS target of 52 mg/L 97% of the time. DEQ 
proposes to allocate a portion of the nonpoint source sediment load allocation (as TSS) to the 
City of Twin Falls as a wasteload allocation, thereby reducing the nonpoint source sediment 
allocation by the same amount. The City of Twin Falls discharges to the reach between Pillar 
Falls to Crystal Springs 


 
Figure 1. Snake River reach affected by proposed change in TSS allocation. 


TMDL Water Quality Objectives 
The proposed revison is consistent with Idaho’s overall TMDL targets and loading capacity for 
the Middle Snake River. The overall TMDL targets and loading capacity of the Middle Snake 
River will be maintained. The revision involves a simple shift of the existing TSS pollutant 
loads from the nonpoint source Load Allocation (LA) to the point source Wasteload Allocation 
(WLA). Furthermore, there is a reasonable assurance that the nonpoint source reductions 
reflected by the change in the allocations will be achieved because the City of Twin Falls has 
agreed to implement nonpoint source reduction projects that might never have been 
implemented, since nonpoint source reductions are generally done on a voluntary basis. Thus, 
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there is a reasonable assurance that the proposed revision of the Upper Snake Rock Subbasin 
TMDL (2000) will not cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality criteria or 
violation of water quality standards. This revision DOES NOT open up any other portions of 
the TMDL for revision for TSS or any other pollutants with existing LA’s or WLA’s for any 
sector. Public Comment WILL BE LIMITED strictly to the revision proposed for the City of 
Twin Falls POTW TSS WLA. 


It should be noted that the City of Twin Falls design flow of 8.560 mgd (= 13.24428 cfs) used 
in the NPDES permit (2009-2014) is not the flow used in the Upper Snake Rock TMDL 
(2000). Nor is the TSS concentration used in 2000 (23.7 mg/L) the same as the TBEL (30 
mg/L). A comparison of the calculations used to derive wasteload allocations under both 
scenarios are as follows: 


 
 Upper Snake Rock TMDL (2000), page 358: 
  Design Flow: 6.28 cfs = 4.05887 mgd 
  6.28 cfs x 23.7 mg/L TSS x 5.39 = 802.2 lb/day TSS 
  802.2 lb/day TSS x 0.1825 = 146.4 ton/year TSS 
  
 NPDES Permit (2009-2014): 
  Design Flow: 13.24425 cfs = 8.560 mgd 
  13.2443 cfs x 30 mg/L TSS x 5.39 = 2142 lb/day TSS 
  2142 lb/day TSS x 0.1825 = 390.92 ton/year TSS 
 


Using the design flow and 30 mg/L TSS concentration to revise the WLA for the City of Twin 
Falls will make the WLA consistent with the TBEL the City is currently required to meet, and 
will remove the need to impose a more stringent WQBEL, particularly in light of the fact that 
the TBEL is more stringent than the target of 52 mg/L TSS prescribed in the EPA approved 
TMDL.   
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J us tifica tion  and  Environmenta l Benefits  


The proposed revision to the Upper Snake Rock Subbasin TMDL (2000) is specific to TSS 
only for the City of Twin Falls. No other pollutant is being considered at this time. The 
justification and environmental benefit derived from this proposal is as follows: 


1. TBEL versus WQBEL. The quality of the 30/45 mg/L TSS effluent is more stringent than 
the TMDL instream target of 52 mg/L TSS, thus providing an environmental benefit to the 
Middle Snake River. In addition, the TMDL revision will not remove or otherwise change 
the instream target of TSS (52 mg/L) in the Middle Snake River.  


2. Nonpoint Source Implementation Project(s)


3. 


. The City of Twin Falls is currently meeting the 
TBELs, and so the revision to the City's WLA will simply reflect the level at which the City 
is currently discharging.  The City has agreed to implement nonpoint source BMP projects 
that, given the general voluntary nature of nonpoint source BMPs, might otherwise not be 
implemented.  The implementation of nonpoint source BMP projects would provide 
additional reasonable assurance that TSS nonpoint source reductions will be achieved.  The 
project(s) would be located in River Segment 1 (Milner Dam to Pillar Falls), which lies 
upstream of the City of Twin Falls POTW, or River Segment 2 (Pillar Falls to Crystal 
Springs), which is the same river segment to which the City of Twin Falls Municipality is 
located and discharges.  


TSS Discharge Influence to Middle Snake River. In the Upper Snake Rock TMDL (2000, 
Executive Summary, Table 9b, page A-31; and Table 10, pages A-38), the influence of TSS 
from the City of Twin Falls into the Middle Snake River is 146.4 tons/year. This represents 
0.27% of the Overall (Net) Total (prior to export loss and attenuation) after implementation 
of water quality reduction plans. By increasing the TSS load to 392.92 ton/year, the effect 
from this TSS increase would be 0.72% to the load capacity for Segment 2. DEQ concludes 
that this increase represents a de minimus increase (less than 1%) to the sediment load in the 
Middle Snake River at the point of discharge and, therefore, represents a minor contribution 
to the sediment load in the Middle Snake River. This increase in loading is entirely offset 
by increased nonpoint source load reductions. The margin of safety is implicit, 
incorporating conservative estimates of load capacity to achieve a narrative instream target 
of 52 mg/L TSS.  


4. TSS Instream Target Achievement in Middle Snake River. The Upper Snake Rock 
Watershed Management Plan Five Year Review (2010) indicates that Segment 2 of the 
Middle Snake River has been achieving its instream TSS target (52 mg/L) 97% of the time 
(See Table 3.4.2a, Upper Snake Rock Watershed Management Plan Five Year Review).  
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Summary of TBEL and  WQBEL Permit Limits  


Table 1 compares TBEL and WQBEL limits.   


The net difference in Table 2 (page 7) represents the amount of TSS that is needed by the City 
to achieve the TBEL in its permit. 
Table 1. Comparison of TBEL and WQBEL for the City of Twin Falls TSS Proposal 


TSS NPDES permit limit monthly average limit 
LB/DAY (TON/YEAR) 


weekly average limit 
LB/DAY (TON/YEAR) 


TBEL (30/45 mg/L TSS) 2,142 (390.92) 3,213 (586.37) 
WQBEL (13.5/20.2 mg/L TSS) 980 (178.85) 1,390 (253.68) 
Upper Snake Rock TMDL 
(2000)  802.2 (146.4) - (-)* 


Net = TBEL – WQBEL 1,162 (212.07) 1,823 (332.70) 
TSS = Total Suspended Solids. TBEL = Technology Based Effluent Limit. WQBEL = Water Quality Based Effluent Limit. 
TMDL = Total Maximum Daily Load. The TBEL of 30/45 mg/L TSS is currently the Interim TBEL Limits in the NPDES 
permit. The proposed revision would not be greater than the TBEL; and it would be more stringent than the 52 mg/L TSS 
instream target. *No weekly average limit in lb/day was calculated in the Upper Snake Rock TMDL (2000) 
 







 6 


TMDL Realloca tion  of the  TSS Load 


The proposed revision to the TSS wasteload allocation is based on the 2000 EPA approved 
TMDL. However, in 2005 DEQ modified the TMDL, including TSS allocation revisions to 
point and nonpoint sources. EPA approved the 2005 revisions with the exception of the 
municipal POTW wasteload allocations. The result is that the 2000 TMDL TSS wasteload 
allocations for POTWs are in effect; and the 2005 TMDL TSS allocations for the remaining 
sources are also in effect. It is also noted that the City of Twin Falls POTW wasteload 
allocation (146.40 ton/year TSS) is the same in 2000 and in 2005 as referenced below:   


1. Upper Snake Rock TMDL (1999): 146.40 ton/year, Table 101, p 205  
2. Upper Snake Rock TMDL Executive Summary (2000): 146.40 ton/year, Table 9b, p A-


31  
3. Upper Snake Rock TMDL Modification (2005): 146.40 ton/year, Table 2-A, p 43  


Based on the EPA approved Upper Snake Rock Subbasin TMDL (2000 and 2005), reallocation 
of the TSS load is shown in the Table 2. The third column in the table is intended to replace the 
allocations in Table 2-A in the 2005 TMDL Modification and replace the wasteload allocation 
for the Twin Falls POTW in the Table 9b in the 2000 TMDL Executive Summary.  


