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

AGENDA ITEMS Purpose By: 
I. 

1. Consideration of a request to approve the accounts payable for May 22 - 29, 2012. 
CONSENT CALENDAR: 

2. Consideration of a request to approve the May 14, 2012, City Council Minutes. 
3. Consideration of an 8th and Final Extension of the final plat of Americana (formerly Syringa) 

Subdivision, 2.88(+/-) acres, to develop 12 residential lots and 2 tracts, located at the north 
side of the 600 block of Falls Ave West.  

Action 
 

Staff Report 
Sharon Bryan 
L. Sanchez 
Mitch Humble 
 
 

II. 
1. Presentation of Certificate of Appreciation to Garrett Boylard from Eastern Idaho Railroad for 

assistance to the Historic Preservation Commission at their historic warehouse district 
walking tour.  

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

2. Consideration of a request for the appointments of Craig Manning and Tom Reynolds to the 
Parks & Recreation Commission. 

3. Consideration of the request of Gary Nelson/Nelson & Company for Waiver of the Non-
Conforming Building Expansion Permit Process to allow the expansion of an existing non-
conforming residence at 898 Wendell Street.    

4. Consideration of a request to reject all bids received on the Radio Communications Tower 
Project, to be constructed at the city gun range, and to rebid the project. 

5. Consideration of a request to award the 2012 Seal Coat Project to Emery, Inc., for 
$353,598.62. 

6. Consideration of a request to award the 2012 Slurry Seal Project to Kloepfer, Inc., for 
$409,921.67. 

7. Consideration of a request to amend Twin Falls City Code 6-2-6(C) by prohibiting 
possession of inhalants with the intent to inhale, possession of paraphernalia for the 
inhalation of inhalants, being present at a place where inhalants are used or held for use, 
and amending the definition of inhalants.  

8. Consideration of a request to hire a grant writer to assist with developing and submitting an 
application to the U.S. Department of Transportation for a Small Community Air Service 
Development Program Grant. 

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

 
Presentation 
 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 
Action 
 
 
 
Action 
 

 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Dennis Bowyer 
 
Mitch Humble 
 
 
Craig Stotts 
 
Jacqueline Fields 
 
Jacqueline Fields 
 
Fritz Wonderlich 
 
 
 
Travis Rothweiler/ 
Bill Carberry 

III.  ADVISORY BOARD REPORTS/ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

 

IV.   
1. A public hearing to consider the City’s intent to dispose of approximately 0.29 acre of 

underutilized City owned property located at 156 3rd Avenue North. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS:              6:00  

2. A public hearing to consider the City’s intent to dispose of the City’s 1/3 interest in 
approximately 20 acres of land located on the north side of Addison Avenue West at Rock 
Creek. 

 
Public Hearing 
 
Public Hearing 

 
Mitch Humble 
 
Dennis Bowyer 

V. ADJOURNMENT:      

AGENDA 
Meeting of the Twin Falls City Council 

Tuesday, May 29, 2012 
City Council Chambers 

305 3rd Avenue East -Twin Falls, Idaho 
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*Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above noticed meeting 
should contact Leila Sanchez at (208) 735-7287 at least two working days before the meeting. 
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Twin Falls City Council-Public Hearing Procedures for Zoning Requests 
 

1. Prior to opening the first Public Hearing of the session, the Mayor shall review the public hearing procedures. 
2. Individuals wishing to testify or speak before the City Council shall wait to be recognized by the Mayor, approach the 

microphone/podium, state their name and address, then proceed with their comments.  Following their statements, 
they shall write their name and address on the record sheet(s) provided by the City Clerk.  The City Clerk shall make 
an audio recording of the Public Hearing. 

3. The Applicant, or the spokesperson for the Applicant, will make a presentation on the application/request (request).  
No changes to the request may be made by the applicant after the publication of the Notice of Public Hearing.  The 
presentation should include the following: 

• A complete explanation and description of the request. 
• Why the request is being made. 
• Location of the Property. 
• Impacts on the surrounding properties and efforts to mitigate those impacts. 

Applicant is limited to 15 minutes, unless a written request for additional time is received, at least 72 hours prior to 
the hearing, and granted by the Mayor. 

4. A City Staff Report shall summarize the application and history of the request. 
• The City Council may ask questions of staff or the applicant pertaining to the request. 

5. The general public will then be given the opportunity to provide their testimony regarding the request.  The Mayor 
may limit public testimony to no less than two minutes per person. 

