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

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 

1. Consideration of accounts payable for January 18 – 23, 2012. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

2. Consideration of the January 17, 2012, City Council Minutes. 

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
L. Sanchez 

II. 
1. A presentation by the Recreation Center Committee reporting the Committee’s project status 

and seeking additional project direction from the City Council. 

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

2. Consider contract Amendment No. 11 from CH2M HILL for the operation and maintenance 
of the Waste Treatment Plant, industrial pre-treatment program and associated sewer lift 
stations. 

3. Consideration of a request to award the 2012 Northeast Sewer Stage 2 Project to Stutzman, 
Inc., of Twin Falls, Idaho, in the amount of $848,248.62. 

4. Consideration of an appeal of a decision by the Planning & Zoning Commission to grant a 
Special Use Permit to install and operate an aerial tour business on a southeast portion of 
the Canyon Springs Golf Course within the Snake River Canyon in the City’s Area of Impact.  
Appellant:  John T. Lezamiz.  

 
Presentation 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
Presentation 
 
 
 

 
Dennis Bowyer 
 
Jon Caton/ 
Shawn Moffitt 
 
Lee Glaesemann 
 
Rene’e Carraway 
 
 

III.  ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

 

IV.   
1. A public hearing to consider a request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map 

Amendment for 12.5± acres located on a portion of the Fieldstone Subdivision, south of 900-
1100 blocks of Cheney Drive West, undeveloped, and east of the 1350-1450 blocks of Field 
Stream Way, from R-2 to R-4 PRO PUD, to develop a mixed use project consisting of 
residential single-family and/or duplex dwellings and professional/medical uses. (app.2475) 

PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  

 

 
Public Hearing 

 
Rene’e Carraway 

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 
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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. 



 
 Monday January 23, 2012 City Council Meeting 
 
 To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
 From: Dennis J. Bowyer, Parks & Recreation Director 
 
 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request: 
A presentation by the Recreation Center Committee reporting the Committee’s project status and 
seeking additional project direction from the City Council. 
 

 Time Estimate: 
Committee members Chris Scholes and Chris Clark will take approximately 10 minutes to present.  
Following the presentations, we expect some time for questions and answers. 
 
Background: 
In January 2011, the City Council formed a committee to look at the possibility of a recreation center in 
Twin Falls.  The committee consisted of:  
 

• Councilman Trip Craig, 
• Councilman Greg Lanting, 
• Councilman Will Kezele, 
• Community Development Director Mitch Humble, 
• Parks & Recreation Director Dennis Bowyer, 
• Recreation Supervisor Stacy McClintock, 
• HR Analyst Gretchen Scott, 
• Nicki Kroese, Salvation Army 
• Kirk Brower, Twin Falls School District #411, 
• John Pauley, YMCA, 
• Susan Baisch, St. Lukes, 
• Jeff Blick, Parks & Recreation Commission, 
• Ryan Horsley, Parks & Recreation Commission, 
• Scot McNeley, at large, 
• Chris Clark, at large, 
• Chris Scholes, at large, and 
• Alan Stutzman, at large   

 
 
There have also been several individuals and representatives from other entities and/or communities that 
have participated in several meetings throughout the year. 
 
 
 
 



The Recreation Center Committee has met monthly, beginning in March of this year.  Over the past 10 
meetings, the committee reviewed many issues on a recreation center with most of the discussions 
centered on the following items: 
 

• Size 
• Location 
• Amenities 
• Recreation District 
• Partnerships 
• Funding Sources 

 
Based on the conversations about these topics, the committee has arrived at the following conclusions.  
To fulfill the current needs of the City programs, the recreation center would be approximately 50,000 to 
55,000 sq ft in size.  This proposed size includes four full size basketball courts, these basketball courts 
can convert into eight volleyball courts, two batting cages, a running track, climbing wall, multi-purpose 
room(s), meeting room, a small fitness facility, locker rooms, and offices for staff.  The committee voted 
on what amenities should be included in a center, the above amenities received the most votes.  This size 
of facility would fit on the City land directly east of the Parks & Recreation office/shop on Maxwell 
Avenue.  Parking for the facility would fit on adjacent City and Urban Renewal Agency property; total 
site plan would be approximately 2 - 2½ acres.  The consensus of the committee is that a site in the 
downtown area is the preferred location for a center.  This size of facility would cost in the range of $5 
to $6 million dollars to construct.  No maintenance and operational costs have been developed for this 
size of center.  A 3-D interactive presentation on this conceptual plan will be given.  Attached are a 
rough site plan for the facility and a conceptual plan of the center. 
  