The Point Sources category indicates an increase of +244.52 ton/year TSS to the City of Twin 
Falls wasteload allocation. The original 146.40 ton/year TSS is now shown as 390.92 ton/year 
TSS (or an increase by +244.52 ton/year TSS). 


The Nonpoint Source section in indicates a decrease of -244.52 ton/year TSS from the 
Unaccounted Surface Waters portion of the non point source allocation (or from 4,076.70 
ton/year TSS to 3,832.18 ton/year TSS). This is where the reallocation will occur in the 
reduction of the load allocation for these nonpoint sources. This reallocation does not affect the 
Overall Nonpoint Sources Accounted category.  


The Sub Total Load accounting at Crystal Springs is still 272,025.89 ton/year, which means 
that the loading is still the same. It is only the reallocation components between the nonpoint 
source (reduction by -244.52 ton/year TSS) and the point source (increase by +244.52 ton/year 
TSS) that are modified. The instream target of 52.0 mg/L TSS is still the same.  
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Table 2. Pillar Falls To Crystal Springs (Segment 2) Allocations for TSS with City of Twin Falls WLA 
Revision 


TSS Sources 
Current TSS- 


TMDL 
ton/year 


TSS –Allocation 
Revision 
ton/year 


Net difference 
between current 


and revision 
Total Load at Pillar Falls 217,817.06 217,817.06 0.00 


Overall Nonpoint Sources Accounted 
NPS (Ag, Graze, Private, Corridor) 1,757.75 1,757.75 0.00 
FERC, LAFs, CFOs 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Stormwater – Construction Activities 35.87 35.87 0.00 
Warm Creek TMDL 11,959.13 11,959.13 0.00 
Rock Creek TMDL 11,248.64 11,248.64 0.00 
Crystal Springs TMDL 18,782.68 18,782.68 0.00 
Alpheus Creek TMDL 1.28 1.28 0.00 
Ellison Creek TMDL 1.66 1.66 0.00 
East Perrine Coulee 1,497.20 1,497.20 0.00 
Main Perrine Coulee 560.10 560.10 0.00 
West Perrine Coulee 129.40 129.40 0.00 
43 Drain 16.40 16.40 0.00 
Jerome Golf Course Drain 398.00 398.00 0.00 
30 Drain 312.00 312.00 0.00 
LQ/LS Drain 1,550.90 1,550.90 0.00 
LS2/39A Drain 270.12 270.12 0.00 
N42 Drain 452.20 452.20 0.00 
N42 Drain (Rim) 518.70 518.70 0.00 
39 Drain 244.00 244.00 0.00 


Sub Total – Accounted NPS’s 49,736.03 49,736.03 0.00 
Overall Nonpoint Sources Unaccounted 


Unaccounted Springs and Seeps 191.70 191.70 0.00 
Unaccounted Surface Waters 4,076.70 3,832.18 -244.52 


Sub Total – Unaccounted NPS’s 4,268.40 4,023.88 -244.52 
Point Sources 


GAP-104 Canyon Springs FH 58.00 58.00 0.00 
City of Twin Falls POTW 146.40 390.92 +244.52 


Sub Total – Point Sources 204.40 448.92 +244.52 
Margin of Safety & Total Load Calculations 


Margin of Safety - Implicit 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Sub Total Load at Crystal Springs 272,025.87 272,025.87 0.00 
Sub Total Load as mg/L TSS 50.3 50.3 0.00 
TSS Export Loss + Attenuation -27,202.59 -27,202.59 0.00 
Total Load at Crystal Springs 244,823.28 244,823.28 0.00 
Total Load as mg/L TSS 45.3 45.3 0.00 
TSS = Total Suspended Solids. NPS (Ag, Graze, Private, Corridor): NPS = Nonpoint Source, Ag = Agriculture, Graze = 
Grazing, Private = Private Property, Corridor = Stream Corridor, FERC = Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, LAFs = 
Land Application Facilities, CFOs = Confined Feeding Operations. TMDL = Total Maximum Daily Load. GAP = General 
Aquaculture Permit. POTW = Publicly Owned Treatment Works. 
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Reas onable  As s urance  


The City of Twin Falls has identified two specific non point source projects it intends to 
implement to offset their expanded discharge of TSS and enhance non point source reductions. 
The two projects identified are the Police Gun Range Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 26 Spill) 
and Auger Falls Sediment Ponds and Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 30-A). 


Load reductions were calculated by DEQ for both projects based on an irrigation season typical 
of the Twin Falls area from March 15 through October 15. Expected reductions from the 
Lateral 26 Spill project are 375 tons/yr TSS; and for the Lateral 30-A project are 463 tons/yr 
TSS. The Appendices contain a more detailed analysis DEQ conducted using STEPL, a 
spreadsheet model tool developed by TetraTech (2003) for EPA for use in determining 
expected loads and reductions from various non point source projects. Appendix A describes 
the projects. The City of Twin Falls initial analysis of their effectiveness was premised upon 
>90% effectiveness that would have resulted in up to a 11242 ton/year reduction. However, 
DEQ’s analysis was more conservative using 64% effectiveness resulting in and estimated 838 
tons/year reduction, thereby providing greater assurance and an additional margin of safety. 
The City agreed to utilize DEQ’s estimates in their project proposal. 


The City of Twin Falls is to entering into a contract with the DEQ that outlines the roles and 
responsibilities of the City to ensure compliance with the intent and requirements to achieve the 
prescribed reductions based on this TMDL revision. Under the terms of that contractual 
agreement the City must implement projects to reduce TSS from nonpoint sources in an amount 
equal to at least 733 tons/year, approximately a 3:1 ratio of the load increase of 244.52 
tons/year TSS that this revision allows in discharge to the Snake River by the City of Twin 
Falls. The City must conduct BMP effectiveness monitoring at the inflows and outflows of the 
projects and submit an annual report to DEQ. The City must have an EPA compliant QAPP 
that addresses their monitoring. The City must identify the projects it will complete, time frame 
for achieving the intended nonpoint source reductions, and the funding commitment by the City 
to ensure implementation and maintenance of the projects. The contract is enforceable under 
state law should the City fail to meet the terms and conditions prescribed. 
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Public  Partic ipa tion  


The pre public draft TMDL revision was presented to the Mid Snake Watershed Advisory 
Group on October 13, 2010. The WAG supported the proposed Revision and recommended to 
DEQ that the document go to public comment. 