• Five or more individuals, having received personal public notice of the application under consideration, may 
select by written petition, a spokesperson.  The written petition must be received at least 72 hours prior to 
the hearing and must be granted by the mayor.  The spokesperson shall be limited to 15 minutes.   

• Written comments, including e-mail, shall be either read into the record or displayed to the public on the 
overhead projector. 

• Following the Public Testimony, the applicant is permitted five (5) minutes to respond to Public Testimony. 
 

6. Following the Public Testimony and Applicant’s response, the hearing shall continue.  The City Council, as 
recognized by the Mayor, shall be allowed to question the Applicant, Staff or anyone who has testified.  The Mayor 
may again establish time limits. 

7. The Mayor shall close the Public Hearing.  The City Council shall deliberate on the request.  Deliberations and 
decisions shall be based upon the information and testimony provided during the Public Hearing.  Once the Public 
Hearing is closed, additional testimony from the staff, applicant or public is not allowed.  Legal or procedural 
questions may be directed to the City Attorney. 

* Any person not conforming to the above rules may be prohibited from speaking.  Persons refusing to comply with such 
prohibitions may be asked to leave the hearing and, thereafter removed from the room by order of the Mayor. 
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Request: 
Presentation of Certificate of Appreciation to Garrett Boylard from Eastern Idaho Railroad for assistance 
to the Historic Preservation Commission at their historic warehouse district walking tour.  

Time Estimate: 
Darrell Buffaloe, the Historic Preservation Commission Chairman, will need approximately 2 minutes for the 
presentation.  
  
Background: 
On May 19, 2012 the Historic Preservation Commission celebrated Idaho Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation Month by holding a walking tour of the Warehouse Historic District. Mr. Boylard from 
Eastern Idaho Railroad assisted the Historic Preservation Commission by displaying a locomotive on the 
tracks across from Red’s Trading Post. Mr. Boylard gave a short presentation to several groups of people 
on the history of the railroad and its importance to the City of Twin Falls. The event was a huge success 
with 80 to 100 people attending. There were several comments regarding when the Historic Preservation 
Commission was “going to do it again”. 
 
Approval Process: 
None 
 
Budget Impact: 
None 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
None 
 
Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the City Council honor Garrett Boylard from Eastern Idaho Railroad for his 
assistance to the Historic Preservation Commission at their historic warehouse district walking tour. 
 
Attachments: 
None 

 
 
 

Tuesday    May 29, 2012 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 
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Request: 
Consideration of a request for the appointments of Craig Manning and Tom Reynolds to the 
Parks & Recreation Commission. 
 
Time Estimate: 
The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes.  Following the presentation, we expect 
some time for questions and answers. 
 
Background: 
The Commission had two openings in April, applications for the openings were due on Friday 
April 20th and staff received five applications.  The interview committee consisted of Mayor 
Greg Lanting, Parks & Recreation Commission Liaison Councilman Shawn Barigar, Chairman 
of the Commission Kevin Dane, and Parks & Recreation Director Dennis Bowyer.  On 
Monday May 21st, the interview committee interviewed the five applicants. 
 
Approval Process: 
City Code 2-4-3, states: “… members of the Parks & Recreation Commission to be appointed 
by the Mayor and confirmed by the members of the City Council”.  Also Code 2-4-4, states: 
“Any vacancies occurring in the membership of the Parks & Recreation Commission for any 
reason shall be filled by the Mayor, to be confirmed by the City Council.”  It has been the 
City’s policy to conduct interviews when vacancies occurred due to resignation, terms not 
being renewed or members serving their full terms. 
 
Budget Impact: 
None 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
Approval of this request will bring the membership to the full nine members on the Parks & 
Recreation Commission. 
 
Conclusion: 
The interview committee recommends that the City Council confirms the Mayor’s 
appointments of Craig Manning and Tom Reynolds to the Parks & Recreation Commission.  
Craig Manning’s term will be from June 2012 to April 2014 and Tom Reynolds’ term will be 
from June 2012 to April 2015. 
 
Staff concurs with the Mayor’s recommendation. 
 
Attachment: 
Craig Manning’s Application 
Tom Reynolds’ Application 

 

Tuesday,  May 29, 2012 City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Dennis J. Bowyer, Parks & Recreation Director 
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ITEM II 
Request:   
 

Consideration of the request of Gary Nelson/Nelson & Company For Waiver of the Non-Conforming Building Expansion Permit 
Process to allow the expansion of an existing non-conforming residence At 898 Wendell Street.  (App 2521) 
 

Time:  
 
 The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes.  