To plan for the future needs of the community, the recreation center would be approximately 100,000 to 
130,000 sq ft in size.  This size of center is similar to the recreation centers in Nampa and Coeur 
d’Alene.  The committee chose not to list what amenities could be in this size of facility with the idea if 
the City Council was not interested in a large facility at all, it would be a waste of time and effort to 
develop a conceptual plan.  This size of facility could fit adjacent to the Parks & recreation office/shop 
on Maxwell Avenue if additional property is acquired, total site plan would be approximately 8 -10 
acres.  The cost of this size of facility could be in the range of $25 - $30 million dollars.  Attached is a 
layout of the recreation center in Nampa, it is 140,000 sq ft in size. 
 
An aquatic amenity in either size of facility was discussed at length.  The consensus from the committee 
was since the community currently has a year round Olympic size swimming pool, the upfront cost of an 
aquatic amenity is costly, the maintenance and operation costs are high, and since many aquatic facilities 
lose money each year, it would be best to leave out any aquatic amenities in either size of a center the 
committee goes forward with. 
 
At the last several of meetings, the committee struggled with the size of facility, to fit the current needs 
or to look toward the future needs of the community.  This is why the committee is seeking direction 
from the City Council on the size of the facility.  Once the committee receives direction from the City 
Council, the committee can begin working on maintenance and operations costs, potential revenue 
sources, and potential partnerships, and then eventually report back to the City Council with a final 
recommendation in 3 - 4 months. 
 
Approval Process: 
The Recreation Center Committee is only seeking direction at this time. 



 
 
Budget Impact: 
None at this time. 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
None 
 
Conclusion: 
The Recreation Committee is seeking direction from the City Council on a size of a recreation center to 
guide them to a final recommendation in the near future. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Conceptual Plan of Recreation Center 
2. Proposed Site Plan 
3. Nampa Recreation Center Layout 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Nampa Recreation Center 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request
 

: 

Consider Contract Amendment No. 11 from CH2M HILL for the operation and maintenance of the Waste 
Treatment Plant, industrial pre-treatment program and associated sewer lift stations. 
 

 
Time Estimate: 

The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes. 
 
CH2M HILL will have a short presentation that will take approximately 5-10 minutes. 
 
Following the presentations, staff anticipates some time for questions and answers. 
 
Background
 

:  

The City originally contracted with CH2M HILL in 1985. The contract was entered into in an effort to 
reverse a history of discharge violations and ongoing operating deficiencies. In the intervening 26 years, 
CH2M HILL has an excellent record of operating the facility within discharge standards. The most recent 
agreement with CH2M HILL was executed in 2001 and has been amended on an annual basis since that 
time to reflect changes in operating conditions and fees. The 2001 agreement was for a period of 10 years 
with a 120 day cancellation provision. Amendment No. 10, signed in February 2011, extended the 2001 
agreement three years through September 30, 2014. 
 
This year, CH2M HILL is presenting Amendment No.11.  Mr. Shawn Moffitt, CH2M HILL’s project 
manager, will be present during this year’s amendment presentation to council.  The proposed contract 
has a 0% increase from FY 2010-2011.  Section 1 (2.2) increases the alteration written approval amount 
from $2,000 to $5,000. Section 2 (2.12) increases the repair budget from $53,870 to $70,000. The repair 
budget has only increased $2,310 since the original agreement in 1985 ($51,560) to the current total of 
$53,870. There has been the addition of the UASB, three lift stations and additional equipment at the 
treatment facility since 1985 which necessitates the need to increase the repair budget. 
 
The Fee: 
 
Amendment #11 updates operating conditions for our treatment facilities and shows current year 
electrical usage. Section 6 of the amendment shows the projected operating characteristics for the facility.  
Section 7 estimates for flow, BOD and TSS reflect a decrease from FY11.  The proposed base fee for the 
year is $2,811,823.00 which is a 0% increase over the fee for FY 2010-11. The Base Fee represents the 
total cost of service
 

.  