DEQ conducted a 30 day public comment period that ended November 26, 2010. The agency 
received three public comments that have been addressed in this final TMDL document. 
Response to Comments are included in the Appendices. 
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Appendix A: City o f Twin  Falls  Propos a l 
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P.O. Box 1907          324 Hansen Street East      Twin Falls, Idaho   83303-1907               
Fax: (208) 736-2293 


     


ENGINEERING                                                                 208-735-7265 


 
 
 
 


December 28, 2010 
 
 
 
 
 
Project Title: Auger Falls Sediment Ponds and Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 30A) 
Project Field Officer:  Mike J Trabert P.E. 
Phone: 208-735-7323   
Fax:  208-736-2293 
Email:  mtrabert@tfid.org 


 
 
 
 
 


Project Location 
 
 
 
Primary County:  Twin Falls 
HUC:  17040212 
Latitude:  42° 37 ’34” 
Longitude:  114° 31’ 41” 
 
 
 



mailto:mtrabert@yahoo.com�
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Project Location:  The proposed project is located ½ mile South of Auger Falls and North of 
Rock Creek on City of Twin Falls Snake River property.  The project is located on the Twin 
Fall Canal Company lateral 30A spill.                     
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Is this part a TMDL effort? 
Yes 
 
 


TMDL Name/Description 
This project is located within the Upper Snake Rock Subbasin, and falls within the Middle 
Snake River (Upper Snake Rock) TMDL.  The Middle Snake River is a §303(d) listed stream 
for sediment, pathogens (Escherichia coli), and phosphorus. This project will improve the water 
quality in lateral 30A spill, which directly discharges into Rock Creek approximately ½ mile 
south of the confluence with Snake River.  There has been no water quality monitoring on this 
drain, but the TFCC believes that average TSS load is 150 mg/l throughout the irrigation 
season. By improving the water quality of lateral 30A, the amount of nutrients, sediments, and 
bacteria being discharged into Rock Creek and  the Middle Snake River will be greatly 
decreased. 
 


This project will consist of the construction diversion structure on the rim and diverting the 
irrigation waste water into the abandon 12 inch universal frozen food pipe to a series of 
sediment basins and wetlands on City of Twin Falls Auger Falls owned property.  Being an 
agricultural return drain, the flow rates are quite variable; The TFCC estimates the average 
flow at 8 cfs in the summer and little to no flow during the winter.  These sediment ponds and 
wetlands will filter suspended sediment, phosphorus, nitrogen, and bacteria out of the lateral 
30A spill, thus improving water quality in Rock Creek and the Snake River to which the lateral 


Expected Project Outcomes and Benefits 
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discharges to.   This project will construct approximately 10 acres of wetlands, and is located 
northeast of Creek and south of the Snake River at Auger Falls.  This project will construct 
both deep and shallow sediment ponds and a series of wetland areas which will further filter out 
suspended sediment, nutrients, and bacteria.  After construction of these sediment ponds and 
wetland areas has been complete, it is estimated that there could be 92-96% reduction in total 
suspended solids. (Constructed Wetlands for Water Quality Improvement, Edited by Gerald A. 
Moshir, 1993- Chapter 37 pg 359-366 Controlling Agricultural Runoff by use of Constructed 
Wetlands). Idaho department of Environmental Quality used the modeling program called 
STEPL for estimating pollutant loads, which estimates the pollutant removal at 64%.  
 
 
How is the project tied into overall water quality management efforts or planning 
process? 
The Middle Snake River and Rock Creek are §3030(d) listed streams for sediments, pathogens 
(Escherichia coli), and phosphorus. This project will improve the water quality in the Middle 
Snake River and Rock Creek, to which lateral 30A discharges into.  Improving the water 
quality of lateral 30A will help meet the requirements of the City of Twin Falls NPDES permits 
requirements for sediment removal and the TMDL requirements for the Middle Snake River 
(Upper Snake Rock) TMDL.  The average pollutant loads that lateral 30A discharges into the 
Rock Creek and the Snake River are based on water quality monitoring supplied by the Twin 
Falls Canal Company.  The TFCC estimated the mean flow rate of lateral 30A at 8 cfs, and the 
average TSS at 150 mg/l, which translates into 706 tons annually. 
 


Tracking Project Results 
 
What parameters would be monitored to evaluate project results? 
This project will be evaluated for effectiveness by performing water quality monitoring on 
lateral 30A at a monitoring site above and below the sediments basins and wetlands.  The 
parameters being monitored will be temperature, total suspended solids (TSS), and flow. Once 
the wetlands have been constructed, the City injunction with IDEQ will determine the sampling 
locations.  The site maps will be updated with the GPS coordinates.   


 
Project Details 


 
Water body Type: River/stream  Project Type:   Agriculture 
        Hydrologic-habitat modification 
 
Primary Pollutant(s) To Be Addressed: 
Sediment  
 
Secondary Pollutant(s) To Be Addressed: 
Bacteria  
Nitrogen  
Phosphorous  
 
Beneficial Uses Affected by Project: 
Aesthetics 
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Aquatic Life 
Other – Primary and secondary contact recreation 
Recreation 
Water Supply 
Wildlife habitat 
 
Primary BMP(s) to be Implemented: ( Best Management Practices) 
Constructed Wetlands 
Sediments Basin 
Structure for water control 
Wetland Creation 
Wetland Wildlife Habitat Management 
 


Estimated Annual Load Reduction 
 


Once the sediment basins and wetlands are installed on lateral 30A spill, there will be 
significant reductions in total suspended solids (TSS), total phosphorus (TP), and E. coli 
bacteria.  The Twin Fall Canal Company estimated the mean flow to be 8 cfs. The average TSS 
load is estimated 706 ton/year. Based on the literature it is reasonable to assume a 91 percent 
removal and using STEPL the model estimated the removal at 64% of the total TSS. This will 
reduce the pollutant loads of lateral 30A by and amount ranging between 452 tons to 643 tons/ 
year, depending on removal effectiveness. 
 


Monitoring Plan 
Monitoring on the effectiveness of lateral 30A wetland system will be performed on a bi-
weekly basis during the irrigation season for the couple of years until at trend is developed.  
Once a trended is developed the monitoring maybe reduced after consultation with IDEQ.   For 
compliance with the NPDES permit and the contract with IDEQ the City will Monitor TSS and 
flow on a bi-weekly basis through the development of the wetlands. The City of Twin Falls will 
use an Optical Suspended Solids sensor (Insight model 3150). The sensor accuracy is within +/- 
2 mg/l after calibration, which will be calibrated before every field visit.  The City will also 
collect monthly water samples to verify the sensor accuracy and repeatability.  If it is 
determined that IDEQ would prefer a different method the City of Twin Falls is open to their 
suggestions and recommendations. The QAPP will have more detail in the monitoring methods 
and lad methods.  The monitoring plan and lab analysis is subject to change upon review and 
concurrence with IDEQ. 


Project Funding 
 


The City of Twin Falls will Fund this project through the waste water collection fund on an 
annual basis. 
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P.O. Box 1907          324 Hansen Street East      Twin Falls, Idaho   83303-1907               
Fax: (208) 736-2293 


            


  


ENGINEERING                                                                      208-735-
7265 


 


December 28, 2010 


 


Project Title: Police Gun Range Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 26 Spill) 
Project Field Officer:  Mike J Trabert P.E. 
Phone: 208-735-7323   
Fax:  208-736-2293 
Email:  mtrabert@tfid.org 
 


Project Location 


Primary County:  Twin Falls 
HUC:  17040212 
Latitude:  43° 58’48” 
Longitude:  101° 10’ 16” 
Project Location:  The proposed project is located½ mile west of Shoshone Falls on southern 
rim owned City of Twin Falls Canyon.  The project is located on the Twin Falls Canal 
Company lateral 26 spill. 
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Is this part a TMDL effort? 
Yes 
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TMDL Name/Description 


This project is located within the Upper Snake Rock Subbasin, and falls within the Middle 
Snake River (Upper Snake Rock) TMDL.  The Middle Snake River is a §303(d) listed stream 
for sediment, pathogens (Escherichia coli), and phosphorus. This project will improve the water 
quality in lateral 26 spill, which directly discharges into the Middle Snake River approximately 
½ mile west of Shoshone Falls.  There has been no water quality quality monitoring on this 
drain, but the TFCC believes that average TSS load is 200 mg/l throughout the irrigation 
season. By improving the water quality of lateral 26, the amount of nutrients, sediments, and 
bacteria being discharged into the Middle Snake River will be greatly decreased. 
 