 
History:  

 
Attached is a request from Gary Nelson/Nelson & Company asking the City Council to waive the Non-Conforming Building 
Expansion Permit process so he can build an addition onto an existing non-conforming residence.  The existing residence, 
located at 898 Wendell Street, is zoned R-2.  As per city code 10-4-4.3(E) the minimum building setbacks of twenty feet (20’) are 
required from both the front & rear property line and a seven foot (7’) side building setback.  As this property is located on a 
corner lot both street frontages have a minimum 20’ building setback from property line and the side and rear yard setback is 
seven foot (7’) from the property line.  However, as Falls Avenue is an arterial street the building setback is a minimum of eighty 
foot (80’) from centerline of Falls Avenue.  The property is non-conforming in that the existing residence is at forty-eight feet (48’) 
from the centerline of Falls Avenue.  The residence encroaches thirty-two feet (32’) into Falls Avenue right-of-way.  The front, 
rear and south side setbacks are in compliance. 
 
The narrative states Mr. Nelson wishes to place a ninety-nine square foot (99 sq ft/5.5’ x 18’) addition onto the existing master 
bedroom.  The proposed addition will not create any further encroachment into the setback and will not create a sight obstruction 
at the intersection.     
 
As per City Code section 10-3-4, the requirements of the non-conforming section “may be waived for residences and residential 
uses by motion and minute entry of the City Council.”  If the Council does not approve the waiver, the property owner will need to 
apply for the Non-conforming Building Expansion Permit.  The Non-conforming Building Expansion Permit process requires a 
public hearing before the Planning & Zoning Commission.  This process takes about 30-45 days from the date an application is 
submitted.    If the decision is appealed it would extend the time another 30-45 days. 
 

Budget Impact: 
Approval of this request will not impact the City budget. 

Regulatory Impact: 
Approval of this request will allow the applicant to expand the non-conforming residence. 
 

Conclusion: 
If the City Council grants this request, as presented, staff recommends approval be subject to the following 
condition:  

1. Subject to complete review by Building, Engineering, Fire, and Zoning Departments to 
ensure compliance with all applicable City Code requirements and Standards for existing 
and proposed buildings on the site. 

 
Attachments: 

MONDAY   TUESDAY,    MAY 29, 2012 
 
To:    Honorable Mayor Lanting and City Council 
 
From:    Mitch Humble, Community Development Department 
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1. Narrative/Letter of Request 
2. Vicinity Map 
3. Zoning Map 
4. Aerial of the Area with setbacks highlighted 
5. Site Plan  
6. photos of property/residence 
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VICINITY MAP

CSI

898 Wendell St

Perrine 
Elementary

Robert Stuart 
Middle School
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ZONING MAP

898 Wendell St
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AERIAL MAP

898 Wendell St

80’ setback from 
Centerline of 

Falls Ave

20’ setback from 
property line on 

Wendell St

Proposed Expansion

48’ setback from 
Centerline
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Location of proposed 
expansion 
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Location of proposed 
expansion 



 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:   
 
Consideration of a request to reject all bids submitted for the Radio Communications Tower 
Project to be constructed at the city gun range. 
 
Time: 
 
Staff presentation and discussion will take approximately 5 minutes. 
 
Background:  
 
The City of Twin Falls has faced several challenges with our communications system since it 
was designed in 2003.  Our current system is a single-tower site, which isn't sufficient to cover 
the 18-square mile area in the city limits.  Key areas of town receive limited coverage to no 
communications coverage, which poses a danger for emergency personnel, citizens, and tourists. 

The most significant problem facing the City is the poor or unreliable radio communications for 
first responders in the northwest, northeast, and Shoshone Falls/Dierkes areas of town.  This is 
attributed to the significant growth in the north end area of town in the last couple of years.  This 
growth includes a new high school, Wal-Mart, housing developments, Walgreens, St. Luke's 
Hospital, and three multiple-story hotels.  Furthermore, there are existing structures in the 
northwest area of town that are problematic for communications.  These structures include, but 
are not limited to, Costco, WinCo Foods, Canyon Crest and Target.  The northeast area of town 
is also problematic for communications.  These structures include, but are not limited to, the 
Magic Valley Mall, Shopko, and Sportsman’s Warehouse. 
 
