
 

 

COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
SHAWN    LANCE   DON   GREGORY    JIM    REBECCA   CHRIS 

 

BARIGAR   CLOW   HALL   LANTING    MUNN, JR.  MILLS SOJKA  TALKINGTON 
             Vice Mayor  Mayor 

 
 

 
 

 
 

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

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 

1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 17 - 23, 2012. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

2. Consideration of the April 2, 2012, City Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of a request to adopt proposed Resolution 1883 to destroy semi permanent 

and temporary records. 
4. Consideration of the adoption of the AMENDED C-1 PUD AGREEMENT #220-POLELINE 

COMMERCIAL PUD. 
5. Consideration of the Final Plat of Poleline Commercial Subdivision-A PUD, 10.28 (+/-) acres 

consisting of 8 lots and located at 636 Poleline Road. 

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
L. Sanchez 
Sharon Bryan 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
Mitch Humble 

II. 
1. Presentation of the Annual Jim A. Mildon Traffic Safety Award to Jean and Ron Gray and 

Jamie and Stepheni Gray. 

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

2. Consideration of a request to approve the first Magic Valley Beer Festival to be held at the 
Twin Falls City Park on Saturday, August 18 ,2012, from 12:00 P.M. through 5:00 P.M. 

3. Consideration of a request to adopt a Naming Policy for the City of Twin Falls. 
4. To discuss and determine whether there may be significant adverse impact as a result of the 

Planning & Zoning Commission’s decision on the preliminary plat for the Canyon Park 
Amended Subdivision, and if so, whether to schedule a Council review of that decision at a 
future public meeting. 

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

 
Presentation 
 
Action 
 
Action 
Discussion/ 
Possible Action 

 
Dennis Pullin 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
Dennis Bowyer 
Mitch Humble 
 

III.  ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:  
IV.    

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 - 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. 
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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. 
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             Vice Mayor  Mayor 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
4:00 P.M. 

 
4:00 P.M. Present:  Lance Clow, Gregory Lanting, Jim Munn, Jr., Chris Talkington 
5: 45 P.M. Present Shawn Barigar and Don Hall  
Absent:    Rebecca Mills Sojka 
 
Staff Present: City Manager Travis Rothweiler, City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich, Chief Financial Officer Lorie Race,  Parks & Recreation 
Director Dennis Bowyer, Assistant to the City Manager Mike Williams, Deputy City Clerk Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary 
Leila A. Sanchez 
 
Mayor Lanting called the meeting to order at 4:00 P.M.  A quorum was present.  Mayor Lanting introduced staff. 
 
Presentations by eligible applicants for Municipal Powers Outsource Grant (MPOG) funding. 
 
Art Hoag, Programs Director of the Art Guild of Magic Valley, 646 2nd Avenue North, explained his request of $5,000.  
 
Tahna Cooper, Executive Director of the Fifth Judicial District Casa Program, Inc., 716 Bridge Street, explained her request of $5,512. 
 
Stan Crowley, Representative of the Magic Valley Fellowship Hall, 801 2nd Avenue North, explained his request of $18,000. 
 
Steve Everton, President of the Magic Valley Tennis Association, P.O. Box 5724, explained his request of $7,000. 
 
Kathyrn Bausman, Executive Director of Jubilee House, Inc, 315 Grandview Drive, explained her request of $7,000. 
 
Debbie Dane, Executive Director of Southern Idaho Tourism, 315 Falls Avenue, explained her request of $4,000. 
 
Lynn Baird, Director of the Trans IV Buses, 496 Madrona, explained his request of $40,000.   
 
Jonie Benson, Administrator of the Mustard Tree Community Wellness Clinic, 570 Shoup Avenue West, explained her request of $10,000. 
 
Dale R. Metzger, Director of Eye Screening, Twin Falls Lions Club, explained his request of $4,000.   
 
Lisa Douda, Community Resource Director of the Twin Falls Senior Center, 530 Shoshone Street West, explained her request of $10,000. 
 
Pattie Lopshire, representing the Magic Valley Arts Council, 195 River Vista Place, Suite #100, explained her request of $9,000. 
 
Sandy Hacking, President of The Twin Falls Municipal Band, Twin Falls City Park Bandshell, explained her request of $21,161. 
 
Sam Fowler, Executive Director of the Boys & Girls Club of Magic Valley, 999 Frontier Road, explained his request of $25,500. 
 
Deborah Gabardi, Executive Director of the Crisis Center of Magic Valley, Inc., P.O. Box 2444, explained her request of $15,000. 
 
Pam Gore, Harmony PSR Services/Twin Falls Health Advocates, 420 Main Avenue South, explained her request of $5,000. 
 
Recess:  5:36 P.M. 
 
Mayor Lanting reconvened the meeting at 5:52 P.M.   
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CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:  None. 
PROCLAMATIONS:  None. 

 
AGENDA ITEMS 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR: 
1. Consideration of accounts payable for March 27 – April 2, 2012, $294,873.77 

March 30, 2012, Fire Payroll $48,445.33 
March 30, 2012, Payroll, 20,589.42 

2. Consideration of the March 26, 2012, City Council Minutes. 
 
 MOTION: 

Vice Mayor Hall made the motion to approve the Consent Calendar as presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson 
Barigar and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6 to 0. 
 

II. ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 
1. Consideration of a proposed land exchange with the County of Twin Falls. 

 
 Parks & Recreation Director Dennis Bowyer explained the request.   
 
 Staff recommends to the City Council to allow staff to proceed with the proposed land exchange with Twin Falls County. 
 
 Discussion followed: 
 -McCoy Contract 
 
 County Commissioner Mills explained that Doug McCoy pays the County a dollar per cubic yard of gravel.  In October 2011, 
 approximately $800 was received from Doug McCoy for the year. 
  
 -Land swap be in equal value of the property swapping. 
 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Talkington made a motion to move that, in recognition of the property being underutilized, the Council proceed with 
 discussion with the County for an exchange of the property and proceed to set up a public hearing, subsequent to any preliminary 
 agreements between the parties and to not establish a minimum value, but rather exchange the property for another of equal value.  
 The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Hall and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 6 
 to 0. 
 

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

3. Continue presentations by eligible applicants for Municipal Powers Outsource Grant (MPOG) funding. 
 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:  None.   
 
Mayor Lanting reviewed the Public Hearing Procedures. 
 
 
IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  

1. For a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from R-2 to R-2 NCO PUD for 5.562 (+/-) acres to allow for a planned 
development consisting of a combination of neighborhood commercial uses to include a gasoline station / convenience store on 
property located at the northwest corner of Addison Avenue East and Eastland Drive North, c/o Todd Meyers, Maverik, Inc.  on behalf 
of Thomas J. Arledge and Cheryl A. Arledge . (app. 2498) 

 
    Gary Slette, Robertson & Slette, P.O. Box 1906, Twin Falls, Idaho, representing Tom and Cheryl Arledge, explained the request.  The 

request is to rezone from R-2 to R-2 NCO PUD.  The request is consistent with the comprehensive plan and the comprehensive plan 
land use.  He explained the plans on the Maverik Store.  On February 14, 2012, the Planning & Zoning Commission held a public 
hearing and the request was denied.  The request is for a favorable action on the rezone to an R-2 NCO PUD and approval of Phase 
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1 of the development which would contemplate the development of the Maverik C Store and gas station.  The owner is agreeable to 
staff’s recommendations in the staff report, if the request is approved.   

 
    Issues such as signage, landscaping, parking are all site specific.  The Maverik Phase 1 has been designed to meet every facet of the 

standards articulated in the ordinance.  Phase 2 would come back to the Council as individual development was proposed on the 
property.  The Phase 2 plan was shown on overhead projection.   

 
   On overhead projection he showed a development agreement between the City of Twin Falls and Tom and Cheryl Arledge and 

explained his interpretation of the agreement, in regards to the full access approach.   
  
   Community Development Director Humble explained the request.  
 
   On February 14, 2012 the Planning & Zoning Commission held a public hearing on this request and unanimously recommended  
   denial of this request as presented.  

 
 Staff does not concur with the Commission’s recommendation.   The Comprehensive Plan indicates this intersection as appropriate for 

commercial/retail uses on the east and neighborhood commercial uses on the west recognizing the existing high traffic volumes along 
both major arterials; Eastland Drive and Addison Avenue East, and recognizing the changing residential neighborhood from single family 
to professional office and light commercial along the western corridor of the intersection of Addison Avenue East and Eastland Drive.   
This proposal is consistent with the intent and direction of the Comprehensive Plan.  The land use designations as shown on the Future 
Land Use Map are not specific to property lines/boundary lines but may, as determined by the City Council, be used as a guide for future 
growth and development.   

 
  Should the City Council approve this request as presented staff recommends 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 NCO standards unless otherwise approved by City Council. 
4) Subject the Maverik gasoline station/convenience store, as presented, being permitted without a special use permit, as approved 

 through this PUD process. 
5) Subject to approval & recordation of a PUD Agreement prior to development of the site. 

 
 Council discussion followed: 
 -Flood plain area.   
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that the site plan shows that the retention area will be located under the parking lot.   
 
 -Left turn access on Eastland and Addison causing a disruption in traffic flows and a safety hazard. 
 -Medians 
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that the Council could make a condition that there shall be no left turns and right in 
 and right out only.  Troy Vitek, the City Assistant Engineer, is designing the intersection project.   
 
 -Enforcement of NCO Signage  
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that NCO zone allows wall signs and one free standing per standing street front.   
 
 Gary Slette stated that in regards to the flood plain related issue, the owner is aware of the engineering standards requirements in 
 regards to the retention area.  In regards to access, the development agreement between the City and the owners, states what the 
 city mandated.  He asked if the accesses are being debated.  He stated that the City required the accesses in November 2011.  He 
 read paragraph 4.  of the development agreement. 
 