Expected Project Outcomes and Benefits 


This project will consist of the construction of a series of sediment basins and wetlands on 
lateral 26 waste water return spill, which is used as an agricultural spill to the Snake River.  
Being an agricultural return drain, the flow rates are quite variable; The TFCC estimates the 
average flow at 5 cfs in the summer and little to no flow during the winter.  These wetlands will 
filter suspended sediment, phosphorus, nitrogen, and bacteria out of the lateral 26 spill, thus 
improving water quality in the Snake River to which the lateral discharges to.  This project will 
construct approximately 6 acres of wetlands, and is located south of the Twin Falls Police Gun 
Range.  This project will construct both deep and shallow sediment ponds and a series of 
wetland areas which will further filter out suspended sediment, nutrients, and bacteria.  After 
construction of these sediment ponds and wetland areas has been complete, it is estimated that 
there will be 92-96% reduction in total suspended solids. (Constructed Wetlands for Water 
Quality Improvement, Edited by Gerald A. Moshir, 1993- Chapter 37 pg 359-366 Controlling 
Agricultural Runoff by use of Constructed Wetlands). Idaho Department of Environmental 
Quality uses the modeling program called STEPL for estimating pollutant loads, which 
estimates the pollutant removal at 64%. 
 
How is the project tied into overall water quality management efforts or planning 
process? 
 
The Middle Snake River is a §3030(d) listed stream for sediments, pathogens (Escherichia 
coli), and phosphorus. This project will improve the water quality in the Middle Snake River, to 
which lateral 26 discharges into.  Improving the water quality of lateral 26 will help meet the 
requirements of the City of Twin Falls NPDES permits requirements for sediment removal and 
the TMDL requirements for the Middle Snake River (Upper Snake Rock) TMDL.  The average 
pollutant loads that lateral 26 discharges into the Snake River are based on water quality 
monitoring supplied by the Twin Falls Canal Company.  The TFCC estimated the mean flow 
rate of lateral 26 at 5 cfs, and the average TSS at 200 mg/l, which translates into 589 tons 
annually. 
 


Tracking Project Results 


 
What parameters would be monitored to evaluate project results? 
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This project will be evaluated for effectiveness by performing water quality monitoring on 
lateral 26 at a monitoring site above and below the sediments basins and wetlands.  The 
parameters being monitored will be temperature, total suspended solids (TSS) and flow. Once 
the wetlands have been constructed, the City injunction with IDEQ will determine the sampling 
locations.  The site maps will be updated with the GPS coordinates.   


 
Project Details 


 
Water body Type: River/stream  Project Type:   Agriculture 
        Hydrologic-habitat modification 
 
Primary Pollutant(s) To Be Addressed: 
Sediment 
 
Secondary Pollutant(s) To Be Addressed: 
Bacteria 
Nitrogen 
Phosphorous 
 
Beneficial Uses Affected by Project: 
Aesthetics 
Aquatic Life 
Other – Primary and secondary contact recreation 
Recreation 
Water Supply 
Wildlife habitat 
 
Primary BMP(s) to be Implemented: ( Best Management Practices) 
Constructed Wetlands 
Sediments Basin 
Structure for water control 
Wetland Creation 
Wetland Wildlife Habitat Management 
 


Estimated Annual Load Reduction 
 


Once the sediment basins and wetlands are installed on lateral 26 spill, there will be significant 
reductions in total suspended solids (TSS), total phosphorus (TP), and E. coli bacteria.  The 
Twin Fall Canal Company estimated the mean flow to be 5 cfs. The average TSS load is 
estimated at 589 tons/year. Based on the literature it is reasonable to assume a 91 percent 
removal and using STEPL the model estimated the removal at 64% of the total TSS. This will 
reduce the pollutant loads of lateral 26 between 374 tons/year to 536 tons/ year depending upon 
removal effectiveness.. 
 


Monitoring Plan 
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Monitoring on the effectiveness of lateral 26 wetland system will be performed on a bi-weekly 
basis during the irrigation season for a couple of years until a trend is developed.  Once a trend 
is developed the monitoring may be reduced after consultation with IDEQ.   For compliance 
with the NPDES permit and the contract with IDEQ the City will Monitor TSS and flow on a 
bi-weekly basis through the development of the wetlands. The City of Twin Falls will use an 
Optical Suspended Solids sensor (Insight model 3150). The sensor accuracy is within +/- 2 
mg/l after calibration, which will be calibrated before every field visit.  The City will also 
collect monthly water samples to verify the sensor accuracy and repeatability.  If it is 
determined that IDEQ would prefer a different method the City of Twin Falls is open to their 
suggestions and recommendations. The QAPP will have more detail in the monitoring methods 
and lab methods.  The monitoring plan and lab analysis is subject to change upon review and 
concurrence with IDEQ. 
 


 
Project Funding 


The City of Twin Falls will Fund this project through the waste water collection fund on an 
annual basis. 
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Appendix B: TMDL Revis ion  Wetlands  Analys is  
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City of Twin Falls Wetlands 
Load Reduction Estimations 


 
The City of Twin Falls is implementing two projects to improve the water quality of canals 
confluent with the Snake River.  One is the Police Gun Range Constructed Wetlands to 
improve water quality from the Lateral 26 Spill and the other project is the Auger Falls 
Sediment Ponds and Constructed Wetlands to improve water quality from Lateral 30A.  Figure 
1 shows the vicinity of the projects.  Once the wetlands and sediment basins are built and 
become fully functioning, they will potentially remove a significant load of total suspended 
solids (TSS), total phosphorus (TP) and total nitrogen (TN) from the canals. 


 
The project near Auger Falls will consist of a diversion from Coulee Q2 of the Lateral 30A 
spill, which drains about two square miles, into a series of sediment basins and wetlands 
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extending ten acres.  The Twin Falls Canal Company estimates 8 cfs discharge in this canal 
during irrigation season, and Total Suspended Solids (TSS) averaging 150 mg/L.  The 
constructed wetlands at the police gun range will consist of  diverting the waste water return 
spill from Lateral 26, which drains about three square miles, into 6 acres of deep and shallow 
sediment ponds and wetland areas. 
 
TetraTech (2003) designed a model called STEPL, the “Spreadsheet tool for estimating 
pollutant load” for the Grants Reporting and Tracking System of the Environmental Protection 
Agency.  Using inputs such as land use, soil type, precipitation, and Best Management Practice 
type, STEPL computes surface runoff, nutrient loads and sediment delivery. 
 
For the Twin Falls watershed improvement projects, STEPL inputs included: 
 


• Average annual precipitation of 9.26 inches (Western Regional Climate Center 2010) 
• Soil texture of rocky silt loam and loamy fine sand was from the Soil Data Viewer 


(NRCS 2006) and the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO 2006) Database. 
 