January 1, 2013, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has mandated that all radio 
frequencies be narrowband compliant.  What does this mean?  In essence, the current bandwidth 
that we operate under will be split in half, which many experts predict could reduce coverage as 
much as twenty percent (20%).  We cannot afford to lose anymore coverage; in fact, we need to 
increase our coverage in the areas mentioned above as well as the fire district. 
 
The construction of a communications tower at the city gun range will provide increased 
coverage in the north end of town, ensure compliance with the FCC’s narrowband mandate, and 
provide the needed infrastructure for future growth of the system. 
 
Budget Impact: 
 
This project was budgeted for the FY2012 budget.   

May 29, 2012, City Council Meeting 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:  Lieutenant Craig Stotts 



 
Agenda for May 29, 2012 
RE:  Radio Communications Tower 
From:  Lieutenant Craig Stotts 
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Petruzelli Electric LLC  $156,710.00 
White Cloud Communications $158,397.00 
Idaho Tower Construction Co. $207,825.00 
 
The following companies submitted bids for the project and all bids were unresponsive. 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
 
Due to the FCC Federal Mandate and potential coverage loss, we were instructed by the City 
Council to move forward with the project.  
 
Conclusion: 
 
Staff requests that the Council reject all bids and re-bid the project. 
 
Attachments:  
 
None 
 
CS 
 
 



 
 

Request: 
Consideration of award of the 2012 Seal Coat Project to Emery, Inc.  

Time Estimate: 
Approximately 5 minutes. 

Background: 
On May 17, 2012 bids were opened for the 2012 Seal Coat Project.  Two bids were received and the low 
bidder was Emery, Inc. of Filer, ID, in the amount of $353,598.62.   
 

Budget Impact: 
The bid is $353,598.62 and the budget is $800,000.00.  The City will also contract a Slurry Seal project this 
year at a cost of $409,921.67 which will share in the $800,000.00 allocated.  The remaining $36,480 will be 
used to clean existing chips at the stockyard for the seal coat project, to purchase chip tabs to preserve 
locations of the existing pavement markings, and to purchase new thermoplastic pavement markings.  

Regulatory Impact:  

 N/A 

Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the contract for 2012 Seal Coat Project 
with Emery, Inc. in the amount of $353,598.62.  
Attachments: 
1. Bid Summary 
2. 2012 Seal Coat Map 

Date:  Tuesday, May 29, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Jacqueline D. Fields, PE, City Engineer 
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Item ESTIMATED Unit Amount Unit Amount
No. BID ITEM DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT Price Bid Price Bid
1 CRS-2R Emulsion 362 TON $575.00 $208,150.00 $565.58 $204,739.96
2 Seal Coat In Place 213,895.03 SY $0.68 $145,448.62 $1.02 $218,172.93

Total $353,598.62 Total $422,912.89

Budgeted Amount $800,000.00

Emery, Inc. 
21357 Hwy 30 

Bid Open Date: May 17, 2012
Filer, ID  83328 Paul, ID 83347

PROJECT:
2012 Seal Coat Project

BID SUMMARY
CITY OF TWIN FALLS

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

Kloepfer, Inc.
P.O. Box 840





 
 

Request: 
Consideration of award of the 2012 Slurry Seal Project to Kloepfer, Inc.  

Time Estimate: 
Approximately 5 minutes. 

Background: 
On May 17, 2012 bids were opened for the 2012 Slurry Seal Project.  Two bids were received and the low 
bidder was Kloepfer, Inc. of Paul, ID, in the amount of $409,921.67.   
 

Budget Impact: 
The bid is $409,921.67 and the budget is $800,000.00.  The City will also contract a Seal Coat project this 
year at a cost of $353,598.62 which will share in the $800,000.00 allocated.  The remaining $36,480 will be 
used to clean existing chips at the stockyard for the seal coat project, to purchase chip tabs to preserve 
locations of the existing pavement markings, and to purchase new thermoplastic pavement markings.  