The base fee shown in section 3 (4.1) is the total compensation paid to CH2M HILL for services 
rendered. Total Direct Cost is the projected cost of operating the city’s treatment plants, maintaining lift 
stations and administering the industrial pretreatment program. Total Direct Costs is divided into 
maintenance & operating expenses and repairs.  M&O costs, including repair costs, are projected to be 

January 23, 2012, City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Jon Caton, Public Works Director, Shawn Moffitt, CH2MHILL 
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$2,304,773.00.  At the end of the year our contract requires CH2M HILL to rebate to the City 100% of 
the M&O costs that have not been spent and 100% of repair costs that have not been spent. The difference 
between the Base Fee and Total Direct Costs is overhead and profit. 
 

 
Approval Process: 

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

 
Budget Impact: 

These costs have been budgeted for FY12. 
 

 
Regulatory Impact: 

NA 
 

 
Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that Council approve the amendment as presented. 
 

 
Attachments: 

1.  Amendment No. 11 
2. Scope of Services Description 
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AMENDMENT NO. 11 
to the  

AGREEMENT FOR OPERATIONS  
MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

for the  
CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 

 
 
This Amendment No. 11 (the “Amendment”) is made and entered into this ____ day of 
___________, 2011 (the “Effective Date”) between the City of Twin Falls, Idaho (hereinafter “Twin 
Falls”) and Operations Management International, Inc. (hereinafter “CH2M HILL OMI”) (each a 
“Party” and collectively, the “Parties”).     
 
WHEREAS, the Parties entered into the Agreement for Operations, Maintenance and 
Management Services for the City of Twin Falls, Idaho Wastewater Treatment Facility, Pump 
Stations and UASB, effective October 1, 2001; 
 
WHEREAS, the Agreement for Operations, Maintenance and Management Services for the City 
of Twin Falls, Idaho Wastewater Treatment Facility, Pump Stations and UASB was amended by 
Amendment No. 1 on October 15, 2002, Amendment No. 2 on September 22, 2003,  
Amendment No. 3 on October 1, 2004, Amendment No. 4 on October 1, 2005,  Amendment No. 
5 on October 1, 2006,  Amendment No. 6 on October 1, 2007; Amendment No. 7 on October 1, 
2008; Amendment No. 8 on October 1, 2009; Amendment No. 9 on October 1, 2010; 
Amendment No. 10 on February 7, 2011; and the Agreement for Operations, Maintenance and 
Management Services for the City of Twin Falls, Idaho Wastewater Treatment Facility, Pump 
Stations and UASB, Amendments No. 1, 2, 3, 4 , 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 being collectively referred 
to as the “Agreement”; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Parties now wish to further modify the Agreement as more fully set forth herein. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, Twin Falls and CH2M HILL OMI agree to amend the Agreement as follows:  
 
1. Article 2.2 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following: 
 

2.2 Within the design and capability of the Project, manage, operate and maintain 
the project so that effluent discharged from the Project meets the requirements 
specified in Appendix C.  CH2M HILL may alter processes and/or facilities to 
achieve the objectives of this Agreement, provided, however, that no alteration 
shall be without Twin Falls written approval if alteration shall cost in excess of 
Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000.00).   

 
2. Article 2.12 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following: 
 

2.12 Provide and document all Repairs for the Project, provided the total amount 
CH2M HILL OMI shall be required to pay does not exceed Seventy Thousand 
Dollars ($70,000.00) per year during the term of this Agreement as defined in 
Article 7.1.  Twin Falls shall pay for all repairs in excess of the Repairs limit.   

 
3. Article 4.1 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following: 
 

4.1 Twin Falls shall pay CH2M HILL OMI as compensation for services performed 
under this Agreement a Base Fee of Two Million Eight Hundred Eleven 
Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty Three Dollars ($2,811,823.00) for the time 
period of October 1, 2011 through September 30, 2012 (the “Current Term”).  
Subsequent year’s Base Fee shall be determined as specified in Article 4.4. 
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4. Article 4.2 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following: 
 

4.2 The estimated Total Direct Cost for providing services during the Current Term is 
Two Million Three Hundred Four Thousand Seven Hundred Seventy Three 
Dollars ($2,304,773).  If the actual Total Direct Cost, excluding repairs, is less 
than the estimated Total Direct Cost for the Current Term, then CH2M HILL OMI 
will rebate Twin Falls One Hundred Percent (100%) of the difference between the 
actual and estimated Total Direct Costs. 