The STEPL model calculates the estimated load reduction for surface runoff pollutants, but the 
Twin Falls Canal Company has also provided estimates of potential instream load reduction.  
Lateral 30A averages 8 cfs discharge with 150 mg/L TSS concentration and Lateral 26 
averages 5 cfs discharge with 200 mg/L TSS concentration.  The loads are calculated for the 
average water year from March 15th to October 15th


Project Name, Location and 
Parameters 


.  The fraction of nutrients adsorbed to 
sediment particles is 1.3 pounds of phosphorus per ton of sediment (Ferguson 1999) and 1.6 
pounds of nitrogen per ton of sediment (Michigan DEQ 1999) 
 
Load reduction estimations for these projects are summarized in Table 1.  These are annual 
estimates of the load reductions once the wetlands and sediment ponds have become fully 
functional and considering appropriate operations and maintenance concerns are implemented.  
Once monitoring data of canal discharge and pollutant concentrations are compiled, the data 
will provide the actual load reductions achieved. 
 
Table 1.  Total Sediment and nutrient load reduction estimations for City of Twin Falls proposed 
projects. 


Calculation/Estimation Method Load Reduction 


Auger Falls Sediment Ponds and 
Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 30A) 
N 42.626115 W -114.52806 
10 acres sediment basins and wetlands 


Runoff: STEPL modeling 
 


Instream:calculations from Twin Falls 
Canal Company estimates 


Sediment = 463 tons 
Nitrogen =  1046 lbs 
Phosphorus= 600 lbs 


Police Gun Range Constructed 
Wetlands (Lateral 26 Spill) 
N 42.592253 W -114.412697 
6 acres sediment basins and wetlands 


Runoff: STEPL modeling 
 


Instream:calculations from Twin Falls 
Canal Company estimates 


Sediment = 375 tons 
Nitrogen = 922 lbs 
Phosphorus= 525 lbs 
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Table 2. Calculation details. 


TSS t/yr TP lb/yr TN lb/yr TSS t/yr TP lb/yr TN lb/yr TSS t/yr TP lb/yr TN lb/yr
Auger Falls Sediment Ponds and Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 30 18 57 127 445 543 919 463 600 1046
Police Gun Range Constructed Wetlands (Lateral 26 Spill) 4 73 156 371 452 766 375 525 922


Total Estimated Load ReductionRunoff Load Reduction Instream Load Reduction
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U.S. Environmenta l Pro tec tion  Agenc y 
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Idaho  Cons erva tion  League 
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Clear Springs  Foods  







 41 


 







 42 


Summary of Res pons es  


Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10 
Comment: 


Response: 


p. 1. Purpose of Proposed Revision DEQ has made the suggested change to 
wording 


.Suggested 
wording change to clarify application of TBELs: 
p. 4. TSS Discharge Influence to Middle Snake 
River


DEQ has added additional language to clarify 
this point. . EPA suggests a statement that points out 


that the increase in loading is entirely offset by 
increased non point source load reductions. 
p. 5. Table 2 DEQ has added the missing value. . The TBEL value for Weekly 
Average Limit in lb/day is missing. 
p. 5. TMDL Reallocation of the TSS Load DEQ has better clarified the differences 


between the 2000 TMDL TSS allocations for 
POTWs that are in effect, vs TSS allocations 
for remaining sources in the 2005 TMDL 
dealing primarily with aquaculture. The citation 
in Table 2-A has been corrected. Other 
Clarifications have been made to Table 3 in 
the Revision where allocations were replaced 
in the Table 2a of the 2005 TMDL. We agree 
there is some confusion in the TSS draft 
document. 


. 2000 
vs 2005 TMDL. 


 Reasonable Assurance 
Identification of specific projects/BMPs which 
will achieve the enhanced NPS reductions 


Language has been added to address specific 
projects/BMPs 


Quantification of load reductions expected from 
these projects, and how they will achieve the 
increased load reduction called for 


Language has been added to address 
expected load reductions and how they will 
not only balance but achieve greater 
reductions than would have occurred 
otherwise 


Written commitment by the City, identification of 
funding committed to these projects, or other 
similar assurance that the projects/BMPS will be 
completed 


The City is entering into a contract with DEQ 
that is legally binding and outlines their role, 
responsibility for performance, expected 
reductions and BMPs that will be installed. 


Identification of timeframe for project/ BMP 
completion 


Anticipated time frames have been added to 
the TSS Revision  


Plans to monitor effectiveness of BMPS. The City is developing a monitoring plan and 
EPA compliant QAPP as part of their contract 
with DEQ. The contract/plan will monitor 
BMPs to determine performance and 
modifications will be made or additional 
projects implemented as identified in the 
Contract. 
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Idaho Conservation League 
Comment: 


Response: 


ICL is concerned that by revising the WLA for 
TSS and allowing a minimal increase in 
discharge that DEQ may be bypassing 
mechanisms and environmental benefits 
created by a pollutant trading program. 


Offsets are an accepted option in TMDL 
programs at DEQ and EPA . Offsets are a 
different mechanism to achieve pollutant 
reductions. The TSS increase being sought 
will be offset at a level in excess of what the 
City will discharge by removing non point 
source TSS inputs that otherwise were 
unlikely to occur. In addition, the City of Twin 
Falls is already discharging TSS at levels 
below the target for the Mid Snake River of 52 
mg/L. TSS. The City of Twin Falls discharge is 
fully compliant already with TBEL 
requirements of 30 and 45 mg/L TSS and will 
remain so.  


ICL notes that the City of Twin Falls has sought 
a TSS pollutant trading program and that the 
state nor EPA have built such a program. 


The City of Twin Falls sought a TSS trading 
program. However, DEQ does not have the 
staff or financial resources to undertake 
development of a full blown TSS trading 
program at this time. The reductions already 
undertaken in the Mid Snake to reduce TSS 
as sediment have been substantial and the 
river is at the TMDL target of 52 mg/L TSS 
97% of the time. Point source discharges of 
TSS are very small. Offsets to address the 
City of Twin Falls minimal TSS increase are 
more cost effective in terms of cost of effort 
and will achieve the same levels of 
improvement to water quality. 


ICL asserts the proposal will not improve water 
quality 


The City of Twin Falls will be implementing 
BMPs that reduce non point source TSS 
inputs to the river at approximately a 3 to 1 
ratio. This more than assures not only 
equivalency, but also ensures additional 
reductions of TSS that likely would not have 
occurred, since they are voluntary for non 
point sources. Thus water quality will be 
improved beyond what is required of the 
TMDL. 
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ICL states that scant detail was provided 
regarding non point reductions from projects 


DEQ has added more descriptions regarding 
projects proposed for implementation by the 
City of Twin Falls. DEQ and the City of Twin 
Falls are entering into a legally binding 
contract that outlines responsibilities and 
remedies for non compliance with the terms of 
the contract. 
DEQ disagrees with ICL that Pollutant Trading 
necessarily realizes greater environmental 
benefits in this particular situation. The offsets 
implemented as non point source reductions 
will be at a higher ratio than is needed to 
achieve water quality benefits and in this case 
will cost less than could be achieved through a 
TSS pollutant trading program. DEQ does not 
believe a TSS pollutant trading program is 
warranted since all point source dischargers 
will be meeting TBELs or slightly more 
stringent that more than meet or exceed the 
reductions needed to achieve a 52 mg/L TSS 
target. 


ICL is concerned about maintaining non point 
TSS controls. 