Regulatory Impact:  

 N/A 

Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the contract for 2012 Slurry Seal 
Project with Kloepfer, Inc. in the amount of $409,921.67.  
Attachments: 
1. Bid Summary 
2. 2012 Slurry Seal Map 

Date:  Tuesday, May 29, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Jacqueline D. Fields, PE, City Engineer 
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Item ESTIMATED Unit Amount Unit Amount
No. BID ITEM DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT Price Bid Price Bid
1 Slurry Seal in Place 199,144.04 SY $1.75 $348,502.07 $1.67 $332,570.55
2 Crack Seal in Place 111,672.00 LF $0.55 $61,419.60 $0.90 $100,504.80

Total $409,921.67 Total $433,075.35

Budgeted Amount $800,000.00

BID SUMMARY
CITY OF TWIN FALLS

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

Curtis Clean Sweep, Inc.
P.O. Box 44112

Bid Open Date: May 17, 2012
Paul, ID 83347 Boise, ID 83711

PROJECT:
2012 Slurry Seal Project

Kloepfer, Inc.
P.O. Box 840













 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request:   
Consideration of a request to hire a grant writer to assist with developing and submitting an 
application to the U.S. Dept. of Transportation for a Small Community Air Service Development 
Program Grant. 
 
Time Estimate:  
This item will take approximately 10-15 minutes with additional time for questions 
 
Background:  
The Small Community Air Service Development Program (SCASPD) was first developed in 
2001to assist communities with small-hub and non-hub airports like Magic Valley Regional to 
improve their air service. The major objective of the Small Community Program is to help 
communities secure enhancements that will be responsive to their air transportation/air fare 
needs on a long-term basis after the financial support of the grant has ended.  One of the most 
effective uses of these grants is through the use of revenue guarantees for an airline to expand or 
develop new service combined with a marketing initiative. 
 
Earlier this month, I along with 3 members of our business community, Dan Olmstead SIEDO 
Chairman and Airport Board member, Jan Rogers, SIEDO Director, and Shawn Barigar 
Chamber of Commerce CEO and City Councilman, met with SkyWest officials including V.P. of 
Market Development, Mike Thompson.  The group had a very productive meeting discussing the 
state of the national air service industry and the challenges airlines face.  Our local leaders were 
able to shed some light on our community’s growth and particularly our new business expansion. 
 
Some of the good news we heard from the airline is that although the schedule had been reduced 
from 4 to 3 flights last fall, our daily passengers have been maintained and the 3 flights are doing 
well.  The group also discussed the possibilities for adding an additional flight back in to the 
schedule.  The airline is risk-adverse to adding additional flight capacity on a system basis 
overall, including our market.  The idea of our community applying for a Small Community 
Grant was discussed and the airline said they would write a letter of support to include with our 
grant application.  The working idea is to utilize grant funds for an airline revenue guarantee and 
a local marketing plan for expanded SkyWest service to Twin Falls.  This additional capacity 
could potentially be an added 30-seat Brasilia turbo-prop frequency into the schedule.  The 
introduction of 50-seat regional jet service was also discussed, yet, its introduction into the 
market is still uncertain. 
 
The Dept of Transportation has set a tight timeline for grant applications; announcement came 
out on May 15th

 

 with applications due by June 11. Due to the tight time frame, I have asked for a 
proposal from the air service consulting firm of Mead & Hunt to help our community prepare the 
application for the Small Community Grant. 

May 29, 2012, City Council Meeting 
 
To:  Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From:   Travis Rothweiler, City Manager  
 Bill Carberry, Airport Manager 



The Dept of Transportation generally considers these priorities when looking to award a grant: 
 
The law states that the Department will give priority to communities or consortia of communities 
(1) experiencing higher than average air fares, (2) where a portion of the cost of the project in 
the proposal is provided from local, non-airport revenue sources, (3) the community/consortium 
has or will establish a public private partnership to facilitate air service to the public, and (4) 
the grant will provide material benefits to a broad segment of the traveling public, including 
businesses, educational institutions and other enterprises whose access to the national air 
transportation system is limited. 
 
Of these considerations, the primary one would be the public/ private partnership approach to 
utilizing a grant.  With this grant process now having some history to draw on, the participation 
of the business community’s financial support of a percentage of the grant amount, typically 
10% as a minimum, is critical to an applications consideration. 
 
The public entity (excluding airport revenue) would also be able to participate in financial 
support, but this is not looked at as a requirement.  The public entity/airport is viewed by the 
DOT as the organization responsible for grant administration and reimbursement reporting 
within the program. 
 
