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5:00 P.M. 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
SWEARING IN NEW COUNCILMEMBER BY DEPUTY CITY CLERK SHARON BRYAN. 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
PROCLAMATIONS:  American Legion Auxiliary Poppy Days – Delores Silcott, American Legion Auxiliary 

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 

1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 24 – May 7, 2012. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

2. Consideration of the April 9, April 14, and April 23, 2012, City Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of a request to approve an Alcohol License Application Transfer for the 

Smoke-N-Head, Inc., located at 287 Washington Street North. 
4. Consideration of a request to approve the “Bed Races” Fundraiser for Multiple Sclerosis 

Society to be held on Saturday, June 16, 2012, from 11:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. on the 100 
Block of Main Avenue between Shoshone Street and Gooding Street. 

5. Consideration of a request to approve the Annual Classic Cruisers event to be held on June 
22 through June 24, 2012. 

6. Consideration of a request to approve the Annual Magic Valley Bank Customer Appreciation 
Event to be held in the 100 Block of Main Avenue West and North.  The event will be held on 
Monday, June 11, 2012, from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. 

7. Consideration of a request to adopt a resolution to destroy semi permanent and temporary 
records. 

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
L. Sanchez 
Sharon Bryan 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
 
Sharon Bryan 

II. 
1. Presentation on the upcoming Twin Falls City Historic Preservation Commission’s Walking 

Tour to be held on May 19, 2012, from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m., by Darrell Buffaloe, 
Commission Chairman.  

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

2. Continue discussion of the City’s current compensation status and to define the Council’s 
philosophy that will guide the development of an implementation plan.   

3. Consideration of a request to approve an agreement between the City of Twin Falls and the 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for the construction of a vehicle parking lot at their 
Joslin Field facility. 

4. Consideration of a request to approve an engineering agreement between the City of Twin 
Falls and Riedesel Engineering for services related to the bidding and construction of a BLM 
vehicle parking lot at Joslin Field. 

5. Consideration of a request to adopt a resolution declaring the City’s intent to sell 
underutilized City owned property located at the northeast corner of Gooding Street North 
and 3rd Ave. North to the Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency, and establishing a public 
hearing date to consider the sale.   

6. Consideration of a request to adopt an ordinance for the annexation of 37 (+/-) acres for 
property located approximately 565’ west of the western boundary of 3767 North 3300 East.   

6:00 P.M. 
7. Consider and act on a request for mediation from Barbara Beck and the Breckinridge 

Estates Homeowners Association regarding various City zoning and development requests 
from Canyon Park Development, LLC for the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision. 

8. Consideration of a request to adopt the Canyon Park West Amended C-1 CRO PUD 
Agreement between the City of Twin Falls and Canyon Park I LLC and Canyon Park 
Development LLC.   

9. Consideration of a request of the Final Plat of Canyon Park Amended Subdivision – A PUD, 
25 (+/-) acres consisting of 12 commercial lots and on property located west and north of the 
intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard North and Fillmore Street. 

 
Presentation 
 
 
Discussion 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
 

 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Gretchen Scott 
 
Bill Carberry 
 
 
Bill Carberry 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Fritz Wonderlich/ 
Mitch Humble 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
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10. Consideration of a request to adopt an ordinance for a Zoning District Change and Zoning 
Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD for 25 (+/-) acres located 
west and north of the intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard North and Fillmore Street. 

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

Action 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. 

 
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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5:00 P.M.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG  
CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
INTRODUCTION OF STAFF 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
PROCLAMATIONS:   Child Abuse Prevention Month and National Library Week 2012. 

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 

1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 3 – 9, 2012. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

2. Consideration of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decision for the following: 
a. Zoning District Change & Zoning Map Amendment, Application, for Wills Inc., c/o Brad Wills. 
b. Final Plat, Application, for Eldridge Commercial Condominium Subdivision. 
c. Final Plat, Application, for W.S. &V Subdivision– a PUD. 
d. Appeal of Condition on Special Use Permit for All State Auto c/o Allen Nagel &   

Jeffery E. Rolig. 
e. Vacation, Application, for Wills, Inc., c/o EHM Engineers, Inc. 
f. Vacation, Application, UMPQUA Bank, c/o Mike Bideganeta. 

3. Consideration of a request to approve the Western Days Special Events Application and 
Western Days Parade Application. Western Days is scheduled to be held on Friday, June 1; 
Saturday, June 2; and Sunday, June 3, 2012.  The Western Days Parade is scheduled to be 
held on Saturday, June 2, 2012. 

4. Consideration of a request to approve a Half Marathon sponsored by Magic Valley Community 
Fun Run Organization.  This event will be held on Saturday, June 2, 2012, and will coincide with 
the Western Days Event and Parade. 

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
 
 
Dennis Pullin 

II. 
1. Consideration of a request to acknowledge the recent graduation of Police Officer Matt Triner 

from the FBI’s Hazardous Devices School and to present Officer Triner with his Bomb 
Technician certification. 

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

2. Tour of the Public Works facilities located at Fairfield West and Bridge Street.  
3. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 

 
Action 
 
 
Tour 

 
Dan Lewin 
 
 
Jon Caton 

III.  ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:  
IV.   

1. For a Zoning Title Amendment which would amend Twin Falls City Code 10-4-13.2 (OT Zone) by 
requiring a Special Use Permit for Residential - dwellings-multiple household (5 units or more); 
amending 10-4-7.2 (CB Zone) and 10-4-13.2 (OT Zone) by requiring a Special Use Permit for 
Residential   dwellings-attached single dwellings-attached single household;  dwellings-duplex;  
dwellings-triplex and four-plex, c/o Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency.  (app. 2505)   

PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  

2. For annexation, consisting of 37 (+/-) acres, located approximately 565’ west of the western 
boundary of 3767 North 3300 East, c/o John Winnie, Chobani Director of Operations on behalf 
of Agro Farma.  (app. 2506) 

3. Appeal of a required improvement as part of the approval for a Special Use Permit to operate a 
chiropractor’s office and to include a residential apartment for the business owner or an 
employee of the business on property located at 1015 Washington Street North.  (app 2500) 

4.  For a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 
CRO PUD for 25 (+/-) acres to allow for commercial mixed use development 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. (app. 2508) 

5. Request for Vacation of the 2000-2190 blocks of Fillmore Street, c/o Gerald Martens, EHM 
Engineers, Inc on behalf of Tina Luper / Canyon Park Development, LLC (app. 2509) 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
 
 
 
Mitch Humble 
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V.  
 

ADJOURNMENT: 
 Executive Session 67-2345 (1)(f) To communicate with legal counsel for the public agency to 
 discuss the legal ramifications of and legal options for pending litigation, or controversies not yet 
 being litigated but imminently likely to be litigated.  The mere presence of legal counsel at an 
 executive session does not satisfy this requirement.   

 
 

 
Present:  Shawn Barigar, Lance Clow, Don Hall, Gregory Lanting, Jim Munn, Jr., Rebecca Mills Sojka,  
  Chris Talkington 
 
Absent:    None 
 
Staff Present:   City Manager Travis Rothweiler, City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich, Community Development Director 

Mitch Humble, City Engineer Jacqueline Fields, Staff Sergeant Dennis Pullin, Staff Sergeant Dan 
Lewin, Public Works Director Jon Caton, Assistant to the City Manager Mike Williams, Library Director 
Susan Ash, Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila A. Sanchez 

 
Mayor Lanting called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He then invited all present, who wished to, to 
recite the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag with him.   A quorum was present.  Mayor Lanting introduced 
staff. 

 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:  None. 
PROCLAMATIONS:    
Child Abuse Prevention Month 
National Library Week 2012 
 
Mayor Lanting and Councilperson Talkington presented the National Library Week 2012, proclamation 
to Library Director Susan Ash.   
 
Mayor Lanting presented the Child Abuse Prevention Month proclamation to Roseanne Campbell with 
the College of Southern Idaho, Twin Falls Head Start/Early Head Start. 
 

 
 

AGENDA ITEMS 
I. 

1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 3 – 9, 2012, $415,569.221 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

April 9, 2012, total:  $5,000,000, 
2. Consideration of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decision for the following: 

g. Zoning District Change & Zoning Map Amendment, Application, for Wills Inc., c/o Brad Wills. 
h. Final Plat, Application, for Eldridge Commercial Condominium Subdivision. 
i. Final Plat, Application, for W.S. &V Subdivision– a PUD. 
j. Appeal of Condition on Special Use Permit for All State Auto c/o Allen Nagel &   

Jeffery E. Rolig. 
k. Vacation, Application, for Wills, Inc., c/o EHM Engineers, Inc. 
l. Vacation, Application, UMPQUA Bank, c/o Mike Bideganeta. 

3. Consideration of a request to approve the Western Days Special Events Application and Western Days Parade Application. Western 
Days is scheduled to be held on Friday, June 1; Saturday, June 2; and Sunday, June 3, 2012.  The Western Days Parade is 
scheduled to be held on Saturday, June 2, 2012. 

4. Consideration of a request to approve a Half Marathon sponsored by Magic Valley Community Fun Run Organization.  This event will 
be held on Saturday, June 2, 2012, and will coincide with the Western Days Event and Parade. 

 
 MOTION: 
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 Councilperson Barigar made the motion to approve the Consent Calendar as presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson 
 Clow and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
II. 

1. Consideration of a request to acknowledge the recent graduation of Police Officer Matt Triner from the FBI’s Hazardous Devices 
School and to present Officer Triner with his Bomb Technician certification. 

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

 
 Staff Sergeant Lewin explained the request. 
 
 Mayor Lanting, Vice Mayor Hall  and Staff Sergeant Lewin presented  Officer Triner with his Basic Bomb Technician Certification and 
 Squad Achievement Award.   
 

2. Tour of the Public Works facilities located at Fairfield West and Bridge Street.  
  

3. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 
 
 The State of the City Address will be held at the Historic Ballroom at 12:00 P.M. on April 10, 2012. 
 
Mayor Lanting adjourned the meeting at 5:16 P.M. to tour the public works facilities and provide an update to the plans staff is developing to 
construct a public works building.   
 
Mayor Lanting reconvened the meeting at 6:06 P.M. 
 
III. 
 
IV.   

ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:    

1. For a Zoning Title Amendment which would amend Twin Falls City Code 10-4-13.2 (OT Zone) by requiring a Special Use Permit for 
Residential - dwellings-multiple household (5 units or more); amending 10-4-7.2 (CB Zone) and 10-4-13.2 (OT Zone) by requiring a 
Special Use Permit for Residential   dwellings-attached single dwellings-attached single household;  dwellings-duplex;  dwellings-
triplex and four-plex, c/o Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency.  (app. 2505)   

PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  

 
Economic Development Director Anderson explained the request.  The URA is requesting the Council to approve the change to the 
zoning codes for both zones in Old Town and Central Business to allow for new housing options.   
 