 -Lighting. 
 -Landscaping buffer 
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 Todd Meyers, 880 W. Center, North Salt Lake, UT, representing Maverik, Inc, stated that typically in the general parking the plan  is to 
 have 3’ to 5’ candles of light, the residential area will drop down to a .5, lower light pole, lights will be placed inside the canopies, 
 parking lot light is typically 25’ in height and will drop down to 15’ near the Fort residence.  Marverik will adopt the city standards.  In 
 regards to the landscaping buffers, the plan is to increase the number of trees on the property.  He  stated that Maverik would like to 
 be a 24 hour store.   He discussed the plans for the building and signage.   
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated for correction to his earlier statement that a recent code amendment allows NCO 
 allows external advertising.   The sign code applies to the NCO property as the sign code is written.  
 
 Letters from Richard Kelley, John Kelly, Gary Stewart, Catherine Curtis, Craig Hawkins, Jared Walker, Gary Henning, Gary Fornshell, 
 Jim Vickers, John Kelley, Devoe Brown, and Patricia Curtis were entered into the record. 
 
 The public comment portion of the hearing was opened. 
  
   Stephen Hartgen, 1681 Wildflower, stated his concern of the drainage issue.   
 
   Curtis Eaton, 2155 Hillcrest Drive, spoke against the request.  He stated that the project is not consistent with the comprehensive 
   plan. 
 
   Tina Brant, 2150 Hillcrest Lane, spoke against the request.  She stated the following concerns:  Accidents at the intersection, area in 
   close proximity with schools, and heavy pedestrian traffic.   
 
   John Snelling, 2150 Hilllcrest Lane, spoke against the request.  He stated his concern of high concentration of service stations in the 
   area; the project does not comply with the comprehensive plan, and the flooding in the area. 
 
   Senator Lee Heider, 1631 Richmond Drive, spoke in favor of the request. 
 
   Paula Brown Sinclair, 2146 Addison Avenue East, submitted a copy of the January 5, 2009, Council Minutes to the Council and  
   showed on overhead projection.  She asked why we are taking an old zoning designation called NCO, according to the  
   comprehensive plan is obsolete, and calling it a PUD, and using it to supersede the comprehensive plan.  She asked at what point did 
   City staff become an advocate of the project.  She stated that she is also speaking in behalf of Ed Fuchs.  She stated that the request 
   is not consistent with the comprehensive plan.   
 
   James Ricks, 2146 Addison Avenue East, spoke in favor of the request.   
 
   Debbie Caughman, 146 Elm Street, spoke in favor of the request. 
 
   Deborah Reynolds, 629 Paradise Place Apt. #2, spoke in favor of the request. 
    
   Lisa Bates, 1658 4th Avenue East, spoke in favor of the request. 
 
   Troy Child, 938 White Birch Avenue, spoke in favor of the request. 
 
   Gary Nelson, 445 Falling Leaf Lane, spoke in favor of the request. 
 
   Scott Peterson, 1109 Highview Lane, spoke against the request.  He referred to an article in the Times News.  He stated that the  
   project is not consistent with the comprehensive plan. 
 
   Patricia Curtis, 1054 Highview Lane, spoke against the request.   
 
   Mary Fort, 2133 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request.  On overhead she showed a picture of the Brizee home. 
 
   Kristy Webb, 2158 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request.   Her concern was a significant amount of pedestrian traffic.    
 
   Curtis Webb, 2158 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request.  The project is not consistent with the comprehensive plan. 
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   Deborah Silver, 2188 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request. 
  
   Leroy Hayes, 2188 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request.   
 
   Jim  Fort, 2133 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request.   He also spoke on behalf of Bob Matsuoka.  
 
Recess:  7:52 P.M. 
Reconvened:  8:04 P.M. 
 
   Jim Lash, 2785 Suncrest Cr., spoke against the request.  The company he is involved with is the Shell Station.   He stated his concern 
   of allowing left hand turns lanes. 
 
   Geoffroi Golay, 1078 Hoops, spoke against the request.  He stated his concern of allowing left hand turns lanes. 
 
   Wayne Heinemann, 2141 Hillcrest Lane, spoke against the request. 
 
   Doug Christensen, 2175 Addison Avenue East, spoke against the request. 
 
   Mardo Eaton, 2155 Hillcrest Drive, spoke against the request.  She stated that the soccer fields are close to the proximity.   
 
   Lou McManaman, 2196 Hillcrest Drive, spoke against the request.   
 
   Devoe Brown, 3920 North 3400 East, spoke in favor of the request.  He stated his in favor of progress. 
 
The public comment portion of the hearing was closed. 
 
Rebuttal: 
    Gary Slette, representing the applicant, stated for clarification that the request is to include Maverik, Inc., as part of the NCO PUD.  He 

referred to an agreement between the City of Twin Falls and Tom and Cheryl Arledge, regarding the approaches on Addison and 
Eastland.  The application is in conformity of the land use map.   

 
   Todd Meyers, 880 W. Center, North Salt Lake, UT, representing Maverik, Inc., made the following clarifications: 
   -On the City’s Comprehensive Plan page 2-25, the overlay zone is part of the comprehensive plan and will need to be done in a PUD.  
   -The building is less than 5,000 square feet. 
   -The additional pumps would be located west to the existing island, but the applicant would be willing to withdraw the additional  
   pumps for at least five years, and would go through the special use process if a request is made. 
   - Two different feasibility studies were done to determine if there was customer need. 
   - The store is owner operated.  Space is not leased out 
 
Council deliberations: 
 
Councilperson Talkington asked for the language of an NCO PUD concept.  
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that Neighborhood Centers is a term used in the comprehensive plan, which discusses land 
uses.   The comprehensive plan was approve in early 2009.    The zoning code has had for some time a neighborhood commercial overlay. The 
NCO is the zone in the zoning code used to implement the comprehensive plan.  The City does not have a neighborhood center zone in the 
zoning ordinance.  Two NCO PUD’s have previously been approved in an area designated on the future land use plan neighborhood center.   
 
Councilperson Clow asked for the explanation of the developer’s agreement referenced by Gary Slette.   
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that the developer’s agreement was tied to the Eastland Project. The agreement was for right 
of way acquisition for the street project 
 
Councilperson Clow stated for clarification that the developer’s agreement is referenced to the widening of Eastland and guaranteed the 
owner’s access points to their property, but did not guarantee them a gas station or any development.   
 
Closed the public hearing. 
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Deliberations: 
 
Councilperson Clow asked the purpose of a neighborhood commercial development and why is it needed.   
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that neighborhood commercial development is needed for light retail to support smaller 
service areas.   
 
Council discussion followed on the City Council Minutes referenced by Paula Brown Sinclair.   
 
Curtis Eaton stated that the comprehensive plan vetted through surveys of the community, adopted by the council, that there could be, probably 
should be, a neighborhood center on the corner.  The definition of a neighborhood center under the comprehensive plan prohibits a gas station.  
What was shown by Gary Slette was the ordinance that would change the zoning allowing a gas station.   
 
Councilperson Barigar stated that what he understood was that a neighborhood commercial overlay zone allows gas stations by special use 
permit.  
 
Gary Slette showed on overhead projection the access and parking areas. 
 
Mayor Lanting closed the public hearing. 
 
Deliberations: 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Talkington made the motion to approve the For a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from R-2 to R-2 NCO 
PUD for 5.562 (+/-) acres to allow for a planned development consisting of a combination of neighborhood commercial uses to include a 
gasoline station / convenience store on property located at the northwest corner of Addison Avenue East and Eastland Drive North, as 
presented, with staff recommendations.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Clow. 
 
Council discussion followed: 
Community Development Director Humble stated for clarification that the request for a 24 hour store is not being considered in the request, but 
may be added as a condition by the Council. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Clow made a motion to amend the main motion to add the condition that a left turn access in and out of the two entrances be 
prohibited.  The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Hall.   
 
Council discussion followed on the developer’s agreement and the left turn accesses. 
 
Roll call on the amendment to the main motion showed Councilpersons Clow, Hall, Lanting, Munn, and Talkington voted in favor of the motion.  
Councilperson Barigar spoke against the motion.  Approved 5 to 1. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Clow made a motion to amend to the main motion that the two extra bays, as referenced, be only considered after five years of 
the date of the occupancy permit and by special use permit.  The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Hall.  Roll call vote showed 
Councilpersons Barigar, Clow, Hall, Lanting, Munn voted in favor of the motion.  Councilperson Talkington voted against the motion.  Approved 
5 to 1.   
 
Roll call vote on the main motion as amended showed Councilperson Barigar voted in favor of the motion.  Councilpersons Clow, Hall, Lanting, 
Munn, Talkington voted against the motion.  Failed 1 to 5 
 
Councilpersons Barigar and Hall recused themselves at 9:10 p.m. 
 
Continue presentations by eligible applicants for Municipal Powers Outsource Grant (MPOG) funding. 
 
Council discussion followed on the MPOG funding. 
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MOTION: 
Councilperson Munn made a motion to award the following grants for Fiscal Year 2011-2012: 
Boys & Girls Club  $21,500 
Crisis Center of Magic Valley $11,000 
Magic Valley Arts Council, Inc.    $  9,000 
Southern Idaho Tourism   $  4,000 
Trans IV  $30,000 
Twin Falls Municipal Band  $20,000 
Twin Falls Senior Center   $  4,500 
 
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Talkington and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 4 
to 0. 
 
The Council requested that a report by the recipients be presented to the Council by November 1, 2012. 
 
V. ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting adjourned at 9:40 P.M. 
 
Leila A. Sanchez 
Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary 
 



 1 

 
 

 
Request: 
Consideration of a request to adopt proposed Resolution 1883 to destroy semi permanent and temporary 
records. 
Background: 
Budget Impact: 
The Council’s approval of this request will not impact the City budget. 
Regulatory Impact: 
The Council’s approval of this request will: Comply with Idaho State 
Code 50-907 requiring that before the City can destroy any semipermanent or 
temporary records we need to get City Attorney and City Council approval as 
well as notify the Idaho State Historical Society before destruction of any 
records.  This needs to be done by resolution.  (See attached) 
 

 

State Code 50-907 
 
Semipermanent records shall be kept for not less than five (5) years after 
the date of issuance or completion of the matter contained within the record. 
    (3)  "Temporary records" shall consist of: 

(a)  Building applications, plans, and specifications for  
noncommercial and nongovernment projects after the structure or project 
receives final inspection and approval; 
(b)  Cash receipts subject to audit; 
(c)  Election ballots and duplicate poll books; and 
(d)  Other documents or records as may be deemed of temporary nature by 
the city council. 

Temporary records shall be retained for not less than two (2) years, but in 
no event shall financial records be destroyed until completion of the city's 
financial audit as provided in section 67-450B, Idaho Code. 
     (4)  Semipermanent and temporary records may only be destroyed by 
resolution of the city council, and upon the advice of the city attorney. 
Such disposition shall be under the direction and supervision of the city 
clerk. 
The resolution ordering destruction shall list in detail records to be 
destroyed. Prior to destruction of semipermanent records, the city clerk 
shall provide written notice, including a detailed list of the semipermanent 
records proposed for destruction, to the Idaho state historical society 
thirty (30)days prior to the destruction of any records. 
 
Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council pass the attached Resolution. 
Attachments:  Resolution 

April 23, 2012 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk 



RESOLUTION NO. _______ 
 

Authorizing Destruction of Records. 
 

 Whereas, Idaho Code 50-907 (4) requires the City Council to authorize 
destruction of public records no longer required by law or for city business, and 
 
 Whereas, the Deputy City Clerk of the City of Twin Falls, Idaho have requested 
that certain records be authorized for destruction in order to dispose of them, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the city council of the City of Twin 
Falls, Idaho as follows: 
 

 
FINANCE DEPT. 

125 Enrollment forms 1995 
Adjusting Journal Entries1985 - 2010  
Affidavits of publication 1976 - 2006 
Alcohol catering permits 2000 
Alcohol License Applications 1982 - 2001 
Annual Statement Format Report 1997 
AP invoices 1988 - 2006 
AP cleared checks 2001 
AP Listing, vouchers and approvals 1986 - 2007 
Asset cards and retirements 1966-1989 
Balance Sheets 1982 
Bank Reconciliations & Investment Statements 1982 - 2006 
Blue Cross 2005 - 2006 
Budget detail 1991-1994 
Budget report 1977 - 1990 
Capital Asset Transfers and Verification Reports 1989-1991 
Cash account summary 1993 
Cash disbursements journal 1992; 
Cash edit listing 2001 
Cash receipts 1987 - 2007  
Chart of accounts 1988 
Check approval List 1987 - 2004                 
Check register 1982 – 2007 
County property listings 2011 
Detail General Ledger 2001-2002 
Detailed Budget FY 1981 – 1991 
Detailed General Ledger reports 1996 - 1997 
Duplicate Fiscal year end reports 2003 - 2004 
Duplicate checks (copies) 1997 - 2009 
Duplicate paper copies check stubs 2007-2009 
Duplicate W-2’s 2011 
Edit registers 1982 
Employment apps – 1986 
Expenditure reports 1994 - 2006 
Expenditure status 1991 - 2002 
Expired Misc License Applications  1967-1984 
Fiscal year end reports-2003-2004 



Fixed Assets Reports 1994-95, 2000-2, 1977-1995 
Fullcourt Flexible Spending Account Expense Verification 1995 
Gas & Diesel Tax Reports 1994 - 2004 
General Ledger- 1979 – 1989 
General Ledger detail 1993 - 2005 
General Ledger Detailed Report-1996  
General Ledger entry proof list 1987 – 1991 
Golf Course Tally Sheets 1995 
Golf sheets 2001-2007  
Grant Files 1992-2001 
ICRMP statements 1984-7 
IMG receipts 1982 
Insurance files 1994 
Investment statements 2003-2004; 2002; 1998 
Job Applications 1999 
Library financial updates 1980-1987 
LID Statements 1988 
Medical Reimbursement Requests 1996 
Misc AR Reports 1986 - 1999 
Municipal Source Book 1993; 2001 
Old URA checks-Closed URA account 
Parking ticket listing; 1982; 1998  
Payroll changes 1994 
Payroll Deduction Register 1998 
Payroll Report 1979 
Payroll reports 2004 
Phone bills 2003 
Physical fitness evaluations 1988 
Police duplicate training files 1987 
Preliminary Reports 1991 - 2003 
Program Services: 1992; 
Project Tracking Report 1990 - 1991 
Quarter to date worksheets 1987 
Rabies deposits 1974 
Requests for inspection of records 2008 
Retired Leases 1954-1973 
Revenue Receipt Journal 1989; 1999 
Revenue reports 1982 - 2005 
Rollover reports 91 thru 94 
Sewer rate study 1994 
State Cks thru 2009 
Timecards 1986-1989 
Trial Balance 1991 - 2006 
Unclaimed Property Reports 1997-2007 
Unpaid parking ticket report -1989 
Utility Billing Service Request 2010 
Utility Billing Slips prior to Apr 2010 
Utility Billings Payment Receipts 2010 
Voided checks 1998 
Voucher Check Register 1994 1995 
W-2s 1900 to 2011 
Warnings weed tickets-2009 



Warrant: 1977; 1979; 1978 
Water receipts 1988 
Weed spraying policy 1998 
Youth advisory docs 2006 
 

No trespass orders that are expired or past one year  (2010) 
POLICE DEPT. 

2006  Accident Reports  
2006  Citations 
2006  Pawns 
2006 Travel & Training Requests 
2006 Overtime Slips/Leave Requests 
2006 Towed Vehicle Slips 
2006 False Alarm Reports 
2010 FI Cards 
2006 House Check Forms 
2006 Parking tickets 
2006  Cash receipt books 
2010 Criminal History Logs (NCIC) 
2010  Copies of invoices for payables  (original invoices are scanned) 
Copies of lab processing reports from 1996 – 2003 
 

Backflow Reports Fiscal Year 2009 and back 
WATER DEPT. 

Copies of Bid Documents/Contracts 2006 and back 
Budget Prep-work Fiscal year 2009  and back 
Departmental misc records fiscal year 2006 and back 
Diglines fiscal year 2006 and back 
CCR & other public notice 2006 and back 
Public Notifications 2008 and back 
Violations 2008 and back 
Variances exemptions 2008 and back 
Lawn Taps Fiscal year 2006 and back 
Meter Installs Fiscal year 2006 and back 
Payable copies Fiscal year 2006 and back 
Service calls Fiscal year 2006 and back 
 
The administrative staff of the City is authorized to take all necessary steps to carry out 
the authorization provided by this Resolution. 
 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL                                                    April 23, 2012                                           
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR                                                                              , 2012 

 
          

 ____________________________  
Mayor Greg Lanting 
 

Attest: 
 
___________________________ 
Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk 



 
 
 

Date:  MONDAY,   APRIL  23, 2012 

To:       Honorable Mayor and City Council  

From:    Mitch Humble, Community Development 
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Request: 

Consideration of the adoption of The AMENDED C-1 PUD AGREEMENT #220-POLELINE COMMERCIAL PUD, 
c/o Gerald Martens/EHM Engineers  (App. 2407) 

 
Time Estimate: 
 As this is a consent item there shall be no presentation unless the Council has questions.  
Approval Process: 

State Code:   Idaho Code 67-6509 

City Code:   Title 10; Chapter 6; 1-PUD, Planned Unit Development Sub Districts 
 

Budget Impact: 
Approval of this request will impact the City budget as developed nonresidential uses on the property may 
be assessed at a higher value then residential property. 

Regulatory Impact: 
The Council’s adoption of the PUD Agreement will allow the project to be developed as approved.. 

History: 
On October 18, 1995, the subject property was annexed into the City of Twin Falls. 

In January 2000  the City Council approved rezone from R-4 to C-1 PUD and a PUD Agreement to allow for 
a “complete car center with sales, service, repair to include a car wash and detail facility” on a 9.6 (+/-) 
acre area for Hertz, LLC-a car dealership.  Building permits were submitted for construction on Phase 1- a 
two-story dealership building and a wash bay and shop.  Certificates of Occupancy were issued in October 
of 2000. 

On June 27, 2000 the Planning and Zoning Commission approved Special Use Permit #0664 to allow a 
message center sign on this site for the Hertz Car Dealership.    

The City Council approved an amendment to PUD Agreement #220 on January 10, 2011, to add an 
additional two (2) acres to the PUD and for the zoning to be C-1 PUD with 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 “recorded” Amended PUD Agreement #220, to include a revised 
 Master Development Plan, prior to approval and recordation of the final plat. 
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On March 8, 2011 the Commission approved the preliminary plat as presented subject to 5 conditions. 
The final plat is on tonight’s City Council agenda for consideration of approval.   

 
Conclusion: 

The PUD Agreement has been prepared as directed by the Council and Staff recommends that the 
Council adopt the attached PUD Agreement as submitted. 