After discussing this with the consultant and reviewing other communities past proposals, a grant 
request for $500,000 would position the community to work out a revenue guarantee program 
with the airline.  This amount combined with a minimum contribution from the business 
community of approximately $50,000 in cash for a complimentary marketing program to 
highlight the additional service, and a support letter from SkyWest would be a strong application 
for the U.S. Dept. of Transportation to consider.  It is my understanding that letters from an 
airline in support of a community grant is not easily obtained. 
 
Included in an attachment to this report is a proposal from Mead & Hunt for services related to 
the timely submittal of a grant application on behalf of our community. 
 
Approval Process:  
The council would need a majority vote to move ahead with the agreement with Mead & Hunt to 
develop the grant application.  In addition, an understanding with the business community to 
develop a public/private partnership in support of the grant and its accompanying financial 
support and implementation would be needed. 
 
Budget Impact:  
The cost for the consultant agreement to develop and submit the application by the June 11 
deadline is $14,950.  Contingency dollars could be used for the project. 
 
Regulatory Impact:   
There are particular federal regulations disallowing the use of airport revenue to underwrite 
service to an airline.  However, airport revenues are allowed for the professional services related 
to the grant application.  The airport also has the ability to use airport revenue to market air 
service available at the airport. 
 
Conclusion:  
In conclusion, I would ask the Council to strongly consider moving ahead with the grant 
application for a Small Community Grant.  The idea that we partner with the business 
community to help strengthen and expand our service to Salt Lake City’s large-hub airport is a 



reasonable & valuable approach to additional service, particularly during these difficult times in 
the air service industry. 
 
Attachments:  Professional Service Agreement-Mead & Hunt 



 
 
 

 
May 21, 2012 
 
 
 
Bill Carberry 
Airport Manager 
Magic Valley Regional Airport 
PO Box 1907 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
 
Subject: Proposal and Agreement for Air Service Consulting Services 
 
Dear Bill: 
 
Based on our discussions, it is my understanding that you are interested in Mead & Hunt assisting Magic 
Valley Regional Airport (TWF) with submitting a Small Community Air Service Development Program 
(SCASDP) grant application. Mead & Hunt is pleased to submit this proposal for your review, which 
includes a scope of services, compensation, and authorization.   
 
Scope of Services 
After acceptance of this proposal, Mead & Hunt shall complete the following tasks: 
 
1. SCASDP 2012 
Mead & Hunt will assist TWF with the completion of a SCASDP grant application.  The TWF application 
will be prepared in accordance with the guidelines issued by the US Department of Transportation in the 
Order Soliciting Community Grant Proposals.  In preparing the grant application, Mead & Hunt, with timely 
input from TWF and the community, will provide the following professional services:  
 
Air service background and issues 

• Identify TWF’s catchment area and proximity to competing airports and market potential for 
supporting service  

• Describe the community’s air service needs 
• Identify local air service issues 
• Outline air service development efforts and results over the past five years 
• Summarize historic air service 

 
Action plan 

• Generate clear project goals with a focus on self-sufficiency/sustainability 
• Prepare a detailed action plan that includes public-private partnerships and a complete budget 

showing multiple funding sources (federal and non-federal contributions, other cash 
contributions, and in-kind contributions) 

• Establish/enhance public-private partnerships, highlighting community involvement support 



Bill Carberry 
May 21, 2012 
Page 2 
 

• Build a strong case for project continuation and sustainability after the grant award expires 
 
Schedule and monitoring 

• Create an action plan schedule with realistic timetable for implementation of the grant project 
• Identify program milestones  
• Develop/identify tools to monitor progress towards program goals and the use of funds 

 
Application submission 

• Deliver SCASDP grant application that meets the specific requirements of the US DOT Order 
• Provide the US DOT with an electronic copy of the grant application by the deadline 

 
2. Additional services 
Additional services may be requested by TWF that are not described above.  Additional services may 
include but are not limited to: the preparation of ad hoc reports; communication with airlines; coordination 
with TWF; and other elements as identified on an as needed basis.   
 
Compensation 
Mead & Hunt will be compensated for the work described under Scope of Services as set forth below: 
 
1. SCASDP 2012 
Mead & Hunt will be compensated on a lump sum basis and invoiced based on the percent of 
project completed. 
 
SCASDP grant application ....................................................................................... $14,950 
 
2. Additional Services 
Additional services provided by Mead & Hunt not described above or in other supporting documentation 
will be accommodated with a separate task order or billed in accordance with the Standard Billing Rate 
Schedule, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.   
 