Council discussion followed. 
-Special Use Permit and Outright Permitted uses. 
 
Community Development Director Humble explained the request.   
 

  On March 13, 2012, the Planning & Zoning Commission unanimously recommended approval of this request, as presented.  
 
 Staff concurs with the Commission’s recommendation for approval of the code amendment as presented.   
 
 Public testimony opened and closed with no public input. 
 
 Rebuttal:  None. 
 
 The public hearing was closed. 
 

Councilperson Talkington made the motion to approve a Zoning Title Amendment which would amend Twin Falls City Code 10-4-13.2 
(OT Zone) by requiring a Special Use Permit for Residential - dwellings-multiple household (5 units or more); amending 10-4-7.2 (CB 
Zone) and 10-4-13.2 (OT Zone) by requiring a Special Use Permit for Residential   dwellings-attached single dwellings-attached single 
household;  dwellings-duplex;  dwellings-triplex and four-plex, c/o Twin Falls Urban Renewal Agency.  The motion was seconded by 
Councilperson Clow and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 

 
2. For annexation, consisting of 37 (+/-) acres, located approximately 565’ west of the western boundary of 3767 North 3300 East, c/o 

John Winnie, Chobani Director of Operations on behalf of Agro Farma.  (app. 2506) 
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Community Development Director Humble explained the request. 
 

 On March 13, 2012, the Commission unanimously recommended the existing M-2 zoning as appropriate.   
 

If the City Council should approve the request for annexation staff would concur the existing M-2 zoning designation as appropriate.   
 
Public testimony opened and closed with no public input. 
 
Rebuttal:  None. 
 
The public hearing was closed. 
 
Council discussion followed. 
Community Development Director Humble stated for clarification that by annexation this falls under the URA tax increment taxing to 
pay back the financing. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Barigar made a motion to approve an annexation, consisting of 37 (+/-) acres, located approximately 565’ west of the 
western boundary of 3767 North 3300 East, c/o John Winnie, Chobani Director of Operations on behalf of Agro Farma.  (app. 2506)  
The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  
Approved 7 to 0. 
 

3. Appeal of a required improvement as part of the approval for a Special Use Permit to operate a chiropractor’s office and to include a 
residential apartment for the business owner or an employee of the business on property located at 1015 Washington Street North.  
(app 2500) 

 
   Spencer Williams, 1230 Desert View Drive, explained the request.   
 
   The request is for a deferral on the zoning requirement to establish a 12’ wide, 3’ high berm along the property bordering on  
   Washington Street North until such time in the future when adjacent property to the north is also developed.   
 
   The request was presented to the Planning & Zoning Commission on February 14, 2012.  The Commission was favorable to the   
   proposal but was unable to take any action on the request because the berm is a City requirement. 
 
   Council discussion followed. 
   Spencer Williams stated that there would be no entrance off of Washington Street.  The fence will remain as shown on overhead  
   projection. 
 
   City Attorney Wonderlich stated that a deferral agreement is recorded on the property and the requirement of the property  
   owner.   
 
   Community Development Director Humble explained the request.   
 
   In City Code Section 10-7-10, it states that in addition to the professional office landscaping requirements, properties fronting CSI 
   property on Washington Street North, North College Road, and Falls Avenue shall install a berm of at least 3’ in height and 12’ in  
   width immediately behind the sidewalk or future sidewalk.   
 
   Staff reviewed the letter of appeal with City Attorney Wonderlich who felt there was not a process within the code that would  
   permit deferral of this requirement.  Staff does not support the appeal. 
 
   Council discussion followed: 
   
   Community Development Director Humble stated that a berm requirement, he believes, is for aesthetic reasons, and to match up 
   both sides of the road.   
  
   The public hearing was opened for public comment. 
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 Gerald Martens, 621 North College Rd, Ste 100, prepared the site plan, and spoke in favor of the request.   
 
 Spencer Williams stated that JUB Engineers, church, and Campus Housing Campus housing do not have a berm along Washington 
 Street North.   
 
   Jerry Beck, 699 River View Place, stated that the College of Southern Idaho’s zoning has been in place for approximately 8 months.  
   CSI is developing a piece of property south of Spencer’s home, and CSI was required to meet all the landscaping and zoning  
   requirements. He stated that the CSI is required to meet standards where others don’t have to meet the standards.  He also stated 
   that the college was not contacted regarding the request for deferral from Spencer Williams.  He stated he was not sure where the 
   institution stands in regards to the request, and this would be a Board of Trustee issue.   
 
 Closed the public portion of the hearing. 
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that the landscape requirement was adopted in 1999, creating the special landscaping 
 for the area. 
 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Talkington made a motion to uphold the approval of the Special Use Permit to operate a chiropractor’s office and to  
 include a residential apartment for the business owner or an employee of the business on property located at 1015 Washington Street 
 North, as presented, and 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 this Special Use Permit being for the operation of a Chiropractic Clinic, as presented. 
3. Subject to the apartment being occupied by the owner of the Chiropractic Clinic or an employee. 
4. Subject to a Certificate of Occupancy for a medical office being issued prior to operation of the business. 
5. Deferred the berm requirement until the adjacent property to the north applies for development and comes under similar 

requirements. 
 

 The motion was seconded by Councilperson Hall and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 
 to 0. 
 
Recess at 6:54 P.M. 
Reconvened at 7:07 P.M. 
 
Public hearings IV. 4 and IV.5.  

 
4.  For a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD for 25 (+/-) acres to allow 

 for commercial mixed use development 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. (app. 2508) 

 
5. Request for Vacation of the 2000-2190 blocks of Fillmore Street, c/o Gerald Martens, EHM Engineers, Inc on behalf of Tina Luper 

/ Canyon Park Development, LLC (app. 2509) 
 
 Gerald Martens, 621 North College, representing the developer, explained the requests.   
 
 The request is to bring the property to the appropriate zoning of C-1 CRO PUD for the entire 25 acres, west of Blue Lakes Blvd.   
 
 The second request is for the modification to the road plan.  On overhead projection he showed the proposed plan relocating  
 Fillmore and constructing a roundabout.   
 
 The applicant has worked with staff on a PUD agreement.   Key points in the PUD are architectural which are the same 
 used in Canyon Park East development. 
 -Extensive use of stone.  All four sides of the building will be finished.   
 -Trail enhancements .  The trail will be maintained and enhanced with additional landscaping.  This would include a buffer 
 between the buildings.   
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 -The back of the buildings will have delivery and service area but all of the loading docks and the refuse dumpsters will be 
 screened.   
 -The roof top units will be screened. 
  
 He continued to explain the road plan.  It basically is a parking field separated by landscaping and existing buildings, three 
 potential additional pads along Blue Lakes Blvd., a parking field broken up with  landscaping at the end of the islands and out in 
 the islands.   There will be retaining walls with an extensive combination of walls and landscaping between the back of the 
 buildings and the rim.  Because the buildings are not within the 100’ setback, a  geological report will not need to be done.  There 
 will be a detailed foundation investigation done for the design.     
 
 Vice Mayor Hall asked the applicant to address the concern of the back of the buildings facing the canyon rim.   
 
 Gerald Martens stated that the development will look like Bridgeview between the Magic Valley Mall and Canyon Park East.  It is 
 screened with retaining walls, landscape walls, and the loading dock areas are enclosed.  Trucks back in an enclosed area.    
 Dumpsters will not be seen, other than when they are on the truck leaving.  Trucks are seen only when arriving and departing the 
 loading docks.     
 
 Councilperson Clow asked for clarification who built Fillmore Road from Blue Lakes Blvd. to Canyon Springs Road. 
 
 Gerald Martens stated the developer of Canyon Park built the road.  The developer is proposing  that a new street be constructed 
 and to make the street private.  The reason to privatize the street allows flexibility on driveways and gives additional potential 
 opportunities for accesses into the project, but to do that, additional turn lanes are being built over and above the city standard.  It 
 could also potentially help on some setbacks from arterials and collectors.    
 
 Councilperson Talkington asked if the developer will be asking for a variance or a waiver on the building height restrictions. 
 
  Gerald Martens stated that the PUD agreement specifies that building heights will remain at the standard 35’ and the developer  
  would not be asking for a variance or waiver.  There shouldn’t be a need for a height variance.   
 
 Community Development Director Humble explained the benefits to the developer of keeping a private street versus keeping a 
 public right of way.  On Fillmore Street there is a 62’ setback from the centerline and as Fillmore Street is being relocated closer to 
 some of the existing buildings, Zion’s Bank and Golden Corral, this is creating a non-conforming building situation; but if it 
 becomes a private road setback issue goes away.   There will be an easement open to the public.   
 
 Mayor Lanting asked if this would limit the City in the future to make the road wider if it becomes private. 
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that if the road is public, the city can acquire right of way.  If this is not a public 
 road, this would not be an option, but if this is a concern for the Council, staff can work this out in a maintenance agreement with 
 the developer.  The road would be developed to meet capacity requirements.     
 
 Community Development Director Humble reviewed the requests.   
 

  On March 13, 2012 the Commission for the zoning request

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. 

 unanimously recommended approval of the request subject to the  
  following conditions: 

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) is 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. 

 
  Staff concurs with the Commission’s recommendation. 
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 On March 13, 2012, the Planning & Zoning Commission for the vacation

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. 

 recommended approval of the vacation of Fillmore Street, as 
 presented, by a vote of 4 for and 3 against subject to the following conditions: 

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. 
 

 Staff concurs with the Commission’s recommendation. 
 
 Letters from Laura Peterson, Jeff & Phyllis Lotz, Joyce Ballard, Dave Duhaime, and Cheri Condie were entered into the record and 

shown on overhead projection.   
 
 Councilperson Talkington asked the City Attorney that with the development and the control of Fillmore as a private road is public 

safety in any way inhibited, primarily police and fire access.  
 
 City Attorney Wonderlich stated that the developer will need to satisfy the fire department requirements or they will not receive a 

building permit.  The police will still have access to the private road. There is an issue with traffic enforcement in which the city police 
will not be able to help.  The city does not does not do traffic enforcement on the internal roads at the mall.   

 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that every building will meet or exceed the 100’ setback.  That is a building setback 

from the canyon rim.   
 
 Councilperson Hall asked the City Engineer if there is a public safety concern with the proposed roundabout. 
 
 City Engineer Fields stated that signs will be posted at the roundabout.  Studies show that roundabouts are an excellent way to 

eliminate certain types of high accident locations in lieu of adding a signal.      Placing a signal at this location is problematic because 
it will be difficult to maintain primacy on the state highway, which is Blue Lakes, and not have people backing out of the intersection at 
certain times of year for certain events.  This helps people move through with great facility and ultimately less confusion.  Initially there 
will be a learning curve.  There was a concern about the dominant left turn movement off of Blue Lakes onto Fillmore.   If you choose 
not to go the Visitor’s Center, you will be making a left turn.  This will be the dominant movement.  This will handle the number of cars 
that are stacking up. 