Non point TSS controls implemented by the 
City of Twin Falls must be maintained at a 
minimum for the term of the NPDES permit 
conditions, and potentially in perpetuity until 
such time as the TSS limits for the 
Assessment Unit of the river are being fully 
achieved. Additional projects and BMPs will 
be instituted if needed to ensure that adequate 
reductions are occurring to meet the intent of 
the offset requirements. The contract with 
DEQ covers several parameters including 
funding mechanisms, maintenance of BMPs, 
monitoring and O & M. 


What if non point controls fail at some later 
date? 


DEQ has the authority to take enforcement 
action should non point controls fail and the 
City of Twin Falls does not take corrective 
action in a timely manner. DEQ will have a 
legally binding contract with the City of Twin 
Falls. Failure to comply under the terms of the 
401 water quality certification and the NPDES 
permit terms are also subject to enforcement. 







 45 


Need to revisit flow assumptions in TMDL TSS is not the pollutant of concern with regard 
to flow assumptions. total phosphorus is. DEQ 
agrees that it may be prudent to revisit flow 
assumptions used in the TMDL at a future 
date. However, it should be noted that the 
original TMDL was developed with a very 
large data set for flow records. Adding an 
additional ten years of flow data may not make 
for very substantive changes. DEQ did not 
make “errors” in the original TMDL. To the 
contrary, the TMDL was written with the best 
available data and EPA completed the 
modeling that provided much of the basis for 
the overall TMDL with regard to nutrients as 
well as TSS. When funding and resources 
become available DEQ will revisit the 
assumptions of the nutrient TMDL. We are 
working to complete remaining TMDL 
Settlement Agreement work before revisiting 
existing TMDLs. 


Need to comply with anti-deg, antibacksliding 
concerns with an increase in TSS “limits” 


DEQ believes it is complying with anti-deg 
requirements. There is already a TMDL which 
is in fact the basis of anti deg and ensures 
reductions occur. Water quality is in fact 
better. The City of Twin Falls has already 
reduced their own loads substantially to the 
Mid Snake and are fully compliant with their 
TBEL WLA’s. We do not believe the City of 
Twin Falls is backsliding as the same WBEL 
limits that are currently in place still apply and 
the City is in fact discharging at levels less 
than the 52 mg/L TMDL TSS target. 


ICL would support DEQ’s efforts if the non point 
source TSS discharges would reduced by a 
ratio greater than 1:1, say 3 :1. 


DEQ appreciates ICLs vote of support by 
using a greater ratio of 3:1. This was DEQ and 
the City of Twin Falls intent all along. We 
believe the revision as proposed, along with 
the implemented BMPs will provide the water 
quality improvements we are all seeking.  
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Clear Springs Foods 
Comment: 


Response: 


Clear Springs Foods supports using non-point 
source off-sets as an approach that fosters 
long-term environmental improvement while 
limiting cost. 


DEQ agrees that in limited circumstances, the 
use of off-sets may be a viable alternative that 
limits costs yet accrues long term 
environmental improvement. Thank you for 
your comment. 


Clear Springs Food suggests that DEQ develop 
a state-wide guidance for the use of off-sets to 
help ensure equal opportunity, uniform 
compliance, and to measure environmental 
improvements. 


DEQ appreciates Clear Springs Foods 
suggestion, but DEQ does not envision 
developing a state-wide guidance for off-sets. 
The application and use of off-sets in the 
context of a TMDL is limited and the off-set for 
the City of Twin Falls is a site specific 
situation. In most cases DEQ recommends 
WAGs pursue pollutant trading frameworks for 
specific watersheds and specific pollutants. A 
trading framework exists in the Upper Snake 
Rock HUC currently for TP, where a viable 
market for trading has been identified. 


Pollutant off-sets should be pollutant specific. DEQ agrees with this statement. 
The pollutant off-set comes from “unaccounted 
waters” indicative of a lack of data. Presumably 
the state and EPA will require rigorous 
monitoring to ensure the City of Twin Falls 
appropriately diminishes the non point source 
load. 


DEQ used the best information in the 
development of the TMDL. The City of Twin 
Falls will be implementing BMPs that reduce 
the non point source load at approximately a 
3:1 ratio. An EPA compliant monitoring plan 
and QAPP are required by DEQ in a contract 
that DEQ and the City are entering into. 
Monitoring will be completed bi-weekly during 
the irrigation season at inflows and outflows of 
the projects.  


Clear Springs Foods recommends that DEQ 
require the City of Twin Falls conduct increased 
ambient monitoring. 


DEQ already conducts ambient monitoring at 
six compliance points on the Snake River. 
However, the City of Twin Falls will be 
required as a condition of their contract with 
DEQ to conduct BMP effectiveness monitoring 
at inflow and outflow locations mutually 
agreed upon and report the results in a yearly 
report to both DEQ and EPA. The City of Twin 
Falls also will continue to meet its monitoring 
requirements pursuant to DMRs for EPA. 
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Clear Springs Foods notes that this appears to 
be the first off-set in Idaho. Clear Springs Foods 
suggests guidance clearly establish that both 
private and public entities are able to participate 
in an off-set program. 


This is the first off-set of this kind where a 
WLA has been revised based on an off-set. 
DEQ does not differentiate between public 
and private entities with regard to off-sets or 
pollutant trading. DEQ will evaluate the need 
for an off-set on a case by case basis as 
warranted. DEQ envisions the use of off-sets 
in very limited situations. Pollutant trading 
frameworks developed using DEQ’s Water 
Quality Trading Guidance is the mechanism 
DEQ has chosen as a tool to implement 
reductions and to meet water quality 
standards in watersheds with TMDLs. We 
appreciate Clear Springs Foods thoughtful 
comments and suggestions. 
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AGREEMENT REGARDING TSS PROJECTS 
 
 


In consideration of the mutual agreements set forth in this Agreement, and in 
consideration of the benefits to public health and the environment to be derived from the 
implementation of the projects described below, the Idaho Department of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ) and the City of Twin Falls (City) hereby enter into this Agreement.  
 
I. Background and Purpose of Agreement 
 


1. The City discharges wastewater from its wastewater treatment facility to 
the Snake River under the terms of a NPDES permit issued by the federal Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA).  The permit requires the City to meet, by July 1, 2014, limits 
for total suspended solids (TSS) that are based on the wasteload allocation provided to 
the City in the Upper Snake Rock Subbasin TMDL issued by DEQ, and approved by 
EPA in 2000.  This will require a significant reduction in the amount of TSS the City 
currently discharges.  
 


2. The City seeks to increase the wasteload allocation in the TMDL so that it 
reflects the TSS levels the City is currently discharging.  As the City has requested, DEQ 
has proposed to revise the EPA approved 2000 TMDL TSS wasteload allocation so that 
the City's wasteload allocation is increased by 244.52 tons/year.  In order to increase the 
City's allocation and still ensure the goals of the TMDL and the Idaho Water Quality 
Standards (WQS) are met, there must be additional reductions, at least equal to the  
amount of the City's increase, from other sources discharging TSS to the Snake River.  In 
addition, in order to make the City's wasteload allocation less stringent, there must be a 
reasonable assurance that these additional reductions from other sources will occur.   
 


3. Under the terms of this Agreement, the City agrees to implement projects 
that will reduce TSS discharges from nonpoint sources that contribute TSS to the Snake 
River.  By entering into this Agreement and agreeing to implement such projects, the City 
is providing assurance that sufficient reductions from nonpoint sources will occur that 
will allow a less stringent wasteload allocation for the City.  In addition, by agreeing to 
implement the projects the City will ensure the goals of the TMDL are met.   
 