 
5. Article 5.1 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following: 
 

5.1 Twin Falls shall pay CH2M HILL a monthly Base Fee set forth in Article 4.1 as 
follows: Two Hundred Thirty Four Thousand Three Hundred Eighteen Dollars and 
Fifty Eight Cents ($234,318.58) which shall be due and payable on the 10th

Flow   6.68    1.06   MGD 

 of 
the month the services are provided. 

 
6. Appendix A, Definition A.10 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following:   
 

 
   
Description   Municipal Facility  UASB Facility 
         
Electrical Energy  737,207 kWh   93,417 kWh   
        
Electrical Demand  1364 kW   175 kW 
 
Rate Schedule   19p    9s  
          
Effective Date   June 1, 2011    June 1, 2011  
 

      
 
7. Appendix C, paragraph C.5 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following:  
 

C.5 The estimated costs for service under this Agreement are based upon the 
following annual average characteristics: 

 
Parameter  Municipal   UASB  Measurement 
   Facility    
       

       
BOD5

C.6 The industrial dischargers and their respective actual average flows, BOD

   17,650    8,950  lbs/day 
       
TSS   13,482    1,804   lbs/day 
 

An increase of ten percent (10%) or more in any of these characteristics, based upon a ninety -
day (90) average, will be evaluated to determine cost impact and, if necessary, an adjustment will 
be made by letter of agreement. 
 
8. Appendix C, paragraph C.6 is deleted in its entirety and replaced by the following Article. 

 
5, and 

SS loadings during the period August 2009 through July 2010 are identified 
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below. Any addition or deletion of an industrial discharger, changes in their 
permitted loadings as agreed upon by Twin Falls, and/or a ten percent (10%) 
change in the loadings from any industrial discharger shall constitute a change in 
the scope of services.    

 
Industry Flow, mgd BOD5 TSS, mg/L 

{lbs/day} 
 

, mg/L 
{lbs/day} 

AP Gem Linen  0.085  147{134} 90{83} 
Independent Meat  0.107  59{50} 54{46} 
City of Kimberly 0.266  244{538} 217{478} 
Longview Fibre  0.011  360{34}  99{10} 
ConAgra D1 0.4 453{1,736} 328{990}  
ConAgra D2 1.06 703{8,950} 143{1,804} 
Glanbia Inc. 0.539  730{3,274} 202{907} 
Cummins Family 
Produce 

 0.005  117{7} 204{11} 

 
This Amendment constitutes the entire agreement between the Parties and supersedes all prior 
oral and written understandings with respect to the subject matter set forth herein.  Unless 
specifically stated all other terms and conditions of the Agreement shall remain in full force and 
effect.  Neither this Amendment nor the Agreement may be modified except in writing signed by 
an authorized representative of the Parties. 
 
The Parties, intending to be legally bound, indicate their approval of the Amendment by their 
signatures below. 
 
Authorized Signature:     Authorized Signature:  
 
OPERATIONS MANAGEMENT    CITY OF TWIN FALLS, IDAHO 
INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
 
 
 
              
Name:  Natalie L. Eldredge    Name:  Don Hall  
Title:  Vice President     Title:  Mayor 
Date:                                          Date:       













 
ITEM II-1 

Request: 
Consideration of an appeal of a decision by the Planning & Zoning Commission to grant a Special Use 
Permit to install and operate an aerial tour business on a southeast portion of the Canyon Springs Golf Course within 
the Snake River Canyon in the City’s Area of Impact.  Appellant:  John T. Lezamiz

Time Estimate: 
.  

The appellant may take up to 15 minutes.  The staff presentation may take approximately 5 minutes.   
Background/History: 

Magic Valley Flight Simulation, LLC, requested a special use permit to establish an aerial tour business, more 
commonly known as a zip line, in the Snake River Canyon.  A public hearing was heard by the Planning & 
Zoning Commission on December 28, 2011.   By a vote of seven (7) for and one (1) against the special use 
permit was granted subject to the following conditions:  

1. Subject to a review by the Building Department to determine if a Certificate of Occupancy is required 
for the use of the clubhouse facility for the zip-line staging area. 