The following are Mead & Hunt’s Standard Billing Rates for services billed on a time-and-materials basis.  
Standard billing rates are subject to annual adjustments in January of each year.  Mead & Hunt reserves 
the right to change billing rates based on increases in unforeseen operational costs. 
  
Standard Billing Rates  
 Clerical $73.00 / hour 
 Accounting/Administrative Assistant $88.00 / hour 
 Technical Editor $100.00 / hour 
 Senior Editor $148.00 / hour 
 Consultant $120.00 / hour 
 Senior Consultant $185.00 / hour  
Expenses  
 Company or Personal Car Mileage $0.90 / mile 
 Air and Surface Transportation Cost plus 10% 
 Lodging and Subsistence Cost plus 10% 
 Out-of-Pocket Direct Job Expenses Cost plus 10% 
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Authorization 
The Scope of Services and Compensation stated in this proposal are valid for a period of thirty (30) days 
from date of submission.  If acceptance of this proposal is not received during this period, this proposal 
may be withdrawn or modified by Mead & Hunt.   
 
Signatures of authorized representatives of TWF and Mead & Hunt shall constitute an Agreement 
between the two parties, and receipt of one signed, original copy shall represent authorization to proceed 
with the work described in the Scope of Services.  All services shall be performed in accordance with the 
General Terms and Conditions for Air Service Consulting Services included as Attachment A and which is 
made a part of this proposal.   
 
We appreciate the opportunity to submit this proposal to TWF. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
MEAD & HUNT, Inc. 
 
 
 
Trina Froehlich 
Senior Consultant 
 
 
Accepted by: MAGIC  VALLEY REGIONAL  
   AIRPORT 
 
 
By:    
Name:   
Title:  
The above person is authorized to sign for Client  
and bind the Client to the terms hereof. 
 
Date:    

Approved by:   MEAD & HUNT, INC. 
 
 
 
By:     
 Joseph Pickering 
 Vice President  
 
 
 
Date: May 21, 2012   
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Mead & Hunt, Inc.  
General Terms and Conditions for Air Service Consulting Services 

 
 
1. Mead & Hunt, Inc. will begin services upon written 

authorization to proceed.  Receipt of a signed contract 
(the “Contract”) will be considered written authorization, 
which shall be incorporated herein by reference.  If the 
terms or conditions of this agreement conflict with those 
in the Contract or any other agreement, this agreement 
shall control.  For projects requiring phased services a 
written authorization of approval of the prior phase and 
notice to proceed on the subsequent phase must be 
received prior to commencement of services.   

2. Mead & Hunt, Inc. will bill the Owner monthly, according 
to the payment method set forth in the Contract, with 
net payment due in thirty (30) days.  The quoted fee will 
control until it is amended.  Past due balances shall be 
subject to an interest charge at a rate of 1-1/2% per 
month.  In addition, Mead & Hunt, Inc. may, after giving 
seven (7) days’ written notice, suspend service under 
any agreement until the Owner has paid in full all 
amounts due it for services rendered and expenses 
incurred, including the interest charge on past 
due invoices. 

3. The quoted fees and scope of services constitute the 
best estimate of the fees and tasks required to perform 
the services as defined.  This agreement, upon 
execution by both parties hereto, may be amended only 
by written instrument signed by both parties.  For those 
projects involving conceptual or process development 
service, activities often cannot be fully defined during 
initial planning.  As the project progresses, facts 
uncovered may reveal a change in direction which may 
alter the scope.  Mead & Hunt, Inc. will inform the 
Owner in writing of such situations so that changes in 
this agreement may be made as required.  In addition, if 
the Owner requests significant modifications or changes 
in the scope of the project, the time of performance of 
Mead & Hunt, Inc.’s services and the fees shall be 
adjusted before Mead & Hunt, Inc. undertakes the 
additional work. 

4. The Owner shall be liable for and shall indemnify and 
hold Mead & Hunt, Inc. harmless for all costs and 
damages incurred by Mead & Hunt, Inc. for delays 
caused in whole or in part by the Owner’s interference 
with Mead & Hunt, Inc.’s ability to provide services, 
including, but not limited to, Owner’s failure to provide 
specified facilities or information or if Mead & Hunt, 
Inc.’s services are extended by Owner’s actions or 
inactions for more than sixty (60) days.  If delays are 
caused by unpredictable occurrences outside Owner’s 
control, including, without limitation, terrorism, fires, 
floods, riots, strikes, unavailability of labor or materials, 
delays or defaults by suppliers of materials or services, 
process shutdowns, acts of God or the public enemy, or 

acts or regulations of any governmental agency, 
then the costs for services and schedule 
commitments shall be equitably adjusted before 
Mead & Hunt, Inc. resumes its services. 