4. DEQ and the City are both vitally interested in improving water quality in 
the Snake River and recognize that reductions in pollutant loads, such as TSS, provide 
benefits to the City, the surrounding community and the state.  This Agreement is also 
intended to provide more than just an offset for the increase in the City's wasteload 
allocation, but to provide a net benefit to the environment and to water quality through 
the implementation of projects that result in reductions of TSS beyond those necessary to 
offset the increase.     
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II. Terms of Agreement 
 


1. The City agrees it shall implement projects to reduce TSS from nonpoint 
sources that contribute TSS to the Snake River in an amount equal to at least 733 
tons/year.  Attached to this Agreement as Appendix A is a general description of two 
projects (Police Gun Range Lateral 26 and Auger Falls Lateral 30) the City shall 
implement in order to meet the required reduction.  However, if DEQ determines that the 
projects described in Appendix A are insufficient to meet the required reductions, the 
City shall implement additional projects to meet the required reductions.   
 


2. Within 90 days of issuance of the revised NPDES Permit reflecting the 
increased wasteload allocation for TSS, as contemplated by this agreement, the City shall 
provide to DEQ for approval a plan for implementation of the projects to reduce TSS 
from nonpoint sources (the Plan).  The Plan shall include the following:  


 
a. Identification of specific projects/BMPs that will achieve the 
enhanced nonpoint source reductions. This shows locations including 
latitude/longitude (GPS) and maps.  


 
b. Quantification of load reductions expected from these projects, and 
how they will achieve the required load reductions. These estimates may 
be based from research and data collected by the Kimberly Research 
Station, or from actual projects already completed in the Mid Snake by the 
Canal Company or others.  


 
c. Identification of funding committed to these projects. The City 
must identify needed land ownership or access.  The City shall provide a 
copy of any contracts, easements or other authorizations or agreements 
necessary to implement the projects. 


 
d. Identification of timeframes for project/BMP completion. This 
includes discussing the time lag from installing the BMP and it reaching 
its full potential for removal. DEQ expects the necessary projects be 
completed and functional within five years from the effective date of this 
Agreement.   


 
e. Discuss plans for monitoring BMP effectiveness (effectiveness 
monitoring). Particularly relevant is where inflows and outflows are 
monitored etc.  


 
f. Include an EPA compliant "QAPP" for the effectiveness 
monitoring.   


 
3. The City shall be responsible for ensuring the ongoing maintenance of the 


Projects to ensure the Projects continue to deliver the required TSS reductions in 
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perpetuity or until such time as DEQ determines the Snake River is meeting WQSs or the 
Projects are no longer needed to meet WQS.   
 


4. In the event the initial projects do not deliver the required TSS reductions, 
the City shall identify additional projects to meet the required reductions, and shall 
provide all the information set forth in paragraph 2 with respect to such projects.  
 


5. The City shall provide access, or if needed provide landowner permission, 
for DEQ and/or EPA to visit and inspect the Projects.   
 


6. Within one year of the effective date of this Agreement, and every year 
thereafter for the life of the Agreement, the City shall submit to DEQ a Project Report 
that includes the following:  
 


a. A description of the Projects implemented in the last year.  If any 
Project is not fully implemented, the City shall describe the stage of 
implementation. 


 
b. The results of the effectiveness monitoring or other methods of 
determining TSS reductions. 


 
c. A summary of progress towards achieving the required TSS 
reductions.  


 
7. DEQ and the City agree that a failure to meet the terms and conditions of 


this Agreement is subject to all remedies available under applicable law, including 
without limitation, injunctive relief to compel specific performance of the Agreement.   
 


8. The Parties recognize and agree that the proposed revision to the Upper 
Snake Rock Subbasin TMDL that would increase the TSS wasteload allocation for the 
City is subject to public comment and approval by EPA.  In addition, each Party 
recognizes and agrees that a NPDES permit must be issued by EPA that reflects an 
increased wasteload allocation in order for the City to avoid the reductions in the 
discharge of TSS currently required by 2014, and that both the permit and DEQ's 401 
certification are subject to public comment.  In the event the Upper Snake Rock Subbasin 
TMDL is not revised as proposed, or is not approved by EPA, or in the event that a 
NPDES permit is not issued that reflects the intent of this Agreement, then the City may, 
upon 30 days notice, terminate this Agreement.   
 


9. The City and DEQ each warrants and represents that it has the authority to 
enter into this Agreement, and that the individual signing this Agreement is authorized to 
sign on behalf of and bind the Party.  
 


10. This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the 
laws of the state of Idaho.  
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11. The effective date of this Agreement shall be the date the Agreement was 
signed by all Parties.   
 
 
DATED this _____ day of _________________, 2011. 
 
 
By:____________________________________________ 
     Toni Hardesty, Director  
     Idaho Department of Environmental Quality 
 
 
DATED this _____ day of _________________, 2011. 
 
 
By:____________________________________________ 
     Don Hall 
     Mayor, City of Twin Falls, Idaho  
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DATE:  MONDAY,  January 24, 2011 


To:    Honorable Mayor and City Council  


From:    Mitch Humble, Community Development Department 
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ITEM IV- 
Request: Consideration of a Zoning Title Amendment to Twin Falls City Code 10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-4-10.2, and 10-4-


12.2 to require a special use permit for certain utility owned facilities in the M-1, M-2, AP, and C-1 zones, as 
is already required in other zones.  c/o City of Twin Falls (app.2414) 


 


Time Estimate:  The City is the applicant and it is estimated that staff's presentation will be ten (10) minutes. 


Background: 


Applicant:  
City of Twin Falls 
Planning & Zoning Dept.  
324 Hansen Street East 
P.O. Box 1907, Twin Falls, ID 83303 
735-7267 


Applicable Regulations: 10-1-4, 10-1-5, 10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-4-10.2, 10-4-12.2, 10-14-1 through 7 


Approval Process: 


As Per City Code:    


10-14-7: ACTION BY COUNCIL:  


The Council, prior to adopting, revising or rejecting the amendment to this Title as recommended by 
the Commission shall conduct at least one public hearing using the same notice and hearing 
procedures as the Commission. Following the Council hearing, if said Council makes a material change 
from what was presented at the public hearing; further notice and hearing shall be provided before 
the Council adopts the amendment.  


Upon granting or denying an application to amend this Title, the Council shall specify:  


(A) The regulations and standards used in evaluating the application.  


(B) The reasons for approval or denial.  


(C) The actions, if any, that the applicant could take to obtain a permit.  


In the event the Council shall approve an amendment, such amendment shall thereafter be made a 
part of this Title upon the preparation and passage of an ordinance. (Ord. 2012, 7-6-1981) 


History: 


The City Council approved Ordinance 2012 on July 6, 1981 which replaced Title 10 of the Twin Falls City Code in 
its entirety.   


Community Development staff was approached with the possibility of large utility facility being constructed in 
an area that was not appropriate.  After further discussion is was decided to request an amendment to the 
code to permit utility owned buildings and structures over twenty-five (25) square feet in area or three 
feet (3’) above ground only through the special use permit process.  


Budget Impact: 


The initial budget impact from approval of this request will be the cost of public hearing notifications.   
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Regulatory Impact: 


Approval will allow the ordinance to be presented to the City Council.   Once the ordinance is published the City 
Code is officially amended  


Analysis: 


This is a request to modify sections 10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-4-10.2, 10-4-12.2: Use Regulations" of the Twin Falls City 
Code; Title 10; Zoning & Subdivision Regulations.  The request is specifically to take utility owned buildings and 
structures more than twenty-five (25) square feet in area or more than three feet (3’) aboveground out of the 
“Allowed Uses” section and put it in the “Special Uses” section. 