 

Attachments: 

1. PUD AGREEMENT 
2. Approved Preliminary Plat 
3. Proposed Final Plat. 
4. Portion of the January 10, 2011 CC minutes 
5. Portion of the March 08, 2011 P&Z minutes.  

 

 
 
 
 
 





















































 
 
 

Date: MONDAY    APRIL 23, 2012 

To:            Honorable Mayor and City Council  

From:        Mitch Humble, Community Development Department 
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Request:  
 Consideration of the Final Plat of Poleline Commercial Subdivision-A PUD, 10.28 (+/-) acres consisting of 8 lots and 

located at 636 Poleline Road, 

Applicant: 

c/o Gerald Martens/EHM Engineers 
Time Estimate: 

 As this is a consent item there shall be no presentation unless the Council has questions.  

Background: 

Status: Owner/Developer Size:  10.28(+/-) acres 

The Crumb Group, LLC 
PO Box R 
Twin Falls, Idaho   83303 
Todd Blass 

Current Zoning:  C-1 PUD Requested Zoning:  Final Plat approval 

Comprehensive Plan: Commercial/Retail Lot Count: 8 

Existing Land Use:  Existing car 
dealership and vacant property 

Proposed Land Use:  Commercial 
subdivision 

Representative: Zoning Designations & Surrounding Land Use(s) 

EHM Engineers, Inc. 
c/o Gerald Martens 
621 North College Rd, Ste 100 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
208-734-4888 

North:  C-1 PUD; Poleline Road, 
commercial and hotel 

East: C-1; commercial (gas station and 
convenience store) 

South:  R-4 PUD; multi-family residential 
(Fawnbrook Apartments) 

West: C-1 Business Park PUD; Harrison 
St North extension and Lazy J Park 

Applicable Regulations: 10-1-4, 10-1-5, 10-4-8, 10-6-1, 10-12-2.4 

Approval Process:  10-12-2.4; FINAL PLAT 

(D) Administrator Review: 
1. Acceptance: Upon receipt of the final plat and compliance with all other requirements as provided for 
 herein, the administrator, after review by the city engineering department, shall certify the application as 
 complete and shall affix the date of acceptance thereon. 
3. Submission To The Council: Upon the determination that the final plat is in compliance with the preliminary 
 plat and all conditional requirements have been met, the administrator shall place the final plat on the 
 council agenda at the next regular meeting. (Ord. 2620, 8-2-1999) 
 (F) Council Action: The council, at its next meeting following receipt of the administrator's report, shall 
consider the commission's findings and comments from concerned persons and agencies to arrive at a decision 
on the final plat. The council shall approve, approve conditionally, disapprove or table the final plat for 
additional information. A copy of the approved plat shall be filed with the administrator. Upon granting or 
denying the final plat the council shall specify: 
1. The regulations and standards used in evaluating the application; 
2. The reasons for approval or denial; and 
3. The actions, if any, that the applicant could take to obtain approval. (Ord. 2012, 7-6-1981)  
(I) Approval Period: Final plat shall be filed with the county recorder within two (2) years after written approval by 
the council; otherwise such approval shall become null and void unless prior to said expiration date an extension of 
time is applied for by the subdivider and granted by the council. Only one extension may be granted by the council 
for a term of two (2) years. (Ord. 3006, 7-25-2011) 
 

Budget Impact:   
Development of the property as approved will add additional tax monies to the city budget. 
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Regulatory Impact: 
Approval of a final plat allows the developer to proceed with the platting process – ultimately to record the plat 
and develop the property as approved. 

 History: 
On October 18, 1995, the subject property was annexed into the City of Twin Falls. 
 

 In January 2000  the City Council approved rezone from R-4 to C-1 PUD and a PUD Agreement to allow for a 
“complete car center with sales, service, repair to include a car wash and detail facility” on a 9.6 (+/-) acre 
area for Hertz, LLC-a car dealership.  Building permits were submitted for construction on Phase 1- a two-
story dealership building and a wash bay and shop.  Certificates of Occupancy were issued in October of 
2000. 

 
 On June 27, 2000 the Planning and Zoning Commission approved Special Use Permit #0664 to allow a 

message center sign on this site for the Hertz Car Dealership.    
The City Council approved an amendment to PUD Agreement #220 on January 10, 2011, to add an additional 
two (2) acres to the PUD and for the zoning to be C-1 PUD with 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 “recorded” Amended PUD Agreement #220, to include a revised Master 
Development Plan, prior to approval and recordation of the final plat. 

 

On March 8, 2011 the Commission approved the preliminary plat as presented subject to 5 conditions. 
Analysis: 

This Final Plat for the Poleline Commercial Subdivision includes 10.28 (+/-) acres and is zoned C-1 PUD.  The 
request is to plat eight (8) lots for commercial development.  The site is located south of Poleline Road east 
of Harrison Street North extended and west of Fillmore Street. 

It is not indicated what the specific use of the proposed lots will be. There is not a minimum lot square 
footage requirement in the C-1 zone; the lot is required to be of “sufficient size to provide for the building, 
the required setbacks, off street parking and landscaping.”  The car lot site which is currently occupied by 
Randy Hansen Automotive is on a 4.24 acre lot and the remaining seven (7) lots range from 0.58 to 1.6 acres 
in size. 

A full review of required improvements will be made by the Building, Planning, and Engineering 
Departments for full compliance with minimum development standards prior to issuance of a building 
permit.  

The subdivision does not include any public right-of-ways.  There are four (4) existing accesses to the 
subdivision from Poleline Road.  In the recent PUD Amendment the applicants indicated that the PUD would 
recognize the constructed approaches to the property and not ask for any additional approaches other than 
what has been approved.  There is also an approach shown off of the future Harrison Street.  Any internal 
roadways will be privately constructed and maintained.  As access to interior lots will be made through other 
lots then a cross-use or access agreement will be required between the lot owners to allow for travel 
throughout the subdivision.   
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There is a looped water line and sewer line from Poleline Road along property lines in the subdivision.  There 
will need to be a public utility easement indicated over these lines on the final plat so that the City can 
maintain and access the main lines.  The Engineering Department is requiring that the waterline is looped to 
the south and connects with Fawnbrook’s water line to provide for a secondary supply.  Two (2) additional 
fire hydrants are also required and indicated on the plat. 

Screening is required between residential and commercial development and a screening fence is indicated 
on the southern boundary of the property to separate the subdivision from the Fawnbrook apartment 
complex. 

Approval of a preliminary plat does not constitute a commitment by the City to provide water or waste 
water services.  The plat indicates that each lot will be connected to City of Twin Falls water and sewer 
systems.  A guarantee of services comes when the City Engineer signs a will-serve letter after final and 
construction plans are reviewed.  It is also indicated on the Preliminary Plat that the site will be on a 
pressure irrigation (P.I.) system.  There will be a connection to the Harrison Street station from the 
northwest corner of the subdivision.   

The plat is consistent with other subdivision development criteria and is in conformance with the 
Comprehensive Plan which designates this area as appropriate for commercial/retail uses.  

 
 On March 8, 2011 the Planning & Zoning Commission approved the preliminary plat of the Poleline 

Commercial Subdivision-A PUD, as presented, subject to the following conditions: 
1. Subject to site plan amendments as required by Building, Engineering, Fire, and Zoning Officials to 

ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and standards. 
2. Subject to recorded cross-use/access agreements being provided prior to recordation of final plat. 
3. Subject to the water line loop to Fawnbrook being included on the plat. 
4. Subject to public utility easements being included over any water, sewer, or pressurized irrigation 

lines on the plat. 
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. 
 

 Also included on the City Council agenda tonight is the AMENDED PUD AGREEMENT #220 FOR POLELINE 
COMMERCIAL C-1 PUD.  The document reflects the City Council zoning approval of January 2011.   
 
Conclusion: 

Should the City Council  approve the final plat of the Poleline Commercial Subdivision-A PUD,  as presented, 
staff recommends approval be subject to the five conditions placed on the preliminary plat approval.  
 

 
 

Attachments: 
1. Vicinity Map 
2. Area Zoning Map  
3. Aerial of the Project Site 
4. Approved Preliminary Plat 
5. Final Plat 
6. Portion of 01-10-11 City Council minutes 
7. Portion of 03-08-11 P&Z minutes 
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VICINITY MAP

Perrine 
Elementary

College of 
Southern Idaho 

CampusProposed project

 



G:\workarea\MEETINGS\2012\04-23-2012\Leila\+04-23-12 -  Poleline Commercial Subd- HERTZ PUD (fINAL-plat).docx Page 5 of 7 

ZONING MAP

176 Falls Avenue

Proposed projectProposed project
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AERIAL VIEW

Proposed project
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Request: 
Consideration of a request to adopt a Naming Policy for the City of Twin Falls. 
 
Time Estimate: 
The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes.  Following the presentation, we expect some time for 
questions and answers. 
 
Background: 
Approximately two years ago, the Parks & Recreation Commission listened to a request to name part of the 
Canyon Rim Trail System.  Staff explained to the Commission the City does not have a policy to handle naming 
requests nor there is anything in the City Code that pertains to naming or re-naming of park and recreational 
facilities.  Staff suggested to the Commission to delay the naming request of a section of the Canyon Rim Trail 
until a policy is developed and adopted by City Council.  Staff also suggested that this policy would pertain to 
more than just naming or re-naming park and recreational facilities.  The Commission recommended to the City 
Council that a committee be established for the purpose of naming or re-naming city facilities with intent of 
developing a policy. 
 