 
 Councilperson Clow asked the diameter size of the roundabout. 
 
 Gerald Martens stated that it is 90’ radius in size.  The roundabout keeps traffic moving and is a traffic calming feature.  The 
 roundabout will be 3 legged exits. 
 
 Councilperson Clow referenced the older part of the development along Blue Lakes and asked if is there adequate parking for 
 future development.   
 
 Gerald Martens stated that there is adequate parking. 
  
Opened the public testimony of the hearing: 
 
 Cheri Condie, 2135 Oakwood Court, spoke against the request.  She stated that the project would be detrimental to the Canyon 
 Rim Trail, the existing Visitor Center, and anybody on foot.  The proposal is in violation of CRO 10-4-19.    
 
 Laura Peterson, 794 Mountain View Drive, spoke against the request.  She stated that she does not want to see the back end of 
 the stores.  She would like to have the parking lot facing the canyon.   
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 Barbara Beck, 699 Riverview Drive, spoke against the request.  She read a Times News article reader comment from Craig 
 Neilsen (attached).  She stated her concern of the back of a building facing the canyon rim and increase of traffic.  She proposed 
 that this development provide a very upscale landscaping.   She stated her concern of the proposed roundabout.   
 
 Gerald Beck, 699 Riverview Drive, spoke against the request.  He explained the difference between economic development and 
 retail development.  He stated his concern of the proposed roundabout.  He stated that big box stores undermine small business, 
 hurt retail wages, and cause loss of open spaces and natural resources.  Big box stores accelerate the dying of the downtown 
 community.  Big box stores do not offer any fringe benefits,  but offer part-time jobs and poverty wages.  Public assistance is 
 increased.   
 
Closed the public hearing portion of the hearing. 
 
 Gerald Martens addressed the following issues: 
 -Ability to expand the road in the future.  As the road maintenance and development agreement is being developed, the road will 
 meet current standards, and there will be adequate buffers or room for which expansion can be accomplished.   
 -Access to the trail.  On overhead projection he showed the designation for the public to park and access the trail.   
 -The weed area is a canal company drain.  It will be piped and put into a dry wall. 
 -The trail.  The trail will be developed and given to the city.  The trail will be maintained by the development.   
 -Turning the stores around.  He stated that he is not the planner.  There is more exposure from Blue Lakes than when you 
 approach the City.   
  
 Councilperson Mills Sojka asked Gerald Martens to comment on the building footprint. 
 
 Gerald Martens stated that there will be multiple tenants and multiple ownership and will be developed according to the C-1 
 standards allowed for connected buildings or common wall construction.  The building is 200,000 square feet.   
 
 Community Development Director Humble read from Canyon Rim Overlay section of the code for buildings having a footprint of 
 more than 3,000 square feet.   
 
 Gerald Martens stated there will be a varying setbacks, heights, materials and earth tone colors.  Logos with accent colors are 
 allowed.  The PUD will allow individuality of the business’s sign that is placed on the wall and logo.  The materials will be 
 architecturally selected that will provide variety but consistency. 
 
 Councilperson Talkington stated that coming across the bridge there will be a gigantic expanse of the back of the buildings with 
 logos and security and service lights.  He asked if this was correct. 
 
 Gerald Martens stated that no light source can be seen according to the PUD.  There will be down lights enough for security and 
 safety on the back of the building.  The light standards will be 20’ tall maximum in the front parking area and on the back parking 
 area there will be security and safety lighting, which are down lit. Lighting will not be seen from coming across the road.  Signage 
 on the back of the buildings has not been brought up in discussions. 
 
 Councilperson Clow asked if the back of Wal-Mart had a sign. 
 
 Gerald Martens stated that additional restrictions were made on Wal-Mart signage.  
 
 Councilperson Mills Sojka asked the locations for pedestrian access from the Visitor’s Center. 
 
 Gerald Martens showed pedestrian accesses on overhead projection.  
  
 -Building signage 
 
 Community Development Director Humble stated that restrictions on signage can be added to the conditions of the motion.   
 
 Councilperson Clow asked how the City obtained the right of way to all of the trails. 
 
 City Attorney Wonderlich stated that everything near the City was conditioned of development.  
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 Barbara Beck stated her concern of safety when on the canyon trail.    
 
The public hearing was closed. 
 
Deliberations: 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Talkington made a motion to approve a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to 
C-1 CRO PUD for 25 (+/-) acres to allow for commercial mixed use development 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, as presented.   
 
The motion failed because a lack of a second.   
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Clow made a motion to approve a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 
CRO PUD for 25 (+/-) acres to allow for commercial mixed use development 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, 
subject to the following conditions as set forth by the Planning & Zoning Commission: 

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 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. 

 
The motion failed for the lack of a second. 
 
MOTION: 
Vice Mayor Hall made an amendment to the main motion to prohibit any signage from being placed on the back of the buildings facing the 
canyon.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed Councilpersons Clow, Hall, Lanting, Munn, Mills Sojka 
and Talkington voted in favor of the motion.  Councilperson Barigar voted against the motion.  Approved 6 to 1. 
 
Roll call vote on the main motion as amended showed Councilpersons Barigar, Clow, Hall, Munn, and Talkington voted in favor of the 
motion.  Councilpersons Lanting and Mills Sojka voted against the motion.  Approved 5 to 2. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Barigar made the motion to approve the vacation of the 2000-2190 blocks of Fillmore Street, subject to the following 
conditions as set forth by the Planning & Zoning Commission: 

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 motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn. 
 



Minutes 
April 9, 2012 
Page 10 of 10 
 

 

Councilperson Clow asked legal counsel if there a way Fillmore Street could remain a public street to accommodate the development’s 
ingress/egress and the setbacks.   
 
Gerald Martens stated that the development would meet all of the standards in terms of roadway section with the city standards being the 
minimum. The development would be allowed to go beyond the minimum in terms of turn lanes, landscaping, crosswalks, and some of the 
amenities you find going through large retail centers.  He asked for clarification in regards to police enforcement on the private street. 
 
 City Attorney Wonderlich stated that the City does police enforcement and traffic infraction enforcement on public streets.   On a private 
street, police officers will not have any authority to write traffic tickets.   
 
Councilperson Munn clarified that the police officers can enforce misdemeanors and other serious offenses on a private lot open to public 
use.   
 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that in the roundabout there would be decorative features, and if this becomes a public street, staff would 
strongly discourage any of those types of improvements placed in the public right of way, because the city would need to maintain them. In 
addition, Item IV has been approved with conditions 3. and 4 . and would need to be reconsidered if Fillmore Street is made public street. 
 
City Engineer Fields explained that if there is a proliferation of driveways along the roadway, eventually those access points reduce the 
capacity on the road.  The goal for roads is to try to limit the numbers of driveways to some reasonable access points.   This has been 
accomplished.  The placement of the driveways on the roadway as a public roadway will be acceptable. 
 
Councilperson Clow asked that if the development is built out and completed, if he envisioned future buildings on the property to be built to a 
non-conforming setback to the new private road.  Also, after the development is built out, could the city ask for the road to become public. 
 
Gerald Martens stated that two of the pads will be non-conforming due to the 62’ setback.  He stated that it can be written in the PUD 
agreement and in the maintenance and development agreement that at some trigger point the city could accept taking over the 
maintenance. 
 
Roll call vote showed that all those present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
V. ADJOURNMENT: 
 Executive Session 67-2345 (1)(f) To communicate with legal counsel for the public agency to  discuss the legal ramifications of and legal 
 options for pending litigation, or controversies not yet being litigated but imminently likely to be litigated.  The mere presence of legal 
 counsel at an executive session does not satisfy this requirement.   
 
 MOTION: 
 Vice Mayor Hall made the motion to approve to move to Executive Session as presented.  The motion was seconded by  Councilperson 
 Barigar and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
 
Leila A. Sanchez 
Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary 
 

















































































 

 

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:  DISABILITY AWARENESS WEEK 

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. CON

1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 10 – 16, 2012. 
SENT CALENDAR: 

2. Consideration of the April 2, 2012, City Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of a request for the approval for beer to be served at the Ice Breaker Softball 

Tournament on Saturday, May 19, 2012, from 4:00 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. at Harmon Park. 
4. Consideration of a request by Rosalinda Paiz to approve the 27th Annual Mother’s Day and 

Latin Fiesta to be held at the City Park. 
5. Consideration of a request by Snake Harley-Davidson to approve its sixth season of 

outdoor customer appreciation concerts at their facility beginning at 6:00 p.m. and ending at 
9:00 p.m. on various Friday evenings throughout the spring and summer, in addition to their 
annual QRU Fundraiser to be held on Sunday, June 3, 2012, from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. 

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
L. Sanchez 
Dennis Pullin 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
Dennis Pullin 
 
 
 

II. ITEMS FOR CON
1. A presentation by the Human Resources team reviewing the status of employee 

compensation.  This presentation will provide an overview of how our current employment 
market was determined, market data collection and analysis, as well as drafted strategies 
for consideration.   

SIDERATION: 

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

 
Presentation/ 
Action 

 
Susan Harris 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS:   
IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  - None  

 
 
 

V. ADJOURNMENT 
Executive Session 67-2345 (1)(a) To consider hiring a public officer, employee, staff member or 
individual agent. This paragraph does not apply to filling a vacancy in an elective office. 
 
Executive Session 67-2345(1)(c) To conduct deliberations concerning labor negotiations or to 
acquire an interest in real property which is not owned by a public agency.   
 
 

 
 

 
 

*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. 

Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 
April 16, 2012 

City Council Chambers 
305 3rd Avenue East -Twin Falls, Idaho 
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Present:  Shawn Barigar, Lance Clow, Don Hall, Gregory Lanting, Jim Munn, Rebecca Mills Sojka, Chris Talkington 
Absent:  None 
City Staff:  City Manager Travis Rothweiler, Community Development Director Mitch Humble, Human Resource Director Susan Harris, 

  Human Resource Analyst and Risk Management Gretchen Scott, Staff Sergeant Dennis Pullin, Staff Sergeant Dan McAtee, 
  Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila A. Sanchez. 

 
Mayor Lanting called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He then invited all present, who wished to, to recite the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 
with him and with Boy Scouts from Troop 180.  A quorum was present.  Mayor Lanting introduced staff. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:   
City Manager Rothweiler requested that the April 2, 2012, Minutes be removed from the Consent Calendar.  The minutes would be placed on 
the April 23, 2012, agenda. 
 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Hall made a motion to remove the April 2, 2012, Minutes from the Consent Calendar.  The motion was seconded by 
Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS:  DISABILITY AWARENESS WEEK - Mayor Lanting read the proclamation. 