 
Sections 10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-4-10.2, 10-4-12.2 of the City Code identifies the use regulations allowed in the C-1, 


Commercial Highway District; M-1, Light Manufacturing District; M-2, Heavy Manufacturing District; and AP, 
Airport District. There is presently an allowance in the 10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-4-10.2, 10-4-12.2 code sections that 
outright allows utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty-five (25) square feet in area or more 
than three feet (3’) aboveground. Staff believes this could cause potential problems in the future should a utility 
company wish to construct a facility along a commercial corridor. 


 
A special use is a use otherwise prohibited by the terms of this Title in a given zone, but which may be allowed with 


conditions under specific provisions of this Title and when not in conflict with the comprehensive plan. A special 
use permit requires a public hearing and allows the surrounding neighbors an opportunity to voice their 
concerns and ask questions.  


 
This is the first step of the Zoning Title Amendment approval procedure.  A request for a Zoning Title Amendment is 


initially made to the Commission.  The Planning and Zoning Commission holds a public hearing to evaluate the 
request and to determine the extent and nature of the amendment.   Upon conclusion of the public hearing the 
Commission makes a recommendation to the City Council on whether or not to approve the request as 
presented, deny the request, or approve the request with conditions and/or modifications.   If the Commission 
recommends approval they shall assure the request is compatible with the comprehensive plan.    


 
The City Council shall then hold an additional public hearing where they may approve the application as 


recommended by the Commission, deny the application, or remand the application back to the Commission for 
further proceedings.   If approved, an ordinance is prepared and at a later public meeting is adopted by the City 
Council.  Once the ordinance is published the City Code is officially amended.    


On December 28, 2010 the Planning & Zoning Commission unanimously recommended approval as presented.   
that the Commission recommends approval of the attached ordinance as presented to the City Council. 


Attachments: 


1. Portion of the December 28, 2010 P&Z minutes. 
2. Draft Ordinance  
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ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 


AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, 
IDAHO, AMENDING TWIN FALLS CITY CODE §§10-4-8.2, 10-4-9.2, 10-4-
10.2 AND 10-4-12.2, BY PERMITTING UTILITY OWNED BUILDINGS AND 
STRUCTURES BY SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN THE C-1, M-1, M-2 AND AP 
ZONES. 


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


 
Section 1:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-8.2(A)(1) is amended as follows: 


 
“10-4-8.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(A) Permitted Uses: Buildings, structures or premises shall be used and buildings and 


structures shall hereafter be erected, altered or enlarged only for the following uses: 
1. Communications And Utilities: 


a. Radio and television stations without transmission and receiving towers. 
b. Telegraph centers and telegraph stations. 
c. Telephone exchange stations. 
d. Underground and aboveground transmission lines. 
e. Utility owned buildings and structures less than twenty five (25) square feet in area 


and less than three feet (3') aboveground. 
f. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in area 


or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 2:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-8.2(B)(1) is amended as follows: 
 


“10-4-8.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(B) Special Uses: A special use permit may be granted for a permanent use that is not in 


conflict with the comprehensive plan and that is not permitted outright because it may 
conflict with other uses in the district unless special provisions are taken. Special use 
permits may be granted for the following uses: 
1. Communications And Utilities: 


a. Radio and television stations with wireless communications facilities. 
b. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 3:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-9.2(A)(2) is amended as follows: 
 


“10-4-9.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(A) Permitted Uses: Buildings, structures or premises shall be used and buildings and 


structures shall hereafter be erected, altered or enlarged only for the following uses: 
… 
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2. Communications And Utilities: 
a. Radio and television stations without transmission and receiving towers. 
b. Telegraph centers and telegraph stations. 
c. Telephone exchange stations. 
d. Underground and aboveground transmission lines. 
e. Utility owned buildings and structures less than twenty five (25) square feet in area 


and less than three feet (3') aboveground. 
f. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 4:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-9.2(B)(3) is amended as follows: 
 


“10-4-9.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(B) Special Uses: A special use permit may be granted for a permanent use that is not in 


conflict with the comprehensive plan and that is not permitted outright because it may 
conflict with other uses in the district unless special provisions are taken. Special use 
permits may be granted for the following uses: 


3. Communications And Utilities: 
a. Radio and television stations with wireless communications facilities. 
b. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 5:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-10.2(A)(3) is amended as follows: 
 
“10-4-10.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(A) Permitted Uses: Buildings, structures or premises shall be used and buildings and 


structures shall hereafter be erected, altered or enlarged only for the following uses: 
3. Communications And Utilities: 


a. Radio and television stations without transmission and receiving towers. 
b. Telegraph centers and telegraph stations. 
c. Telephone exchange stations. 
d. Underground and aboveground transmission lines. 
e. Utility-owned buildings and structures less than twenty five (25) square feet in area 


and less than three feet (3') aboveground. 
f. Utility-owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 6:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-10.2(B)(1) is amended as follows: 
 


“10-4-10.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(B) Special Uses: A special use permit may be granted for a permanent use that is not in 


conflict with the comprehensive plan and that is not permitted outright because it may 
conflict with other uses in the district unless special provisions are taken. Special use 
permits may be granted for the following uses: 
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1. Communications And Utilities: 
a. Radio and television stations with wireless communications facilities. 
b. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 7:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-12.2(A)(2) is amended as follows: 
 


“10-4-12.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(A) Permitted Uses: Buildings, structures or premises shall be used and buildings and 


structures shall hereafter be erected, altered or enlarged only for the following uses: 
2. Communications And Utilities: 


a. Underground and aboveground transmission lines. 
b. Utility owned buildings and structures less than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area and less than three feet (3') aboveground. 
c. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in 


area or more than three feet (3') aboveground. 
 


Section 8:  That Twin Falls City Code §10-4-12.2(B) is amended as follows:  
 


“10-4-12.2: USE REGULATIONS: 
(B) Special Uses: A special use permit may be granted for a permanent use that is not in 


conflict with the comprehensive plan and that is not permitted outright because it may 
conflict with other uses in the district unless special provisions are taken. Special use 
permits may be granted for the following uses: 
1. Agricultural: 


a. Farms - fish. 
2. Communications And Utilities: 


a. Utility owned buildings and structures more than twenty five (25) square feet in area 
or more than three feet (3') aboveground.” 


23. Cultural Facilities: 
a. Cemeteries. 


34. Miscellaneous: 
a. Any facility with drive-through service. 


45. Parks: 
a. Park concessions. 
b. Public parks and playgrounds with crowd attracting facilities. 


56. Public Assembly: 
a. Sports arena. 


67. Residential: 
a. Accessory buildings (more than 1,500 square feet) i.e., garages and other 


accessory buildings except those physically attached garages that are built at the 
same time the home is built. 


b. Home occupations. 
78. Sports Facilities: 


a. Athletic areas. 
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b. Golf courses and country clubs. 
c. Golf driving ranges. 
d. Gun clubs. 
e. Racetracks. 


89. Transportation: Airport and related facilities. (Ord. 2620, 8-2-1999; amd. Ord. 2635, 
11-15-1999; Ord. 2798, 8-2-2004) 


 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL, , 2011. 
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR , 2011. 
 


___________________________________ 
MAYOR  


ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 