Councilman Don Hall was Mayor at the time and appointed Councilman Greg Lanting to work with staff and 
the Commission to prepare a draft naming policy for City Council review and adoption.  Staff reviewed several 
other communities’ naming policies for examples.  With input from Councilman Lanting, staff prepared a draft 
policy and presented it to the Parks and Recreation Commission at its February meeting.  After some 
discussion, the Commission requested more time to review the policy.  Commission members reviewed the 
policy on their own and provided comments to staff.  Staff revised the policy to reflect the Commission’s 
suggestions.  At their April meeting, the Commission unanimously recommended to the City Council to adopt 
the proposed naming policy for the City of Twin Falls. 
 
The procedure to request to name or rename a public building, street, public park, or park and recreation facility 
is: 

• Request is submitted to the Parks & Recreation Department 
• Staff will review the proposal for adherence to criteria 
• Parks & Recreation Commission will hear the request as part of a public meeting. 
• Commission will forward their recommendation to City Council for their consideration. 

  
Some key points of the Policy are: 
 

• There are four criteria to name or re-name facilities. 
1. Neighborhood or geographical identification 
2. Natural or geological features 
3. Local or national historical or cultural significance 
4. Historical figure, or an individual, family, or organization that make a significant land, monetary, or 

service contribution to the acquisition of property, park system, or the community in general 
 

• There is a waiting period between the proposed naming and the adoption of the proposed name or re-
name. 

 
 

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



 

• If a contest or competition is held to name a facility, staff will establish guidelines and rules for the 
contest. 

 
• In naming a facility, once adopted, should be bestowed with the intention that is will be permanent and 

that changes should be strongly resisted. 
 

• Renaming of any public facility is held to a higher standard.  Tradition and continuity of name and 
community identification are important community values.  Meeting all the criteria does not ensure the 
renaming of the facility will be adopted. 

 
• The naming and sponsorship of a facility shall not be considered permanent, but will expire with the 

expiration of a contractual agreement regarding such naming and sponsorship. 
 

• Renaming of a street, the application should notify all property owners and residents of that street. 
 

• City Council can waive any or all regulations in this policy at their discretion. 
 
Attached is the proposed naming policy. 
 
Approval Process: 
Approval of this policy requires a simple majority (50%+1) of the City Council members present at this 
meeting. 
 
Budget Impact: 
None 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
Approval of this policy will allow a formalize process for the City to name or re-name City facilities.  
 
Conclusion: 
The Parks & Recreation Commission recommends that the City Council to adopt the proposed naming Policy 
for the City of Twin Falls.  Staff concurs with the recommendation. 
 
Attachment: 
Proposed Naming Policy 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

City of Twin Falls 
Naming Policy 

 
Public Buildings, Streets, Public Parks, & Park and Recreation Facilities 

 
The City of Twin Falls believes that the designation of names for public buildings, streets, 
public parks, and park and recreation facilities is in the public interest and should promote & 
celebrate the community’s identity, diversity and pride. 
 
The City Council shall designate the names of public buildings, streets, public parks, and parks 
and recreation facilities, after receiving a recommendation from the Parks and Recreation 
Commission which recommendation shall be based on public input and compliance to the 
standards contained herein. 
 
The selection of names for buildings, streets, parks, and park and recreation facilities shall be 
based upon the following criteria: 
 

1. Neighborhood or geographical identification (e.g. Harrison and Morning Sun Parks, 
Albion, Buhl, etc. street names) 
 

2. Natural or geological features (e.g. Shoshone Falls and Dierkes Lake) 
 

3. Local or national historical or cultural significance (e.g. Oregon Trail Youth Complex 
and Frontier Field) 
 

4. A historical figure, individual, family, or organization that has made a significant land, 
monetary, or service contribution to the acquisition of the property, park system, or the 
community in general (e.g. Cascade Park, Clyde Thomsen Park, Drury Park, and Harry 
Barry Park) 
 



 

• Building, parks, and facilities shall not ordinarily be named for living persons, 
except in the event that an individual, family or organization has made a 
significant and tangible contribution or donations to, or has performed 
extraordinary or outstanding public service for the community and/or parks and 
recreation system, or in cases where such name is stipulated as a condition of 
the donation or acquisition. 
 

• In cases where the person is living, or the event to be commemorated took place 
within the last year, there shall be a lapse of at least three months between the 
receipt of the name proposal and the final recommendation for its adoption. 

 
• In cases where the person is deceased, the person shall have been deceased for a 

minimum of six months, and there shall be a lapse of at least three months 
between the receipt of the name proposal and the final recommendation for its 
adoption. 

 
• In cases of outstanding public service; buildings, streets, parks or facilities may 

be named for a person, provided at least six or more months have lapsed 
between the service provided and the consideration for naming.   

 
5. In general, portions of a facility typically do not have a name other than that of the 

entire facility.  However, a park’s interior features, rooms in a building, sub-elements 
and/or facilities may have names other than that of the entire park (e.g. Carter Gibb 
Field at Frontier Field).  In naming minor facilities, rooms, and sub-elements or parks, 
these names are subject to the criteria designated herein. 
 
Elected/appointed City of Twin Falls officials and currently employed staff shall not be 
eligible for consideration until they are no longer in office or have been retired from 
city service for at least six months.  
  

6. A name, once adopted, should be bestowed with the intention that it will be permanent, 
and changes should be strongly resisted. 

 
Procedure 
 

1. A request for naming of a public building, street, public park, or park and recreation 
facility shall be submitted in writing to the Parks and Recreation Department. 
 

2. Those submitting a naming request should show how the proposed name is consistent 
with the criteria in this policy.  When naming after a person or persons, the application 
will describe that person’s local or national historical or cultural significance.  Written 
documentation of approval by next of kin to be honored (if available) is required as part 
of the proposal.  City staff will review the proposal for adherence to the stated criteria 
and authentication of statements relative to contributions in the case of an individual 
before forwarding to the Parks & Recreation commission.  If the request is incomplete, 
staff will contact the applicant, in writing, and provide them with the opportunity to 
resubmit a revised request. 
 

3. Upon completion of staff review, the request will be scheduled for consideration by the 
Parks and Recreation Commission.  The request will be considered at a public meeting 
to provide the opportunity for public input on the proposed naming. 



 

 
4. The Parks and Recreation Commission shall forward their recommendation to the City 

Council for final decision. 
 

5. If a contest or competition is to be held to determine the name of a building, street, 
park, or park and recreation facility, the Parks and Recreation Commission and the 
Parks & Recreation Director or appropriate staff shall establish guidelines and rules for 
the contest. 
 

6. The City Council and/or the Parks and Recreation Commission can initiate the naming 
process whenever deemed necessary and/or in the best interest of the City. 
 

7. In the absence of any naming requests, the Parks and Recreation Commission shall 
adhere to criteria stated in this policy in recommendation of a name. 
 

Renaming of Existing Public Buildings, Public Park, and Park and Recreation Facilities 
 
Renaming of public buildings, streets, public parks, and parks and recreation facilities carries 
with it a much greater burden of process compared to initial naming.  Tradition and continuity 
of name and community identification are important community values.  Each application must 
meet the criteria in this policy, but meeting all criteria does not ensure renaming.  The process 
for renaming a facility is the same procedure to name a public building, street, public park, or 
park and recreation facility. 
 
General Naming Regulations  
 

1. Land and/or improvements dedicated to the City as part of a subdivision’s development 
requirements shall not be considered a significant contribution as it relates to this 
naming policy. 
 

2. This naming policy shall not apply to new streets being proposed and/or constructed as 
part of a subdivision by a developer. 

 
3. Nothing contained in this policy shall prevent the City from entering into a contractual 

agreement regarding the naming and sponsorship of a facility.  A naming and 
sponsorship contract shall be subject to the process described in this policy.  A facility 
sponsorship name shall not be considered permanent, but will expire with the 
expiration of the contract. 
 

4. In the renaming of a street, the applicant shall notify all property owners and residents 
on that street of a public hearing in front of the City Council. 
 

5. The regulations contained in this policy may be waived in certain circumstances at the 
discretion of the City Council. 
 

 
 
 

 



 

 
 

 
Request: 

To discuss and determine whether there may be significant adverse impact as a result of the Planning & 
Zoning Commission’s decision on the preliminary plat for the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision, and if so, 
whether to schedule a Council review of that decision at a future public meeting. 

Time Estimate: 
The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes. 

Background: 
At their April 10, 2012 meeting, the Planning & Zoning Commission approved the preliminary plat for the 
Canyon Park Amended subdivision, with several conditions.  The P&Z determined that the preliminary plat, 
with the approval conditions, was in compliance with the comprehensive plan, City Code requirements, and 
the approved planned unit development master development plan.  Prior to the P&Z consideration of this 
preliminary plat, the Council held a public hearing on April 9, 2012 regarding the proposed PUD and master 
development plan for this property.  At that hearing, the Council approved the proposed PUD development 
conditions and master development plan.  An ordinance rezoning the property per the Council’s approval 
has not yet been adopted.  Also, the PUD agreement for the property has not yet been approved.  The 
ordinance and PUD agreement are the two documents that will implement the Council’s approval of the 
zoning request.  The preliminary plat conforms to the PUD and master development plan as approved by 
the Council at the zoning hearing on April 9th

At their April 16, 2012 meeting, the Council received input from a citizen who was concerned that the P&Z 
approval of the preliminary plat for the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision violated City Code.  Following 
this input, the Council discussed with staff the process and possibility of reviewing the P&Z approval of the 
plat.  Staff indicated that City Code does not allow a citizen to appeal or cause the Council to review a 
preliminary plat approval, but that the Council, by majority vote, could request to review a preliminary plat 
approval.  The Council directed staff to place an item on their April 23, 2012 agenda for the Council to 
discuss whether or not to review the P&Z approval of this preliminary plat.  This agenda item is the 
opportunity for that discussion and possible action to review the preliminary plat. 