2. Subject to a review of parking requirements for the clubhouse and zip-line use to determine if additional 
parking is required. 

3. Subject to the launch site having a security fence or suitable enclosure to provide security to the site. 
4. Subject to signage on Canyon Springs Road being placed by operator indicating that no parking or 

stopping is allowed on the road way in the vicinity of the launch area at any time. 
5. Subject to the zip-line(s) being operated by outfitters and guides licensed by the Idaho Outfitters and 

Guides Licensing Board.   Documentation provided to City prior to operation. 
6. Upon abandonment or discontinuation of use, the property owner/business owner shall physically 

remove all structures associated with the zip-line(s) facility within ninety (90) days of the date of 
abandonment and/or discontinuation of use, and restore the site to its original condition.  The property 
owner/business owner shall provide to the City, prior to issuance of a permit, a performance bond in 
the amount of twenty thousand dollars ($20,000.00) or a bond equal to a written estimate from a 
qualified contractor to guarantee that the facility will be removed when no longer in use & site restored. 
The City shall be named as an oblige in the bond and must approve the bonding company. 

7. 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. 

 
On January 11, 2012 John Lezamiz submitted a “Notice of Appeal” thereby appealing the decision of the 
P&Z Commission to the Twin Falls City Council.  He stated the following three (3) reasons for the appeal: 

1. Failing to provide notice to all affected property owners; 
2. Conflict of interest by P&Z Commissioner; and 
3. Failing to follow, adhere to and failing to implement provisions of Twin Falls City Code 10-13-

2.2(D)(5). 

MONDAY January  23, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Rene’e V. Carraway, Zoning & Development Manager 
 



The site is located within the Area of Impact.  As per Twin Falls City Code 10-8-4 ..”  (E) Any person directly 
aggrieved and affected by a final decision of the planning and zoning commission regarding property 
located within the area of city impact may appeal to the board of county commissioners. The board of 
county commissioners shall not make a decision on the appeal until it has received a recommendation from 
the city council.   All appeal hearings shall be based upon the record established by the city planning and 
zoning commission. (Ord. 2793, 7-19-2004).”    
 
An appeal regarding property located within the area of city impact is based solely upon the record.  No 
new information is considered and no public testimony is provided at the appeal meeting.   
I have included with your packet the Notice of Appeal submitted by the appellant; John T. Lezamiz dated 
January 11, 2012, the staff report that was presented to the Planning & Zoning Commission on December 
28, 2011, letters submitted as public comment, the exhibits presented by Jody Tatum, representing Magic 
Valley Flight Simulation, LLC at the December 28, 2011 P&Z public hearing and the minutes of the 
December 28, 2011 P&Z public meeting. 
 

Budget Impact: 
There is no budget impact associated with the Council’s recommendation. 

Regulatory Impact: 
The Council's recommendation on this request will allow the appeal to be considered by the County 
Commissioners.  

Conclusion: 
As required by City Code 10-8-4(E), the City Council is being asked to make a recommendation to the 
County Commissioners on the appeal of the Planning & Zoning Commission's approval of this request.   
 
The City Council may make any of the following recommendations:  

1) that the County Commissioners uphold the P&Z's approval,  
2)  that the County Commissioners uphold the P&Z's approval, but with additional or different conditions,  
3)  that the County Commissioners overturn the P&Z's approval, or 
4)  that the County Commissioners remand the request back to the P&Z to be re-considered. 

 
Attachments: 

1. Notice of Appeal submitted by John T. Lezamiz. (2 pgs) 
2. December 28, 2011 Planning & Zoning Commission’s Staff Report.  (35 pgs) 
3. Public comment letters (12 letters) 
4. Presentation exhibits presented by Jody Tatum, representing Magic Valley Flight Simulation, LLC. 

at the December 28, 2011 Planning & Zoning Commission public hearing (11 pgs) 
5. Portion of the December 28, 2011 P&Z minutes. (7 pgs) 
6. Testimony exhibits presented by John Lezamiz at December 28, 2011 P&Z public hearing. (3 pgs) 
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