 
AGENDA ITEMS 

I. CON
1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 10 – 16, 2012, total:  $1,583,634.66. 

SENT CALENDAR:  

  April 16, 2012, total: $ 579.25 
 April 13, 2012, Payroll: $103,416.01 
2. Consideration of the April 2, 2012, City Council Minutes 
3. Consideration of a request for the approval for beer to be served at the Ice Breaker Softball Tournament on Saturday, May 19, 
 2012, from 4:00 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. at Harmon Park. 
4. Consideration of a request by Rosalinda Paiz to approve the 27th Annual Mother’s Day and Latin Fiesta to be held at the City 
 Park. 
5. Consideration of a request by Snake Harley-Davidson to approve its sixth season of outdoor customer appreciation concerts at 
 their facility beginning at 6:00 p.m. and ending at 9:00 p.m. on various Friday evenings throughout the spring and summer, in 
 addition to their annual QRU Fundraiser to be held on Sunday, June 3, 2012, from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. 

 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Barigar made a motion to approve the Consent Calendar as presented.  The motion was seconded by 
 Councilperson Sojka and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 

II. ITEMS FOR CON
1. A presentation by the Human Resources team reviewing the status of employee compensation.  This presentation will provide an 

overview of how our current employment market was determined, market data collection and analysis, as well as drafted 
strategies for consideration.   

SIDERATION: 

  
 Susan Harris, Human Resource Director, gave the presentation.   
 

On February 13, 2012, the City Manager requested to shift $12,500 from the Human Resource Department’s budget for the 
purpose of completing a compensation survey.  The Council opted not to approve the request but directed staff to provide an 
analysis of the city’s current compensation package and a plan to bring wages to the current market.  
 
Susan Harris continued to discuss the history on the 2010 salary survey, shared statistical data as to how it relates to the 
organization and requested to seek council guidance and collaboration in identifying strategies that can be used in setting the 
foundation of a future compensation plan. 

 
 Following is what was presented in the PowerPoint presentation: 
 -2012 Salary survey and shared statistical data and strategies. 

 -Step & Grade 
 -Pay for Performance 
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 -SEED 
 

In 2009, the City sought the services of the BDPA to conduct a comprehensive study and benefit survey.  Because of several 
contributing factors the Council lacked confidence in the final report and understandably was uncomfortable in moving forward 
with the information which showed on the average the City of Twin Falls was approximately 7.5% behind market.  Gretchen Scott 
transitioned into the H/R Department on a full time basis and recruitment became one of her primary responsibilities.  It has 
provided her with an excellent sense of what is going on in the organization and has positioned her to address some of the 
challenges experienced with recruitment over the last few years.   
 

 Gretchen Scott stated that she will be presenting details, percentages, and averages, as defined by the Department of 
 Labor.   
 
 She reviewed the following using a PowerPoint presentation: 

-Cost of living indices 
-How has this affected hiring? 
-In which grades are increases occurring? 
-Where are our applicants from? 
-Where are they going?  Voluntarily separated from the City. 
-Department of Labor – 2011 Occupational Employment & Wage Survey 
-2012 Public Safety Salary/Benefit (Survey by the -City of Nampa) 
-Comparison with Market Cities. 
-Our market position. 
 
In summarization, the City is 8% to 10%, behind market. 
 
Susan Harris stated that compensation theory is not an exact science. She once heard compensation theory defined as conflict 
resolution.  Many employees feel they are not paid enough and others wonder why they are paid what they are.   
 
Discussion followed: 
Councilperson Talkington asked if what was presented was wage only and did not include the total compensation benefits.   
 
Susan Harris stated that benefits were not addressed at this point because in the last survey a great deal of time was spent on 
looking at the benefits.  The City had the BDPA survey, and the City did their own survey on local employers as it related to the 
benefits and found that it was rather a push.  For this presentation staff only looked at salary. 
  
City Manager Rothweiler stated that under the BDPA study, a full market comparison was done.  The BDPA study basically said 
that the benefits that the City offers to employees are generally no better and no worse than the market people.   
 
Susan Harris stated that in order to maintain the ability to retain and attract a quality workforce, work needs to be done 
collaboratively to address the salary plan, and to strive to make sure, from three factors, that it is internally equitable, fiscally 
responsible, and addresses the internal compression.  The market has been defined and the City is on an average 8% to 10%, 
behind market.    She read a quote from the Times News regarding City officials updating employee salaries.  In moving into the 
budgetary process and beginning to develop the new strategic plan, staff is committed to address the issues that are on the 
board.  A general consensus is needed to address the total compensation philosophy to determine whether the decision is to lag 
behind the market, be equal with the market, or to try to be a leader.  Once the philosophy is defined, staff will work to create a 
plan that will mesh the salary table with the philosophy, and then move to develop a strategy to bring employees in line.  This can 
be taken one step further by changing the salary structure to address compression.  Separate pay tables may be created, if 
necessary, for different departments.  If the Council is comfortable with the market and the range that has been established, 
implementation can be addressed.  Staff would like to bring information back to the Council.    
 
The Council commended both Susan Harris and Gretchen Scott for their presentation. 
 
Councilperson Talkington stated that at this point the Council needs to begin looking at dollars and cents, and what various 
incremental increases will get wages closer to a comparable range; in other words, if wages are bumped across the board or in 
the definition area by  4% what would this equate to, dollarwise.   
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Susan Harris stated that part of the implementation schedule that is being looked at is not only adjusting the table but doing 
some kind of comp ratio.  To make that leap would not be a fair comparison, but to give the Council a perspective, every 1% rate 
adjustment is approximately $156,000. 
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka stated that she understood from the presentation that other employers exercise a difference between 
entry wages and experienced wages and that may be something that the organization needs to do in changing the table; and 
that overall, changes need to be made to get employees to market value to acquire experienced people.  She asked if this was 
correct. 
 
Susan Harris stated that staff needs the support in the definition of the philosophy.  Budget is obviously a major consideration.  
When looking at the implementation strategy it may be found that it can be done in one year or may need to be implemented 
over several years. Staff will come back with several options for consideration.  At this point, the compensation philosophy of 
where the Council wants to be is important to staff. 
 
Councilperson Barigar suggested that one of the first things that needs to be done, independent of the strategic planning 
process, is to have the discussion of the kind of employer the City wants to be and what is that philosophy.    
 
Councilperson Munn stated that during future discussions the entire performance evaluation system should be re-evaluated.  
The SEED program, from his personal perspective, did not receive the desired results and was disastrous.  This needs to be 
looked at closely because it caused huge morale problems across the organization.  He stated that he hoped this is looked at as 
part of the overall strategy for compensation and employee benefits. 
 
Vice Mayor Hall stated when he worked for the City in 1988 the City of Twin Falls was a municipality of choice.  Over the last 
several years the City has lost ground. When you lose ground you lose experience and service.  He stated his philosophy is to 
pay as well as possible and stay competitive as possible in order to recruit and retain the proper employees to provide services 
to the community.   
 
Councilperson Clow stated he struggled on how the next step is to be implemented. A comment was made on how the City 
compares to experienced versus the mean and the entry, yet statistics that were given show that the City is not hiring at the entry 
level, so is there one chart for experienced, and another chart for no experience?  He also asked when do they move from one to 
another. He stated that he struggled with the Hay Study.  He stated that he feels that it might be better to have different tables for 
the workforce.   
 
Mayor Lanting stated that he is concerned that money is spent on training for employees, and they are the most likely to be hired 
away from the City if the City is not competitive.   
 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that May 7 is the budget kickoff. Chief Financial Officer Race will give another financial update 
and will go through the process to discuss where the City stands in the current fiscal year on revenue collections.  It may be an 
appropriate meeting to discuss philosophy and targets.  On May 8, the City is having a community open house in relationship to 
the strategic plan.   

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

 
 City Manager Rothweiler stated that Josh Palmer, who is with the Times News, will be the City’s new Public Information Officer 
 on April 30, 2012. 
 

Cheri Condie, 2135 Oakwood Court, stated that she would like to speak on the Canyon Park Development on the Canyon Rim 
She believes this proposal violates the City Code for the Canyon Rim Overlay District.  It does not enhance the Canyon Rim but 
detracts from it.  The Canyon has some breathtaking views from the property and the bridge.  Perrine Memorial Bridge is a world 
famous site and BASE jumpers come from all over the world.  The City has beauty, tourism, and now another strip mall.  
Community leaders are being relied on to make sure that this shopping center is built with respect and creativity.  This is an 
opportunity for Twin Falls to stand out and to be the “go to” city in the Magic Valley.  It would be to the City’s benefit to have a 
shopping center that is pedestrian friendly and uses state of the art planning.  
 
Mayor Lanting stated that several citizens contacted him the past week about the possible appeal process of some of the 
decisions made, more specifically by the Planning & Zoning Commission.  He asked Community Development Director Humble 
to explain the options or lack of options concerning the process of the appeal of the Planning & Zoning Commission approval of 
the preliminary plat. Concerns have been raised on how close the shopping center is to the canyon rim. 
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Community Development Director Humble stated that the Planning & Zoning Commission approved the preliminary plat of the 
Canyon West Development.  A preliminary plat is an item considered the final decision of the Planning & Zoning Commission, 
meaning the Council does not usually see a preliminary plat for action.  Council’s role comes in the process with the approval of 
the final plat.  The platting is a land subdivision process and plats are reviewed per conformance with comprehensive plans, 
zoning ordinance, and PUD.  The Commission will make a decision based on that conformance.  The Commission approved the 
preliminary plat.  Typically an appeal process would be requested by the applicant if they did not agree with the conditions placed 
or if the plat was denied. The Timberlake Apartments plat was appealed.  That preliminary plat was denied by the Commission 
and the applicant appealed to the City Council.  The Council went through the process and approved the preliminary plat. Some 
decisions by the Planning & Zoning Commission set out a process for the aggrieved party.  An aggrieved party, not necessarily 
the applicant, can appeal the decision of the Planning & Zoning Commission.  Regarding Special Use Permits, an aggrieved 
party who in person spoke at the hearing or who provided written comments can appeal the decision of the Commission.  For the 
preliminary plats, there is no such provision provided in the City Code.  There is a section in the code regarding the Planning & 
Zoning Commission’s duty that the City Council can review a final decision of the Planning & Zoning Commission.  It uses the 
term Council, not a member of the Council.  The body as a whole can make a motion to direct staff to bring back a review to 
Council to consider and act on the preliminary plat.  The time frame is 15 days after approval.   
 