, even though the implementation documents are not yet 
finalized.  This process is typical with how we handle PUD developments.  The PUD agreement is normally 
not approved until about the same time that the Council considers approval of the final plat for a 
development. 

Staff has consulted with the City Attorney on this item so that we can provide accurate legal direction 
regarding the potential review.  First, tonight’s discussion and possible action is only on whether or not to 
review the P&Z approval of the preliminary plat and should not focus on whether or not the P&Z approval 
should be upheld or overturned.  Also, as this discussion could lead to a review discussion, it is important to 
note that a review discussion will be one wherein the Council is acting in a quasi-judicial role.  Any public 
input on the future potential review needs to be received in a public meeting at a time and place set for that 
discussion.  That time and place is not at tonight’s meeting.  Therefore, the Council should not accept 

MONDAY April 23, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 
 



public input from either the preliminary plat applicant or the public at large.  Rather, the Council’s potential 
action tonight should be based upon the record of the P&Z meeting and direction/clarification that staff and 
the City Attorney provide.  The staff report on this item and the draft minutes from the April 10, 2012 P&Z 
meeting are provided as a record of the P&Z action on this item.  Also, pertinent information from the City 
Code is provided below. 
City Code 10-17-2 contains the following statement: “Any action taken by the commission which would be 
final unless appealed may be reviewed and heard by the council when an appeal is not made but the 
council determines, within fifteen (15) days of commission action, that there may be significant adverse 
impact as a result of the commission action.”  Approval of a preliminary plat is an action by the Commission 
that would be considered final unless an appeal is received.  No appeal has yet been received.  Therefore, 
the Council can decide to review the P&Z approval if you determine that there may be “significant adverse 
impact” as a result of the P&Z approval.  As I said above, the preliminary plat conforms to City Code, the 
Comprehensive Plan, and the approved PUD and master development plan.  To make a determination that 
approval of the preliminary plat will result in “significant adverse impact” could be viewed as a statement 
more about the suitability of the City Code and/or Comprehensive Plan than about a preliminary plat that 
conforms to them. 
A preliminary plat is a tool in the City’s land subdivision process.  It, along with a subsequent final plat, is a 
tool used to subdivide properties and ensure that adequate access to public infrastructure can be provided.  
A preliminary plat does not establish building setbacks, building heights, landscaping, building size, building 
location, land use, parking rates, building orientation, or any other specific building or land use related 
improvements or requirements.  Building and land use related improvements and requirements are all 
established by City Code and in the PUD for the property.  Many of the stated reasons why this discussion 
is being held are about building and land use related improvements and requirements (like building size, 
location, and orientation) and not about the land division and the property’s access to public infrastructure.  
In this case, it is appropriate to question whether reviewing the preliminary plat approval is an appropriate 
action, since, regardless of how the land is divided and how the property accesses public infrastructure, all 
buildings and land uses on the property will have to comply with City Code and PUD development 
requirements and standards. 

Process: 
 Should the Council decide not to review the preliminary plat approval, no action is necessary tonight.  A 

decision to review the preliminary plat approval must be by a simple majority vote of the Council. 
Budget Impact: 

 There is no significant budget impact associated with this agenda item. 
Regulatory Impact: 

If the Council decides not to review the preliminary plat approval and takes no action tonight, the 
development process for this property will continue as is currently underway.  The applicant and staff are 
targeting the May 7, 2012 Council meeting for several Canyon Park Amended Subdivision related items, 
including the PUD agreement, zoning ordinance, and final plat.  The applicant has indicated that the May 7, 
2012 Council approval of the final plat is a critical date relating to real estate transactions with tenants in the 
development. 
If the Council determines that the P&Z approval of the preliminary plat will result in “significant adverse 
impact” and decides to review that approval, a review agenda item will be scheduled for a future Council 
meeting and all necessary notification requirements will be completed.  The preliminary plat applicant’s 
progress on this development will be delayed to accommodate the review.  A preliminary plat requires 
notices to be mailed to property owners within 300 feet of the property at least ten days prior to the 



meeting.  That means that the review could not be scheduled earlier than the May 7, 2012 Council meeting.  
While that meeting will not be a public hearing, City Code indicates that public comment will be accepted 
for preliminary plat considerations. 

Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council: 1) consider the information above and the attached record, 2) make a 
determination whether or not the approval of the preliminary plat will result in “significant adverse impact, 
and 3) decide whether or not to review the Planning & Zoning Commission’s approval of the Canyon Park 
Amended Subdivision preliminary plat. 

Attachments: 
1. The April 10, 2012 preliminary plat staff report to the P&Z 
2. The draft minutes from the April 10,2012 P&Z meeting 
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AGENDA ITEM III-1 
Request: for approval of the Preliminary Plat of Canyon Park Amended Subdivision PUD, 25 (+/-) acres consisting 

of 12 commercial lots and on property located west and north of the 1800-1990 blocks of Blue Lakes 
Boulevard North, east and north of the 875-900 blocks of Canyon Springs Road and south of the Snake 
River Canyon Rim, c/o Gerald Martens, EHM Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Canyon Park Development, LLC 
c/o Tina Luper.

 
  

Time Estimate: 
The applicant’s presentation may take up to fifteen (15) minutes.  Staff presentation will be approximately ten (10) minutes. 

Background: 
Applicant: Status: Owner Size: 25 (+/-) acres 
Canyon Park Development, LLC 
c/o Tina Luper  
P.O. Box 5478 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
208-421-8296 
tina.luper@neilsenco.com 

Current Zoning:   C-1 PUD and SUI 
PUD 

Requested Zoning:   Approval of a 
preliminary plat 

Comprehensive Plan:  Commercial 
Retail 

Lot Count:  12 lots 

Existing Land Use:  vacant Proposed Land Use:   
Mixed commercial uses Planned Unit 
Development project 

Representative: Zoning Designations & Surrounding Land Use(s) 
EHM Engineers, Inc. 
c/o Gerald Martens 
621 North College Road, 
Suite 100 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
208-734-4888 

North:  Snake River Canyon Rim, 
Visitor’s Center  

East:   C-12 PUD, Blue Lakes Blvd N, 
commercial 

South:  C-1 PUD, Blue Lakes Blvd N, 
Magic Valley Mall 

West:   R-1 Var/R-4 PUD/C-1 PUD, 
residential, commercial 

Applicable Regulations: 10-1-4, 10-1-5, 10-4-8, 10-4-19, 10-6-1 through 4, 10-7-
6, 10-10-1 through 3, 10-11-1 through 9, 10-12-2.3 

Approval Process: 
As per TF City Code: 10-12-2.3(H)3 
Action On Preliminary Plat: The Commission may approve, conditionally approve, disapprove or table for 
additional information when acting on the preliminary plat. If tabled, approval or disapproval shall occur at 
the regular meeting following the meeting at which the plat is first considered by the Commission. The 
action and the reasons for such action shall be stated in writing by the Administrator and forwarded to the 
applicant. The Administrator shall also forward a statement of the action taken and the reasons for such 
action together with a copy of the preliminary plat to the Council for its information and record. 

 

Budget Impact: 
As the request is for a Preliminary Plat, approval of this request will have negligible impact on the City 
budget. 
 

Regulatory Impact: 
Approval of this request will allow the applicant to proceed to develop a Final Plat in conformance with the 
approved Preliminary Plat and any conditions placed on the approval. 
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History: 
City Council approved the Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from R-1 43,000 to C-1 PUD for 
approximately 14.07 acres of land located north/northwest of the intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard North 
and Canyon Springs Road in the City’s Area of Impact on December 19, 1994.  
 
The final plat for Canyon Park West Subdivision was approved by Council on June 12, 1995. The final plat was 
recorded on June 17, 1998. 
 
City Council approved the Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 and OS to C-1 PUD for 
approximately 12 acres located north of Bridgeview Boulevard and east of Blue Lakes Boulevard North and from 
R-1 43,000 to C-1 PUD for approximately 4.1 acres of land located north of the 2000 block of Fillmore Street and 
east of Canyon Springs Road, and approximately 2.1 acres of land located west of the 2000 block of Blue Lakes 
Blvd N and north of the 2100 block of Fillmore Street on February 7, 2000.   
 
The final plat for Canyon Park North Subdivision was approved by Council on February 22, 2000. The following 
conditions were placed on the approval: 1) Approval subject to final technical review by the City Engineering 
Department, 2) Approval conditional on a re-review of actual improvements to be made by the developer after 
development related issues with ITD are resolved, 3) Approval subject to acquisition of ITD property, 4) Approval 
subject to the execution between the developer and the City of a PUD agreement. The final plat was recorded 
on November 29, 2000. 
 
On January 25, 2007 the Citizen Design Review Committee approved a development plan to allow a 10-story 
hotel/convention center on the rim within the Canyon Park North project. This project was not constructed.  
On February 28, 2012, there was a preliminary presentation on this proposed Zoning District Change and Zoning 
Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD. 
 
On March 13, 2012 the Planning & Zoning Commission recommended approval of the request for a Zoning 
District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD with the following 
conditions: 1) Subject to the 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 
Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-way) being vacated and Fillmore Street (Private) being rededicated as a public 
utility/access/road easement and as approved by the City Council; 4) Subject to a recorded maintenance and 
unrestricted access Easement Agreement along the proposed Fillmore Street (Private) prior to vacation of 
Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-way); 5) Subject to development meeting or exceeding CRO standards unless 
otherwise approved by City Council; 6) Subject to an approved and recorded PUD agreement encompassing 
the entire project under one PUD Agreement; 7) Subject to replatting the property under one subdivision.. 
 
On March 13, 2012 the Planning & Zoning Commission recommended approval of the request for Vacation of 
2000-2190 blocks of Fillmore Street with the following conditions: 1) Subject to site plan amendments as 
required by Building, Engineering, Fire, and Zoning Officials to ensure compliance with all applicable City Code 
requirements and standards; 2) Subject to letters of approval from each of the utility companies impacted by 
this vacation prior to approval by Council; 3) Subject to maintenance of a recorded easement for any 
constructed facilities on the property; 4) Subject to a recorded maintenance and unrestricted access Easement 
Agreement along the proposed Fillmore Street (Private) prior to vacation of Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-
way); 5) Subject to approval of the rezone, PUD Agreement, Preliminary and Final Plat, and approval of the 
proposed realignment of Fillmore Street prior to development; 6) Subject to Fillmore Street (Private) being 
constructed and accepted by the City before the existing Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-way) is abandoned. 
The request of Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO 
PUD and the request for Vacation of 2000-2190 blocks of Fillmore Street will be heard at the April 9, 2012 City 
Council meeting. 
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Analysis: 
 

This Preliminary Plat for the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision PUD includes 25 (+/-) acres and is zoned C-1 
PUD and SUI PUD.  The request is to plat 12 lots for a mixed commercial development.  The site is located 
between Canyon Springs Road and Blue Lakes Boulevard North. The Snake River Canyon borders the 
proposed development on the north. The property is currently undeveloped.  To the west are residential 
property and a commercial development. Property to the east and south is currently zoned C-1 PUD and is 
developed as the Magic Valley Mall.   The proposed development is in the public hearing process to change 
it to a C-1 CRO PUD.   

The Canyon Park Amended Subdivision PUD is an amendment to the Canyon Park West and Canyon Park 
North Subdivisions. The PUD consists of allowing for a mix of commercial retail and restaurant uses.  The 
Master Development Plan consists of dividing the property into 12 lots with cross use access and parking 
areas.  The lots that have been developed with Golden Corral and Zions Bank are not included in the 
proposed subdivision. Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-way) is proposed to be vacated and realigned to the 
southeast as Fillmore Street (Private). There is a Round-about proposed to keep the traffic flowing onto 
Fillmore Street (Private) from Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-way). There would be 3 main shared accesses 
to the main parking area on Fillmore Street (Private) and internal circulation throughout the site.   

It is not indicated what the specific use of the proposed lots will be. There is not a minimum lot square 
footage requirement in the PUD for commercial uses; the lot is required to be of “sufficient size to provide 
for the building, the required setbacks, off street parking and landscaping.”  A full review of required 
improvements will be made by the Building, Planning, and Engineering Departments for full compliance with 
minimum development standards prior to issuance of any building permits.  

The proposed realignment of Fillmore Street (Private) and the Round-about have been preliminarily 
reviewed and easement widths determined by the Engineering Department.  As access to Fillmore Street 
(Private) will remain the same, the valley gutter on the west side of the intersection of Fillmore Street and 
Canyon Springs Road is being requested by the Engineering Department to be reconstructed for safer traffic 
flow. As referenced above, Fillmore Street (Private) will be a public utility/access/road easement through 
the proposed PUD for use by the public and interior lots. There will be a recorded maintenance and 
unrestricted access Easement Agreement along the proposed Fillmore Street (Private) prior to vacation of 
Fillmore Street (Public Right-of-way). There will be a cross-use access and parking agreement required 
between the lots owners throughout the subdivision. 

The ground elevations on this proposed subdivision varies quite a bit. There will be some places where the 
developer will place a site obscuring retaining wall along the walking trail on the canyon rim. Other places 
will have site obscuring landscaping along the walking trail. The refuse, outside storage areas and loading 
docks will be visually screened as much as possible. All landscaping shall comply with City Codes 10-4-8.3(F), 
10-4-19.4(E), 10-7-12(B), the PUD Agreement and the Master Development Plan. The PUD Agreement shall 
contain verbiage regarding the maintenance and replacement of the evergreen trees along the western 
boundary of the proposed subdivision. 

The Twin Falls Canal Company has reviewed the preliminary plat for any major issues. Lateral #39 runs 
through the proposed development. The plans show the waterway and associated 36’ easement. The Twin 
Falls Canal Company is working with the developer and their engineering staff on the plans for relocation 
and piping of the lateral. There will be an agreement between the developer and the Twin Falls Canal 
Company. 

This is the first step of the plat approval process.  A preliminary plat is presented to the Planning and Zoning 
Commission.  The Commission may approve the preliminary plat, deny it, or approve it with conditions.  A 
final plat, that is in conformance with the approved preliminary plat and including any conditions the 
Commission may have required, is then presented to the City Council.  Only after a final plat has been 
approved by the City Council and construction plans approved, may the plat be recorded and lots sold for 
development. 
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Approval of a preliminary plat does not constitute a commitment by the City to provide water or waste 
water services.  The plat indicates that each lot will be connected to City of Twin Falls water and sewer 
systems.  A guarantee of services comes when the City Engineer signs a will-serve letter after final and 
construction plans are reviewed.   

The plat is consistent with other subdivision development criteria and is in conformance with the 
Comprehensive Plan which designates this area as appropriate for mixed uses of a residential and 
professional nature.  

 
Conclusion: 
 

Should the Commission approve the preliminary plat of the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision PUD, as 
presented, staff recommends approval be subject to the following conditions:  
 

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

2. Subject to recorded Cross-Use/Access Agreements being provided prior to recordation of final plat. 
3. Subject to compliance with a “recorded” PUD Agreement, concurrent with approval of the final 

plat or prior to recordation of the final plat. 
4. Subject to a note on the final plat regarding ownership and maintenance agreement of Fillmore 

Street (Private).  
5. Subject to a recorded maintenance and unrestricted access Easement Agreement along the 

proposed Fillmore Street (Private). 
6. Subject to dedication of road right-of-way along the east side of Canyon Springs Road. 
7. Subject to the valley gutter being reconstructed at the west side of the intersection of Canyon 

Springs Road and Fillmore Street. 
8. Subject to an agreement between the Twin Falls Canal Company and the developer regarding the 

relocation and piping of Lateral #39. 
 

 
Attachments: 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Area Zoning Map  
3. Aerial of the Project Site 
4. Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map 
5. Preliminary Plat 
6. Master Development Plan 
7. Round-about Proposal 
8. Round-about Plan 
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ZONING MAP
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AERIAL MAP
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G:\workarea\PLANNING & ZONING\Agenda 2012\04-10-12\III-1 Canyon Park Amended Subdivision-A PUD (Pre-plat).docx  Page 8 of 12 

 
 

FUTURE LAND USE MAP
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 MINUTES 

Twin Falls City Planning & Zoning 
Commission 

April 10,2012-6:00 PM 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East Twin Falls, ID 83301 

 

 

 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEMBERS 
CITY LIMITS: 
Wayne Bohrn  Jason Derricott   Tom Frank    Kevin Grey  Terry Ihler   V. Lane Jacobson     Chuck Sharp 
Chairman Vice-Chairman      
AREA OF IMPACT:      CITY COUNCIL LIAISON 

Lee DeVore Steve Woods        Rebecca Mills Sojka     Jim Munn 

ATTENDANCE 
PLANNING & ZONING MEMBERS     AREA OF IMPACT MEMBERS 
PRESENT:  ABSENT:     PRESENT:  ABSENT: 
Bohrn   Ihler      DeVore 
Derricott        Woods 
Frank 
Grey 
Jacobson 
Sharp 
 
CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mills Sojka 

CITY STAFF PRESENT: Reeder, Strickland, Vitek 

AGENDA ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION AND PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 
III. ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION:  

1. Request for approval of the Preliminary Plat of Canyon Park Amended Subdivision-a PUD, 
consisting of 25 (+/-) acres and twelve (12) commercial lots on property located west and north 
of the 1800-1990 blocks of Blue Lakes Boulevard North, east and north of the 875-900 blocks of 
Canyon Springs Road and south of the Snake River Canyon Rim, c/o Gerald Martens-EHM 
Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Canyon Park Development, LLC - Tina Luper. 
 

IV. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS:  NONE 
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I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: 

Chairman Bohrn called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M.  He then reviewed the public meeting 
procedures with the audience, confirmed there was a quorum present and introduced City Staff 
present.   
 

II. CONSENT CALENDAR: 
1. Approval of Minutes from the following meeting(s): March 27, 2012 
2. Approval of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law:  

● Chick-fil-A (sup 03-27-12)      ● Freedom Auto Finders (sup 03-27-12) 
 

III. ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION: 
1. Request for approval of the Preliminary Plat of Canyon Park Amended Subdivision-a PUD, 

consisting of 25 (+/-) acres and twelve (12) commercial lots on property located west and north 
of the 1800-1990 blocks of Blue Lakes Boulevard North, east and north of the 875-900 blocks of 
Canyon Springs Road and south of the Snake River Canyon Rim, c/o Gerald Martens-EHM 
Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Canyon Park Development, LLC - Tina Luper 
 
APPLICANT PRESENTATION: 
Gerald Martens, EHM Engineers, Inc representing the applicant, stated Canyon Park is located 
on both sides of Highway 93 (aka Blue Lakes Boulevard North). The easterly side of Blue Lakes 
Boulevard North is called Canyon Park East which includes several retail stores and has been 
completely developed. The property on the west of Blue Lakes Boulevard North was platted into 
two portions Canyon Park West and Canyon Park North. Canyon Park West came through and 
began development with lots 1, 3 and 4 being developed and Lot 6 of Canyon Park North. Lots 1 
and 3 of Canyon Park West have been sold and therefore are not being included in this 
preliminary plat request but will still comply with the existing PUD Agreement. Over the past few 
years there had been discussion of developing a high rise hotel within this development however 
with the construction of several hotels and the Canyon Crest Facility along Pole Line Road those 
plans were abandoned. This request includes the remainder of the undeveloped property of 
Canyon Park West and Canyon Park North as an amended plat combining the remaining lots and 
modifying some lot lines, it also includes Lot 4 of Canyon Park West and Lot 6 of Canyon Park 
North because those lots are still owned by the developer. The plat will be divided into 12 
commercial lots is in compliance with the Comprehensive Plan and will meet zoning 
requirements under the C-1 CRO PUD Agreement. The plan is for this development to be a 
continuation of the existing development on the east side of Blue Lakes Boulevard North and will 
present a unique architectural design with the construction of a roundabout for traffic to move 
smoothly around the development. The roundabout is as large as the intersection of Blue Lakes 
Boulevard North and Bridgeview Boulevard approximately 180 ft across 20+ mph to keep traffic 
moving. The conditions for approval have been recommended by staff and the applicant does 
concur, and asks that the Commission approve request. 
 