Council discussion followed: 
Mayor Lanting stated that a final plat is placed on the Council’s agenda but is not a public hearing.   
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that a preliminary plat is not a public hearing, the public is invited to the 
meetings, and notification is sent to property owners within 300’ requesting their input.  The Planning & Zoning Commission will 
allow public comment with preliminary plats. The City, by State law, is told how to handle final plats.  Preliminary plats are a 
complete creation of City Code.  Final plats are placed on the Council agenda as a consent item and are not public hearings.  It 
is up to the Mayor’s discretion to allow comment on the final plat.   
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka asked which part of the code addresses appeals and when will the Council see the PUD and approve 
the PUD agreement.   
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that the typical process is to have a hearing on the rezone request.  On April 9, 
2012, a rezone request was heard on the Canyon Park Development and the PUD was discussed as part of the hearing, the 
development criteria proposed and the master development plan.  Staff will run the process of creating a PUD agreement when 
going through the development review process for the plats.  A PUD agreement will be brought before the Council around the 
same time the final plat comes to the Council.  The section on appeals is in City Code 10-17-2, stating that says the Council can 
review a decision of the Planning & Zoning Commission.  
 
Councilperson Barigar stated that in regards to the preliminary plat process, even with an appeal of that process to the Council, 
changes to the plat do not change the placement of the buildings adjacent to the Canyon Rim, unless there is a lot. 
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that preliminary and final plats are a subdivision of property, and do not relate 
as to how a building sits on the property.  In some of the zones one building per lot is allowed, and other zones allow multiple 
buildings per lot.  A commercial zone allows multiple buildings per lot.   
 
Councilperson Talkington referred to City Code 10-17-2 (the appeal process) asking if public safety consideration is worthy of 
scientific investigation, speaking specifically of an unusual, not replicated, situation at Canyon Park West.  The final site would be 
50’ to 100’ from the canyon rim depending on geological waivers.  With a number of big box and retailers, there is a question of 
public safety and if the 50’ or 100’ setbacks are justified.  The geology of the area is dynamically evolving and constantly in the 
process of sloughing off the canyon wall. He asked staff if the Council should exercise an appeal process asking for the burden 
of proof to be on the applicant, to not have substantial setbacks in excess of 100’. 
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that in City Code Section 10-17-2, the Council can appeal the Planning & 
Zoning Commission’s decision and the Council would need to determine if there is a “significant adverse impact” as the result of 
the Commission’s action, which is a determination to be made by Council and not staff.  If the Council, as a body, determines 
that approval of this plat can lead to a significant adverse impact, safety issues can certainly be significant adverse impact. He 
stated that he would raise the question if the division of land causing a significant adverse impact.  On April 9, 2012, as part of 
the presentation it was clarified that setbacks would be at least 100’.  The Master Development Plan was approved and will not 
allow any building to be closer than the 100’ setback.   
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City Manager Rothweiler requested that the Council refrain from making any decisions until legal counsel is present to discuss 
the process to fully understand roles and responsibilities.   
 
Mayor Lanting asked if the PUD Agreement can be amended by the Council at approval time. 
 
Community Development Director Humble answered in the affirmative.   
 
Mayor Lanting stated that Ms. Condie stated her concern of whether or not the proposed development would enhance the 
aesthetic value of the Canyon, and he asked staff what are her avenues. 
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that Ms. Condie brought her concern to the Council and has done what is 
available to her. 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that the intent of the public open meeting law is to allow the public to have the right to know the 
items being contemplated and being discussed before an elected body.  A motion tonight would be inappropriate because this 
has not been placed on the amended agenda.  He recommended that an item for discussion be placed on the agenda, allowing 
legal counsel and both parties to be present.   
 
Council asked staff to clarify the 15 day appeal process rule. 
 
Mayor Lanting directed that discussion of the issue be placed on the April 23, 2012, agenda. 
 
Kathy McMillan asked if the 15 day appeal process can be adjusted if a discussion is being held because staff is waiting for 
clarification from legal counsel.  She asked if a group can appeal the approval of the preliminary plat. 
  
City Manager Rothweiler stated that the code does not allow flexibility of that interpretation. Staff does not believe that any other 
group besides the City Council has the right to appeal the matter and the question.  Members of the community have the right to 
be able to submit their thoughts and their comments in writing.     
 
Kathy McMillan stated that this may require a different geological stability if the code is for buildings that are actually more for 
isolation and the 100’ setback is dealing with individual buildings. She would encourage the Council to get another opinion.   
 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that the decision the Council will make on April 23, 2012, is whether or not the Council would like 
to go through a review process, and not the actual review.   
 

III. ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

  Councilperson Talkington stated his concern that in the accounts payables for the last pay period over  $1,050,000 was spent on 
  three payables related to the water and sewer projects.  He stated that several engineering and construction firms are making a 
  comfortable living in this partnership with the City. 
 
IV.   PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  - None 
V. ADJOURNMENT 

Executive Session 67-2345 (1)(a) To consider hiring a public officer, employee, staff member or individual agent. This paragraph does not 
apply to filling a vacancy in an elective office. 
 
Executive Session 67-2345(1)(c) To conduct deliberations concerning labor negotiations or to acquire an interest in real property which is 
not owned by a public agency.   
 
MOTION: 
Vice Mayor Hall made the motion to move to Executive Session as presented.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Munn and roll 
call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
 

 The meeting adjourned at 7:06 P.M. 
 

Leila A. Sanchez 
Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary 



 

 

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. 

MINUTES 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 

Monday, April 23, 2012 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East -Twin Falls, Idaho 
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Present:  Shawn Barigar, Lance Clow, Gregory Lanting, Jim Munn, Rebecca Mills Sojka, Chris Talkington, Don Hall 
 
Absent:  None 
 
City Staff:  City Manager Travis Rothweiler, City Attorney Fritz Wonderlich, Community Development Director Mitch Humble, Sergeant 

  Dennis Pullin, Deputy City Clerk Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary Leila A. Sanchez. 
 
Mayor Lanting called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.  He then invited all present, who wished to, to recite the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 
with him.  Mayor Lanting introduced staff. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:  None. 
PROCLAMATIONS:  Arbor Day Proclamation 
 
Mayor Lanting presented the proclamation to Parks &  Recreation Director Dennis Bowyer.   
 
Arbor Day will be celebrated on April 27, 2012, at 4:00 P.M.  at the Ascension Soccer Fields, Friday.   
 

AGENDA ITEMS 
I. 

1. Consideration of accounts payable for April 17 - 23, 2012, total:  $598,503.49, 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

Prepay April 24, 2012, $26,561.25 
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. 
 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Talkington made the motion to approve the Consent Calendar as presented.  The motion was seconded by 
 Councilperson Munn and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 
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: 

 
 Staff Sergeant Pullin explained the request.   
 
 Mayor Lanting and Vice Mayor Hall presented Jean and Ron Gray the Annual Jim A. Mildon Traffic Safety Award for their dedication 
 to the field of traffic safety. 
 

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. 

 
 Staff Sergeant Pullin explained the request.   
 
 Staff has recommended approval of the request and recommends that the on-duty Patrol Supervisor be given the authority to order 
 the event organizers to mitigate the sound of amplified music.   
  
 Council discussion followed. 
 
 Shayne Carpenter, applicant, clarified the following: 
 -$10 fee for a designated driver.   
 -Anticipate selling 1,000 tickets. 
  
 MOTION: 

Councilperson Munn made a motion 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., with the provisions and stipulations described by Staff Sergeant Pullin. The 
motion was seconded by Councilperson Clow.  Roll call vote showed Councilperson Munn, Talkington, Barigar, Clow, Hall and 
Lanting.  Approved 6 to 0, with one abstention.   
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1. Consideration of a request to adopt a Naming Policy for the City of Twin Falls. 

 
 Parks & Recreation Director Bowyer explained the request.   
 

The Parks & Recreation Commission recommends that the City Council adopt the proposed naming policy for the City of Twin  
  Falls.  Staff concurs with the recommendation. 

  
 Council discussion followed. 
 
 Councilperson Mills Sojka referred to item 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.”  She stated that it may be a 
 good idea to have a general working term of the word “ significant.”  
 
 She also referred to the following, “Commission will forward their recommendation to City Council for their consideration.”  She stated 
 that she would like to take public input at that time.  
 
 Councilperson Talkington asked that under the proposal, if the City Council would be allowed renaming.   
 
 Parks & Recreation Director Bowyer stated that the City Council could waive any requirements or procedures in the policy.  If the 
 Council chooses to rename a street the Council can initiate the process.   
 
 Councilperson Clow asked if the Council should limit to the Parks & Recreation Commission an open window to apply for changes.   
 
 Parks & Recreation Director Bowyer stated that this was not discussed but this can be considered as an option.  
 
 Vice Mayor Hall stated that in regards to Councilperson Mills Sojka’s suggestion to have the word “significant” defined, he likes the 
 ability to look at something and be somewhat objective as to what is significant, without having a monetary amount or  percentage 
 amount.  The City has been very conservative as a community in naming or re-naming of park and recreational facilities. 

 
 MOTION: 
 Councilperson Talkington made the motion to adopt the naming policy as presented.  The motion was seconded by Vice Mayor Hall 
 and roll call vote showed all members present voted in favor of the motion.  Approved 7 to 0. 
 

2. 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. 

 
 City Attorney Wonderlich  explained the process.  He explained that he has one recollection of an appeal of a preliminary plat to the 
 Council.  This was for a large apartment development off of Kimberly Road, in which access was through a street to the south.  The 
 Planning & Zoning Commission voted against the preliminary plat.   
 
 The Council may be reviewing the decision of the Planning & Zoning Commission.  The Council has delegated their authority to the 

Planning & Zoning Commission to act on their behalf in certain circumstances.  If the Council disagrees with a Planning & Zoning 
Commission decision, the Council has the right to bring it back to themselves and decide for themselves.  An applicant would have 
the right to appeal to the Council if they did not agree with a decision made by the Planning & Zoning Commission.  The Council’s 
decision is whether or not to review the decision of the Planning & Zoning Commission.   

 
 If an applicant disagres with the decision, the applicant has standing because they have a personal interest and economic interest in 

the outcome.  Adjoining property owners would have standing, but someone who is just interested in the general development of the 
City would not have standing.  They do not have a personal interest or economic interest in that decision.  Because this affects a 
particular parcel of land,  this is a quasi judicial decision, meaning to act like a judge and not like a legislator.  This is quasi judicial 
because the applicant has an economic interest in the outcome.  The applicant has due process rights.  Council has received emails, 
in which legal counsel has advised Council not to read emails or letters.  In reading the emails or letters, the Council would be 
violating their quasi judicial function and violating the rights of the applicant.   

 
 The request for the Council is whether the decision of the approval of the preliminary plat should be reviewed.  This is not a debate as 

to whether the development is good or bad.  This is a process decision.  The discussion tonight is whether or not the preliminary plat 
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has significant adverse impact on the City, and if so, does the Council want to proceed with a hearing.  If the Council votes yes on the 
adverse impact on the City and to have a public hearing, staff will schedule a public meeting so contact can be made with everyone 
who initially received notification of the preliminary plat.  This will be the time to provide information to the Council for consideration.   