 
STAFF PRESENTATION: 
Zoning & Development Manager Carraway reviewed the exhibits on the overhead and stated this 
is a request for a preliminary plat approval it is a combination of two plats being re-platted and 
amended to meet the recently approved zoning change. The preliminary plat for the Canyon 
Park Amended Subdivision-a PUD includes 25(+/-) acres consisting of 12 lots and is zoned C-1 
PUD as approved by the City Council for a mixed commercial development . This plat is an 
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amendment to the Canyon Park West and Canyon Park North Subdivisions. The proposed 
realignment of Fillmore Street (private) and the roundabout was approved by the City Council 
April 9, 2012.  
 
This is the first step of the plat approval process.  A preliminary plat is presented to the Planning 
and Zoning Commission.  The Commission may approve the preliminary plat, deny it, or approve 
it with conditions.  A final plat, that is in conformance with the approved preliminary plat and 
including any conditions the Commission may have required, is then presented to the city 
council.  Only after a final plat has been approved by the city council and construction plans 
approved, may the plat be recorded and lots sold for development. 
 
Approval of a preliminary plat does not constitute a commitment by the city to provide water or 
waste water services.  The plat indicates that each lot will be connected to city of twin falls 
water and sewer systems.  A guarantee of services comes when the city engineer signs a will-
serve letter after final and construction plans are reviewed.  The  plat is consistent with 
subdivision development criteria, is consistent with the approved zoning and is in conformance 
with the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Zoning & Development Manager Carraway stated upon conclusion should the Commission 
approve the preliminary plat of the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision – a PUD, as presented, 
staff recommends approval be subject to the following conditions:  
 

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

2. Subject to recorded cross-use/access agreements being provided prior to recordation of final plat. 
3. Subject to compliance with a “recorded” PUD agreement, concurrent with approval of the final plat 

or prior to recordation of the final plat. 
4. Subject to a note on the final plat regarding ownership and maintenance agreement of Fillmore 

Street (private).  
5. Subject to a recorded maintenance and unrestricted access easement agreement along the 

proposed Fillmore Street (private). 
6. Subject to dedication of road right-of-way along the east side of Canyon Springs Road. 
7. Subject to the valley gutter being reconstructed at the west side of the intersection of canyon 

springs road and Fillmore Street. 
8. Subject to an agreement between the Twin Falls Canal Company and the developer regarding the 

relocation and piping of Lateral #39. 
 
P&Z COMMENTS/QUESTIONS: 
• Commissioner Frank asked if there are any elevations to show what the development will 

look like.  

• Mr. Martens stated the PUD Agreement contains extensive language on the architecture an 
basically says it will be similar in design, color and materials to the Canyon Park East 
development. Signage will be monument with same or similar architecture as Canyon Park 
East and there will not be any wall signs that face the canyon rim.  

• Commissioner Frank asked the Assistant City Engineer about the roundabout and asked if it 
will allow for busses and large vehicles to travel through easily. 

• Assistant City Engineer stated yes there are strict guidelines set for this roundabout to meet 
speed requirements and allowances. 
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• Commissioner Woods asked if there will be wall signage on the canyon rim side. 
• Mr. Martens stated no there will be a monument sign for the development but not wall signs 

on the building facing the rim as a condition of the zoning approval.  

• Commissioner Woods asked what the approximate distance is between the closest building 
and the canyon rim. 

• Mr. Martens stated the nearest point to the rim it is approximately 130 ft. To be closer that 
130 ft a geological study is required. 

• Commissioner Woods asked for an explanation of a dry well.  
• Mr. Martens explained the two types of dry wells and showed approximately where they will 

be located within the development.  

• Commissioner Grey asked a second time if there are any elevations of the storefronts.  
• Mr. Martens stated the architecture will be compatible and similar to the Canyon Park East, 

and the clients have not been completely determined, the developer for this project insists 
that the criteria meet the requirements of the PUD Agreement, they will be allowed some 
leeway with their storefront signs and their logo within the limitations of the PUD 
Agreement. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENTS/QUESTIONS: 

• Ruth Dixon asked if there will be entrances on the North and South end of the 
development.  

• Cheri Condie stated she would like to know who is the planner that set up the design for 
the property. She stated that she would like for the development to be unique and would 
like to have this plan be reconfigured to be more pedestrian friendly. She thinks this is 
like a cookie cutter plan that can be found anywhere in the nation and would like for this 
to be more unique. She is concerned with the parking criteria and there should be better 
accessibility through this property. 

• David Sparks 1999 Pole Line Rd E stated they live adjacent to the Canyon Rim Trail. 
When the hotel was being considered previously he thought there was a plan for a new 
visitor center. He is wondering if that is still the case. He is glad that there are 
investments in this property. He thinks what is important is the view to the north not the 
view to the south. 

 
CLOSING STATEMENTS: 

• Mr. Marten stated the plan was put together over several years with a couple of major 
users with extensive training, marketing and development experience for designing retail 
space. This is the best plan that would accommodate the property and what has already 
been developed and the needs of the users. Relocating the road is a big cost, this is an 
investment that will exceed 25 million dollars.  The planning to date has been done by 
marketing departments and has been prepared by EHM Engineers. The parking criteria 
meets the City requirements, developers have a more stringent criteria and require more 
parking then what the City requires so we have to meet their demands as well. As for 
multiple entrances, it is not a practical for security reasons as well as marketing reasons 
people like to minimize the number of entrances to their facilities. When the hotel was 
being considered they were working on a land exchange with the state to relocate the 
visitor center so that the hotel could be closer to the highway, this is not an issue with 
this development so the visitor center will remain in its location. There will be an 
improvement to the visitor center access and additional landscaping will be added. The 
roundabout allows for better access to the visitor center and some additional parking for 
the trail with handicap access to the trail. They will be landscaping the trail to break up 
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the visibility of the building, lighting will be along the back of the building and will 
enhance the safety along the trail for after hours use. They will be maintaining all of the 
landscaping adjacent to the trail and by PUD Agreement improvements will be made by 
the development when necessary.  

   
DELIBERATIONS FOLLOWED: 

• Commissioner Sharp stated he is pleased with the design and the additional parking for 
the trail users and better access to the visitor center. He likes the parking lay out and 
likes the idea. 

• Commissioner Woods state that one of the reasons for the buildings being placed on this 
property is dictated by the utilities and the drainage as well as the terrain.  

• Mr. Martens stated the utilities and the rocky terrain was a major dictating factor.  
• Commissioner Frank stated it is a huge change for the community and he has difficulty 

with change but will probably vote for this to be approved.  
 

MOTION: 
Commissioner Frank made a motion to approve the request, as presented. Commissioner Woods 
seconded the motion.  All members present voted in favor of the motion. 
 

 
APPROVED, AS PRESENTED WITH THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS 

 

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

2. Subject to recorded cross-use/access agreements being provided prior to recordation of final plat. 
3. Subject to compliance with a “recorded” PUD agreement, concurrent with approval of the final plat 

or prior to recordation of the final plat. 
4. Subject to a note on the final plat regarding ownership and maintenance agreement of Fillmore 

Street (private).  
5. Subject to a recorded maintenance and unrestricted access easement agreement along the 

proposed Fillmore Street (private). 
6. Subject to dedication of road right-of-way along the east side of Canyon Springs Road. 
7. Subject to the valley gutter being reconstructed at the west side of the intersection of canyon 

springs road and Fillmore Street. 
8. Subject to an agreement between the Twin Falls Canal Company and the developer regarding the 

relocation and piping of Lateral #39. 
 

IV. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS:  NONE 
 

V. PUBLIC INPUT AND/OR ITEMS FROM THE ZONING DEVELOPMENT MANAGER AND/OR 
THE PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION: 
 
Zoning & Development Manager Carraway stated there were five items on the April 9, 2012 City 
Council Agenda that were heard by the Planning & Zoning Commission. As an update the Rezone 
and Vacation request for the Canyon Park Development was approved with an additional condition 
that there be no signage on the back side of the buildings. A Zoning Title Amendment to change 
the zoning in the CB; Central Business and OT; Old Town zone that was unanimously approved. 
The public hearing for the Annexation of 37 (+/-) acres located adjacent to the Chobani 
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Development was approved for the M-2 Zoning, and finally an appeal of a berming condition for a 
Special Use Permit issued to Spencer Williams to change a residence to a Chiropractic Office was 
upheld with this requirement being deferred until the property adjacent to the north came through 
for development.  
 

VI. UPCOMING MEETINGS: 
Next Planning & Zoning Commission public meeting is scheduled for April 24, 201X 
 

VII. ADJOURN MEETING: 
Chairman Bohrn adjourned the meeting at 6:55 pm 
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