 
 Vice Mayor Hall stated that Community Development Director Humble was instructed to respond to all correspondence.   
 
 Councilperson Talkington asked for clarification on the process.  He asked if this is for a motion to review the Planning & Zoning 

Commission decision of the preliminary plat and has nothing to do with the substance at this time. 
 
 City Attorney Wonderlich stated that this is associated with a  finding or determination that there may significant adverse impact as a 

result of the action of the Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
 Councilperson Clow asked if the adverse finding means that the Planning & Zoning Commission made a mistake by not following 

zoning rules. 
   
 City Attorney Wonderlich stated that adverse finding does not mean a finding of error but a disagreement of their policy and decision.  

In the last preliminary plat appeal brought before the Council, the Council upheld the Planning & Zoning Commission decision.  The 
plat had a negative adverse impact of adjoining properties to try to funnel traffic through a street that was designed for local traffic.   

 
MOTION: 
Councilperson Talkington made a motion to review the Planning & Zoning Commission’s preliminary plat decision concerning the 
Canyon Park Amended Subdivision.  The motion was seconded by Councilperson Mills Sojka.   
 
Council discussion followed. 
 
Councilperson Barigar asked that whoever is in support of the motion would define the significant adverse impact. 
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka stated that at the public hearing the public stated their concerns regarding safety issues and citizens felt 
that the City is violating the Canyon Rim Overlay code.   
 
Councilperson Talkington stated that there was a lack of in-depth questioning from the Planning & Zoning Commission regarding 
traffic management and the geologic issue.  He stated that he is not sure if the geological issue as specified by the City is appropriate.   
 
Councilperson Clow stated that in regards to the safety issue with the geologic study he has some concern.  The  project is outside 
the 100’ setback requirement which developers have been following for the past 17 years.  Inside the 100’ setback a geological study 
is required to verify the safety of their buildings.  The properties along the rim that are within the 100’ setback haven’t been deemed as 
a safety issue.  The development’s setback is necessary because the area is needed between the buildings and the rim for access 
and mobility of traffic around their facilities. The geological issue does not appear to be something that plays into the decision.   
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka, liaison to the Planning & Zoning Commission, stated that she attended the preliminary plat hearing and in 
Section B of the Canyon Rim Overlay code it states, “To protect the view and create a unique environment on the canyon rim.”  In the 
April 10, 2012, Planning & Zoning Commission meeting minutes, questions were raised as to who designed the plan and criteria.  The 
answer was basically major users and marketers.  She stated that she wants to affirm that she is not violating the code. 
 
Councilperson Clow stated that he and Councilperson Talkington were involved in the approval of the Canyon Rim Overlay.  As he 
recalled, the statement “protect the views”  was from the bottom of the canyon up and out.  It wasn’t from the buildings down.  
 
Councilperson Mills Sojka stated the code as written doesn’t give the background information and is open to interpretation. 
 
Roll call vote on the motion showed Councilpersons Lanting, Mills Sojka, Talkington voted in favor of the motion.  Councilpersons 
Barigar, Clow, Hall and Munn voted against the motion.  Failed 3 to 4. 
 
City Attorney Wonderlich stated the final plat, the ordinance on rezoning the property to the PUD, PUD agreement and road 
maintenance agreement will be brought before the City Council at a future meeting.     
 
Vice Mayor Lanting requested that the minutes be provided from where the PUD was first originally designed and the promises made 
by the developer at that time.   
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Councilperson Mills Sojka asked if when the PUD agreement is brought before Council will the public be able to comment.   
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that public comment is at the discretion of the Mayor. 
 
Councilperson Clow stated that in the mid-90’s, the City established a moratorium on the development on the canyon rim to do a 
study on the canyon rim.   He suggested that the report be shared with the Council and placed on the City’s website.  The report will 
show how we went from no regulations on the Canyon Rim to where we are today and why the 100’ setback was established in City 
Code.   
 
Councilperson Talkington stated that he has heard unconfirmed reports that there is some evidence of geologic instability in existing 
houses on either side of the Perrine Bridge  
 
Councilperson Barigar stated that if there is true imminent danger within the 100’ of the rim this should be explored.  He does not 
believe the concern should be explored with the development.     
 
Councilperson Munn asked if there are geological studies that were done in the mid-90’s or  in the recent past that can be reviewed 
by staff or by Council.    
 
Community Development Director Humble stated that the City does have generic studies and specific studies for specific properties 
where the developer was required for a building to go in less than 100’ to the rim.  In every case the studies were reviewed and 
approved by the City Engineer.    
 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that Gerald Martens, who is the engineer on record, shared that he does have a study in regards to 
the property and staff will make it available upon receipt for the Council’s review. 
 
Councilperson Talkington asked who paid for the geologic survey. 
 
City Manager Rothweiler stated that the survey was paid for by the  landowner during the hotel study.   
 
 

3. Public input and/or items from the City Manager and City Council. 
 
 Matt Vandernoot of Twin Falls asked how a citizen speaks to a representative, as part of a constituency, on an issue they will be 
 judging prior to the citizen’s ability to speak to them about an issue. 
 
 Mayor Lanting stated that he will allow public input on the development’s final plat and PUD. 
 
 Councilperson Barigar stated that in general there is a due process.  The Planning & Zoning Commission and the City Council hold 
 public hearings where public testimony is received.   
 
 Councilperson Mills Sojka asked if there is a preliminary date on the PUD and final plat.   
 
 City Manager Rothweiler stated that staff has not scheduled a time for the PUD and final plat.  He stated that staff will notify the public 
 of when they will be placed on the agenda.    
  
 Patty Coffman, 2171 Selway Street, asked if the Perrine Bridge project is on tonight’s agenda and if the citizens of Twin Falls will  be 
 allowed input.   
 
 Mayor Lanting clarified that the discussion at this meeting was regarding the preliminary plat of the Canyon Park Amended 
 Subdivision.  He stated he will allow public input on the PUD and final plat. 
 

Cheri Condie asked City Attorney Wonderlich what part of the code indicates that City Code does not allow a citizen  to appeal a 
final decision, what part of the code interprets a citizen has to have standing with an economic interest among the community,  and  
she would like to know the exact steps an affected person would take to start the mediation process.    
 
City Attorney Wonderlich stated that the code does not have an appeal process for a preliminary plat; therefore, the City reverts back 
to constitutional law. It is an economic outcome of the decision that allows the due process right, otherwise you are an interested 
citizen.  The City is required to include the mediation provision by the Local Use Planning Act.  It applies to an affected person, so it 
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comes to defining who is an affected person.  City Code  10-17-5 (A) states that mediation can be requested by the applicant or by an 
affected person.  An affected person is not necessarily only the applicant, it is anyone else who can argue that their property values 
are affected by the action of the Council.   
 
Mayor Hall asked the City Attorney what recourse a person has if they don’t agree with his interpretation of an affected person.  Will 
they be able to sue the City?   

 
City Attorney Wonderlich stated that he didn’t know of any recourse.  A person would have to state the claim.  City Code makes a 
presumption that anyone living within 300’ of a special use, for example, is an affected person.  In regards to the appeal of the 
preliminary plat for the high density apartments, someone could live beyond the 300’ and because of the potential of hundreds of 
vehicles coming back and forth in front of the house; this would be an affected person.   
Councilperson Talkington stated that he has been an advocate of getting rid of downtown parking meters, but received a setback 
when attending the City of Albuquerque’s 306th birthday, and found they still have parking meters.  He stated he is giving up the 
battle regarding meters.   
 
Councilperson Clow read a letter stating his resignation from the Council effective the end of April.  He will be taking on new 
responsibilities in the Idaho legislature. 
 
Mayor Lanting explained the procedure to fill the seat.   
-Interested individuals need to submit a letter of interest and a resume by 5:00 P.M. on April 30, 2012.   
-To be considered, a candidate must be a “qualified elector.”   
-Interested individuals will be asked to appear before a selection committee on May 1, 2012, at 7:00 P.M. at the Council Chambers. 
-Each candidate will give a 3 minute presentation and explain why he/she is interested in serving on the City Council. 
-Select applicants may be asked to be interviewed by the committee on either May 3, 4, or 5.   
-Full council consideration is scheduled to occur on May 7, 2012. 
 
Councilpersons Mills Sojka and Munn stated their concern of giving the public only one week to apply. 
 
Mayor Lanting explained that he would like to have to have the Councilperson on board by May 8, 2012.  Many people have 
expressed interest the moment Councilperson Clow announced his resignation 

 
III. 
 
IV.   

ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00 - None 
 

V. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at  6:31 P.M. 
 
Leila A. Sanchez 
Deputy City Clerk/Recording Secretary 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:   
Approval of an Alcohol License Application Transfer for The Smoke-N-Head, Inc.,  located at 
287 Washington Street North.   
 
Time Estimate:  Consent Calendar. 
 
Background:   
Approval of Beer:  Bottled for consumption off the premises only. 
Wine:  Retail Sales for consumption on
 

 off premises. 

Approval Process:   Consent of the Council. 
 
Budget Impact:  N/A 
 
Regulatory Impact:  City and State Code Compliance 
 
Conclusion:  Staff recommends approval of the application.   
 
Attachments:   Alcohol License Application 
  

May 7, 2012, City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:   Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk 
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Request: 
Consideration of a request to adopt a resolution 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 resolution. 
Attachments:  Resolution 

May 7, 2012 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk 
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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: 
 

 2001  Case Reports (excluding NCIC files; homicide reports, sexual abuse reports; officer-involved 
shooting reports; fatal traffic accidents; and all death reports). 

POLICE DEPT. 
 

 
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                                                                         , 2012                                           
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR                                                                                      , 2012 

 
          

 ____________________________  
 Mayor Greg Lanting 
 

Attest: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Sharon Bryan, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 



 
 

Request: 
Presentation on the upcoming Twin Falls City Historic Preservation Commission’s Walking Tour, May 19, 
2012 from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm, by Darrell Buffaloe, Commission Chairman.  

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

Background: 
May is Idaho Archaeology and Historic Preservation Month. Idaho State Historical Society asked that all 
Historic Preservation Commissions think about doing something to celebrate. Twin Falls City Historic 
Preservation Commission decided a Walking Tour of the Warehouse Historic District would be a great way 
to educate the public on the old warehouses located in the Old Town Zoning District.  
There will be a short informational presentation, the walking tour, food, railroad car display, along with other 
informational displays. 

Approval Process: 
N/A 

Budget Impact: 
There is no significant budget impact associated with this presentation. 

Conclusion:  

 The Historic Preservation Commission would like to invite all to attend the Walking Tour activities on May 
19, 2012 from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm. 

Attachments: 
None 

Date:  Monday, May 7, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 
 



 
 

Request: 

 To continue the discussion of the city’s current compensation status and to define the Council’s philosophy that 
will guide the development of an implementation plan.   

Time Estimate: 

 The HR team will give a brief overview of the presentation from April 16, 2012, followed by Council discussion 
and questions.  I would estimate this item will take approximately forty-five minutes. 

Background: 

 At the February 13, 2012 meeting City Manager Rothweiler asked Council for permission to reallocate funds 
from the Human Resources budget to complete a Compensation Study which would determine the 
organization’s market competitiveness.  At the conclusion of Council discussion the HR Department was 
directed to complete an analysis of employee compensation, develop an implementation plan for adjusting to 
market wages, and develop a strategy to alleviate wage compression issues within departments.    

 At the April 16, 2012 meeting the HR team gave a presentation reviewing the status of employee 
compensation.  Included in the material were a comparison of the movement of private business wages relative 
to our salary table, an overview of how our employment market was determined, and an analysis of our current 
salaries in comparison to other municipalities and private business. 

Approval Process:  
We are not submitting a specific request for approval.  

Budget Impact: 

 This discussion is to determine the general philosophy that will be used to in the development of the implementation plan 
and schedule. 

Regulatory Impact:   None 

Conclusion: 

 The HR team is soliciting a general consensus from the Council regarding a compensation philosophy for our 
organization, and acceptance of the defined market that we compete in for our employees and a general perspective and 
suggested timeline on how to move forward.   

Attachments:  None 

Date:  Monday, May 7, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Susan Harris, HR Director 
 



 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Request: Consideration of an agreement between the City of Twin Falls and the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) for the construction of a vehicle parking lot at their Joslin Field facility. 
 
Time Estimate: Staff estimates this item will take 5 minutes with additional time for questions. 
 
Background:  In the spring of 2010, the City of Twin Falls and the BLM signed a lease modification 
agreement wherein the City of Twin Falls would contract for the design of future improvements for the 
BLM, at their airport facility, to include a building expansion, an aircraft parking apron, and a vehicle 
parking lot with BLM reimbursing the City for the design contract.  The design was performed by 
Riedesel Engineering and was completed in the fall of 2010.   
 
The BLM has held the design since 2010 and now that funding has become available they are ready to 
work with the City again to construct the vehicle parking lot portion of the design. All of the design and 
construction phases (helipad, tank farm/loading ramp, new bldg) of the BLM complex have been 
developed through a partnership approach that has the City contracting for design and construction 
services and the BLM  providing funding. 
 
The engineering estimate, provided by Riedesel, for the construction of the parking lot with a 10% 
contingency included totals $104,500. The bidding and construction engineering services contract with 
Riedesel (a follow-up to this agreement) would be $17,000, with the total anticipated cost for the project 
at $121,500.  Any bids higher than the anticipated amount would have to be approved by the BLM before 
awarding the contract. 
 
The agreement is formatted through a modification of the existing lease agreement with the BLM.  The 
modification updates the leased premise description, discusses the effective ground rental dates and rates, 
and commits a payment to the City in the amount of $121,500 available to fund the project.  
 
Approval Process:  This item would require a majority of the Council vote to be approved. 
 
Budget Impact: As a means of protecting the city from potentially higher construction costs 
than available funding, the agreement carries a clause requiring the BLM to approve any 
additional funding for the project if costs exceed the estimates and available funding in the 
agreement.                                                                                                                                          
Regulatory Impact:  None anticipated 
Conclusion: After working in conjunction with the BLM Contracting Officer and the review of 
the City Attorney on this agreement, staff recommends City Council approval authorizing the 
Mayor to sign the agreement. 
  
 
Attachments:   Modification/Agreement   

 

May 7, 2012 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Bill Carberry, Airport Manager 









 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Request: Consideration of an engineering agreement between the City of Twin Falls and 
Riedesel Engineering for services related to the bidding & construction of a BLM vehicle 
parking lot at Joslin Field. 
 
Time Estimate: Staff anticipates this item will take approximately 5 minutes to present with 
additional time for questions.  
 
Background:  In the spring of 2010, the City of Twin Falls and the BLM signed an agreement wherein 
the City of Twin Falls would contract for the design of a bldg expansion, aircraft parking apron, and a 
new vehicle parking lot and the BLM would provide the funding.  The design was performed by Riedesel 
Engineering and was completed in the fall of 2010.   
 
The BLM has held the design and now that funding has become available they are ready to work with the 
City again to construct the new parking lot. All of the design and construction phases (helipad, tank 
farm/loading ramp, new bldg) of the BLM complex have been developed through this same partnership 
approach that has the City contracting for design and construction services and the BLM  providing 
funding. 
 
The engineering estimate, provided by Riedesel, for the construction of the parking lot totals $104,500. 
The bidding and construction engineering contract with Riedesel would be $17,000, with the total 
anticipated cost for the project at $121,500. 
 
The attached contract between the City and Riedesel would be for engineering work related to the bidding 
and construction services needed for the construction phase.  The construction would be based on the 
parking lot design produced for the City & BLM under the design contract with Riedesel in 2010. 
 
Approval Process:  This item would require a majority of the Council vote to be approved. 
 
Budget Impact: The cost of the engineering contract will be reimbursed to the City per the 
agreement between the BLM and the City for the construction of the parking lot.                                                                                                                                          
Regulatory Impact:  None anticipated 
Conclusion: Staff recommends City Council approve the Agreement for Engineering Services 
with Riedesel Engineering for the amount not to exceed $17,000, contingent upon the execution 
of an agreement with the BLM for the construction and funding of the Parking Lot Project. 
  
 
Attachments:   Agreement for Engineering Services, BLM Parking Lot Project 

May 7, 2012, City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Bill Carberry, Airport Manager 































 
 

 
Request: 

Consider and act on a resolution declaring the City’s intent to sell underutilized City owned property located 
at the northeast corner of Gooding Street North and 3rd

Time Estimate: 

 Ave. North to the Twin Falls Urban Renewal 
Agency, and establishing a public hearing date consider the sale. 

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

The City owns several public parking lots downtown.  One of the lots that the City owns is located at the 
northeast corner of Gooding Street North and 3rd

Most of the City’s parking lots include about half of their spaces dedicated to free public parking and half 
dedicated as leasable parking spaces.  The Brown Lot is located in an area that has very little public 
parking demand.  Therefore, the entire lot is dedicated to leasable spaces.  Historically, the Brown Lot has 
also had low lease demand.  In August 2011, when the City held a downtown parking open house meeting, 
only 4 of the 36 spaces in the lot were leased.  Currently, there are only 14 spaces leased.  The Brown Lot 
is not in a great location and is underutilized because of that location. 

 Avenue North.  The City uses a color coding system to 
identify our various parking lots.  This lot is identified as the “Brown Lot”.  The Brown Lot is located on 
about 0.29 acre and has 36 parking spaces. 

City staff has had recent discussions with the Urban Renewal Agency leadership about this parking lot.  
These discussions have focused on the idea that the Brown Lot is underutilized and may be more valuable 
to be used as an incentive to encourage downtown revitalization and economic development.  The Urban 
Renewal Agency has more available options when it comes to disposing of property for downtown 
redevelopment or economic development purposes.  If the City can sell this underutilized property to the 
Urban Renewal Agency, then perhaps they can make the property part of a proposal to encourage 
additional downtown redevelopment in the area. 
The attached resolution declares the Brown Lot to be excess to City needs.  It also declares the City’s 
intent to sell the property to the Urban Renewal Agency.  Finally, the resolution establishes a date for the 
required public hearing on the sale of the property.  That hearing date is tentatively scheduled for the May 
28th

Process: 
 Council meeting. 

 State code describes the process a City must follow to dispose of excess public property.  The first step is 
for the Council to declare the property as excess to the City’s needs and that they intend to dispose of the 
property.  The Council shall then declare a minimum value for the property.  Approval of the attached 
resolution accomplishes these steps as well as establishing a public hearing date to consider the 
disposition of the property. 
Following these declarations, a public hearing must be held to allow input on the disposition of the property.  
After the public hearing, the Council can then direct staff to dispose of the property.  In this case, the 

MONDAY May 7, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 
 



property is proposed to be sold to the Urban Renewal Agency.  The Council can authorize the sale of the 
property to another tax supported government agency by adopting an ordinance to that end. 

Budget Impact: 
There is no significant budget impact associated with the Council’s approval of this request.  There will be a 
small cost to notify the public hearing.  Following the public hearing, the City will receive some revenue 
from the sale of the property to the Urban Renewal Agency.  Staff hired Western Appraisal to perform an 
appraisal of the property.  That appraisal indicated the value of the Brown Lot to be $55,000.  It is 
anticipated that, should the Council decide to sell the lot to the Urban Renewal Agency following a public 
hearing, the City would sell it for $55,000 plus the cost of the appraisal ($2,800). 

Regulatory Impact: 
As discussed above, approval of this request will initiate the disposition process for the described property.  
This is the first step in the process to be followed by a public hearing. 

Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council approve the attached resolution as presented and set Monday, May 28, 
2012 at 6:00 p.m. for a public hearing to consider the sale of the described property to the Urban Renewal 
Agency. 

Attachments: 
1. Location Map 
2. Resolution 



 



 
RESOLUTION NO. ______ 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TWIN FALLS, 
IDAHO, DECLARING THE INTENTION OF THE CITY TO DISPOSE OF 
REAL PROPERTY, AND SETTING A DATE FOR A PUBLIC HEARING. 

 
WHEREAS, The City of Twin Falls owns Lots 17-20, Block 57, of the Twin Falls 

Townsite, Twin Falls County, Idaho, which is not needed for the City’s public purposes; and, 
WHEREAS, The Urban Renewal Agency of the City of Twin Falls wishes to acquire the 

subject property to aid its urban renewal efforts. 
WHEREAS, The subject property has been appraised at a value of $55,000. 

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

 
Section 1

 

:  That the City of Twin Falls hereby declares its intention to sell lots 17-20, Block 
57, of the Twin Falls Townsite, Twin Falls County, Idaho, to the Urban Renewal Agency of the 
City of Twin Falls, for the appraised value of $55,000. 

Section   2: That the City Council will conduct a public hearing on the exchange on 
Monday, May 28, 2012, at 6:00 PM in Council Chambers, 305 3rd

 
 Avenue East, Twin Falls, Idaho. 

Section  3

 

: That this Resolution of Intention be published in the Times News at least 14 
days before the public hearing date. 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL        , 2012. 
SIGNED BY THE MAYOR         , 2012. 
 

 ___________________________________ 
 Mayor Greg Lanting 

ATTEST: 
 
__________________________ 
Deputy City Clerk 
 
PUBLISH: 
 



 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 Request: 

Consideration of adoption of one (1) ordinance(s) regarding a request for the annexation of a 37 (+/-) acres for property 
located approximately 565’ west of the western boundary of 3767 North 3300 East, c/o John Winnie, Chobani Director of Operations on 
behalf of Agro Farma

 
.  (app. 2506)    

 
Time Estimate: 
Staff presentation may be approximately five (5) minutes. 
 
Approval Process: 

 

(C) The Council, prior to adoption, amendment or repeal of the plan or Zoning Ordinance, shall conduct at 
least one public hearing using the same notice and hearing procedures as the Commission.  Following the hearing of 
the Council, if the Council makes a material change in the plan or zone, further notice and hearing shall be provided 
before the Council adopts the plan or zone. 

As per TF City Code: 10-15-2( C) & (D) 

 
(D) Concurrently or immediately following the adoption of an ordinance of annexation, the Council shall 

amend the planning and zoning regulations as shall be found to be necessary. (Ord. 2012, 7-6-1981) 
 

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

Compliance with the notice and hearing procedures governing a zoning district boundary change as set forth in section 
Idaho State Statute §50-222(5)a(iv) 

67-6511, Idaho Code, on the question of whether the property should be annexed and, if annexed, the zoning designation 
to be applied thereto; provided however, the initial notice of public hearing concerning the question of annexation and 
zoning shall be published in the official newspaper of the city and mailed by first class mail to every property owner with 
lands included in such annexation proposal not less than twenty-eight (28) days prior to the initial public hearing. All 
public hearing notices shall establish a time and procedure by which comments concerning the proposed annexation may 
be received in writing and heard and, additionally, public hearing notices delivered by mail shall include a one (1) page 
summary of the contents of the city's proposed annexation plan and shall provide information regarding where the 
annexation plan may be obtained without charge by any property owner whose property would be subject to the 
annexation proposal. 

 
 

 Budget Impact: 
 Approval of this request will not impact the City budget. 
 
 Regulatory Impact: 
 The Council’s adoption of the ordinance(s) will allow the property to be annexed into the city limits and developed as 

approved.  
 
 
 

DATE:   MONDAY   --   MAY 07, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 

http://www.legislature.idaho.gov/idstat/Title67/T67CH65SECT67-6511.htm�


 
 History: 

On March 13, 2012 the Commission unanimously recommended the existing M-2 zoning as appropriate.   
 

On April 09, 2012, the City Council unanimously approved a request for the annexation of a 37 (+/-) acres for property 
located approximately 565’ west of the western boundary of 3767 North 3300 East as presented.   

 
 

 Analysis:   
 The ordinance has been prepared as directed by the Council and is recommended for adoption as submitted.   
 
 Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council adopt the attached ordinance as submitted. 
 

 Attachments: 
1. Ordinance 
2. Portion of the April 09, 2012  City Council Minutes 











































































































 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
Request: 
Consideration of adoption of the CANYON PARK WEST AMENDED C-1 CRO PUD AGREEMENT between the City of Twin 
Falls and Canyon Park I, LLC and Canyon Park Development, LLC.   
 
Time Estimate: 
The approval process of these documents is not typically opened for public comment, however, due to the 
public interest expressed regarding this project upon completion of the presentation there will be an 
opportunity for the public to make a comment.     
 

 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 will 
be assessed at a higher value than undeveloped property.  

 
Regulatory Impact: 

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

 

History: 
On April 09, 2012 

 

 the City Council approved a request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment from C 
C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD for 25 +/- acres, as presented, subject to the following conditions:  located at the 
south west corner of Hwy 30 / Kimberly Road and 3300 East Road, as presented,  by a vote of 5 for and 2 against – 
subject to the following conditions: 

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

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

3. Subject to 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. 
8. Prohibit any signage from being placed on the back of the buildings facing the canyon.   

 
Analysis:   
 The PUD Agreement has been prepared as directed by the Council and is recommended for adoption as submitted.   
 

DATE:   Monday    May 07, 2012 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 

From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 



Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council adopt the attached PUD Agreement as submitted.   

Attachments: 
1. PUD Agreement 
2. Portion of the April 9, 2012 City Council Minutes 









































































 
 
 

Public Meeting:     MONDAY,   MAY 07, 2012  

To:             Honorable Mayor and City Council  

From:        Mitch Humble, Community Development Department 
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AGENDA ITEM 

 
 Request:  
 Request for consideration of the Final Plat of Canyon Park Amended Subdivision – A PUD, 25 (+/-) acres consisting 

of 12 commercial lots and on property located west and north of the intersection of Blue Lakes Boulevard North 
and Fillmore Street.   c/o Gerald Martens, EHM Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Canyon Park Development, LLC ., c/o 
Tina Luper.

Applicant: 

  
 

 Time Estimate: 

The approval process of these documents is not typically opened for public comment, however, due to 
the public interest expressed regarding this project upon completion of the presentation there will be 
an opportunity for the public to make a comment.     

 Background: 
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-1 PUD, Blue Lakes Blvd N, - 
Canyon Park East – commercial 
development 

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, 10-12-2.4 

 
Approval Process: 
Upon approval of a preliminary plat by the Planning & Zoning Commission a final plat, in conformance with the 
approved preliminary plat and any conditions placed by the Commission is reviewed by the Engineering Dept.   
Upon acceptance that the final plat is in general conformance with minimum requirements it is scheduled before 
the City Council.   If approved the developer/owner has 2 years to record the plat.  The code does allow the 
developer/owner to  request one extension of the approval for a maximum of an additional two years.  Failure to 
record the plat within this time shall make the approval null and void.   
 
Budget Impact: 
Approval of this request will have negligible impact on the City budget. 
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Regulatory Impact: 
Approval of this request will allow the applicant to proceed to develop a Final Plat in conformance with the 
approved Preliminary Plat,  Planned Unit Development Agreement and any conditions placed on the approval. 

 
History: 
On December 19, 1994 the 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 aka Canyon Park West. 
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. 
On February 7, 2000 the 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 – aka Canyon Park East,  and they also approved a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment  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 20000 block of Blue Lakes Blvd N and 
north of the 2100 block of Fillmore Street- aka Canyon Park North No. 1.  There was a 7 +/- acre section in the middle 
of Canyon Park North No. 1 that was not rezoned but retained the R-1 43,000 zoning designation.  This area had been 
under review for a hotel/convention center but the City Council wanted to review this part of the development 
further.   
The final plat for Canyon Park North, Phase 1 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 March 13, 2012 the Planning & Zoning Commission heard a rezone request – which included both Canyon Park 
North No. 1 PUD & Canyon Park West PUD and also included the 7 +/- acres previously excluded.    The development  
was recommended for approval as presented subject to several 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 heard a request and recommended approval for Vacation of 
the 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. 
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On April 9, 2012 the City Council heard both the rezone request and the vacation request and approved both 
requests, as presented.   
 

 Analysis: 
 
This Final Plat for the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision PUD includes 25 (+/-) acres and was rezoned on April 9, 2012 
to C-1 CRO PUD.  The request is to plat 12 lots for a mixed commercial development.   

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, 
common areas, and a Trail Head park.  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.  Also included is a 10,000 sq ft public Trailhead Park with amenities. 

The Twin Falls Canal Company 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 prior to 
recordation of the plat. 

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 Council approve the final plat of the Canyon Park Amended Subdivision – a PUD, as presented, staff 
recommends approval be subject to the eight (8) conditions placed upon the preliminary plat by the Commission 
and including:  

 
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. 
9. Subject to final approval by the City Engineer of the Construction Plans 

 
Attachments: 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Area Zoning Map  
3. Aerial of the Project Site 
4. Approved Preliminary Plat (04-10-12) 
5. Submitted Final Plat 
6. Master Development Plan 
7. Round-about Proposal 
8. Letter from Cheri Condi dated April 6, 2012 
9. Site Photos (4) 
10. DRAFT Easement & Maintenance Agreement (05-02-12) 
11. April 10, 2012 Planning & Zoning Minutes 
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VICINITY MAP

Twin Falls 
High School

Sawtooth
Elementary

CSI 
Campus

Lazy J Mobile Home Park

Magic Valley Mall
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ZONING MAP

1411 Falls Ave E, Suite 401

Lazy J Mobile Home ParkC-1 PUD

OS

R-1 VAR

R-4 PUD

C-1 PUD-
Proposed C-1 

CRO PUD
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AERIAL MAP
1411 Falls Ave E, Suite 401

Magic Valley Mall
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FUTURE LAND USE MAP

Lazy J Mobile Home Park
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AGENDA ITEM  
 Request: 

 Consideration of adoption of one (1) ordinance(s) regarding a request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map 
Amendment from C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD for 25 +/- acres 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

 

. (app. 
2508)          

 Time Estimate: 
 The approval process of these documents is not typically opened for public comment, however, due to the public interest 

expressed regarding this project upon completion of the presentation there will be an opportunity for the public to make a 
comment. 

 
Approval Process: 

 
State Code:   Idaho Code 67-6509 
City Code:   Title 10; Chapter 14;  Zoning Amendments 
 

10-14-7: ACTION BY COUNCIL:  
The Council, prior to adopting, revising or rejecting the amendment to this Title as recommended by the Commission shall 
conduct at least one public hearing using the same notice and hearing procedures as the Commission.  Following the Council 
hearing, if said Council makes a material change from what was presented at the public hearing, further notice and hearing 
shall be provided before the Council adopts the amendment.  
Upon granting or denying an application to amend this Title, the Council shall specify:  

(A) The regulations and standards used in evaluating the application.  
(B) The reasons for approval or denial.  
(C) The actions, if any, that the applicant could take to obtain a permit.  

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

 Budget Impact: 
 Approval of this request will not impact the City budget.   
 Regulatory Impact: 
 The Council’s adoption of the ordinance(s) will allow the property to be zoned as approved and developed in compliance with 

the M-2 requirements.   
 History: 

On April 09, 2012 

 

 the City Council approved a request for a Zoning District Change and Zoning Map Amendment 
from C C-1 PUD and SUI PUD to C-1 CRO PUD for 25 +/- acres, as presented, subject to the following conditions:  
located at the south west corner of Hwy 30 / Kimberly Road and 3300 East Road, as presented,  by a vote of 5 for 
and 2 against – 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. 

DATE:   Monday    May 07, 2012 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 

From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 



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. 
8. Prohibit any signage from being placed on the back of the buildings facing the canyon.   
 
 

 Analysis:   
 The ordinance has been prepared as directed by the Council and are recommended for adoption as submitted.   
 
 Conclusion: 

Staff recommends that the Council adopt the attached ordinance as submitted.   
 Attachments: 

1. Ordinance 
2. Portion of the April 9, 2012 City Council Minutes 
3. Letters:  Citizen Input on Final Plat and PUD 













































 

 

Received a phone call from Ms. Jody Twiss on May 3, 2012, stating she is in favor of the Canyon Park 
West development. 

 

 

 

Jody Twiss 

743 River View Drive 

Twin Falls, ID  83301 
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