5. Mead & Hunt, Inc. will maintain insurance coverage 
for: worker’s compensation, general liability, 
automobile liability, aviation liability, and professional 
liability.  Mead & Hunt, Inc. will provide information 
as to specific limits upon written request.  If the 
Owner requires coverages or limits in addition to 
those in effect as of the date of the agreement, 
premiums for additional insurance shall be paid by 
the Owner. 

6. The liability of Mead & Hunt, Inc. to the owner for 
any indemnity commitments or for any damages 
arising in any way out of performance of this 
agreement is limited to a period of twelve (12) 
months from the date of the last bill from Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. to the Owner, whether paid or not paid by 
the Owner; such liability is limited to the amount of 
the fees paid by the Owner to Mead & Hunt, Inc. for 
performance under this agreement.  Mead & Hunt, 
Inc. shall not be liable for any loss due to terrorism. 

7. The Owner agrees to clarify and define project 
requirements and to provide such legal, accounting, 
and insurance counseling services as may be 
required for the project. 

8. As used in this agreement, the term “Confidential 
Information” means (1) proprietary information of 
Mead & Hunt, Inc. and Owner; (2) information 
marked or designated by Mead & Hunt, Inc. or 
Owner as confidential; (3) information, whether or 
not in written form and whether or not designated as 
confidential, which is known to Owner as being 
treated by Mead & Hunt, Inc. as confidential or 
known to Mead & Hunt, Inc. as being treated by 
Owner as confidential.  Confidential Information 
includes, but is not limited to, ideas, specifications, 
techniques, models, data, programs, documentation, 
processes, know-how, and financial and 
technical information.   

Owner and Mead & Hunt, Inc. shall not, during the 
term of this agreement or after the termination of this 
agreement for a period of five (5) years disclose any 
Confidential Information to any person or entity, or 
use any Confidential Information to any person or 
entity, or use any Confidential Information for the 
benefit of Owner or Mead & Hunt, Inc. as the case 
may be, or any other person or entity, except with 
the prior written consent of Mead & Hunt, Inc. or 
Owner, as the case may be. 
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9. Termination of this agreement by the Owner or Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. shall be effective upon seven (7) days’ written 
notice to the other party.  The written notice shall 
include the reasons and details for termination.  Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. will prepare a final invoice showing all 
charges incurred through the date of termination; 
payment is due as stated in paragraph 2.  If the Owner 
breaches the Contract or any other agreements entered 
into between Mead & Hunt, Inc. and the Owner or if the 
Owner fails to carry out any of the duties contained in 
these terms and conditions, Mead & Hunt, Inc. may, 
upon seven (7) days’ written notice, suspend services 
without further obligation or liability to the Owner unless, 
within such seven (7) day period, the Owner remedies 
such breach to the reasonable satisfaction of Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. 

10. The completed documents shall become the property of 
the Owner, but shall remain in the custody of Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. and Owner grants, without reservation, an 
irrevocable paid-up license to Mead & Hunt, Inc. to use 
completed original drawings and master specification 
sheets. Reuse by Owner of any documents and/or 
services pertaining to this project or extensions of this 
project or on any other project shall be at the Owner’s 
sole risk.  The Owner agrees to defend, indemnify, and 
hold harmless Mead & Hunt, Inc. from all claims, 
damages, liabilities, losses, and expenses, including 
attorneys’ fees and costs, arising out of such reuse of 
the documents and/or services by the Owner or by 
others acting with the consent of the Owner, whether or 
not such claim arises out of and/or has been caused in 
whole or in part by negligence on the part of Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. 

11. Mead & Hunt, Inc. will provide professional services in 
accordance with ordinary generally accepted air service 
consulting services.  Mead & Hunt, Inc. disclaims all 
warranties and guarantees, express or implied.  The 
parties agree that this is a contract for professional 
services and is not subject to any Uniform Commercial 
Code.  Similarly, Mead & Hunt, Inc. will not accept 
those terms and conditions offered by the Owner in its 
purchase order, requisition, notice of authorization to 
proceed, or any other contractual document except as 
set forth herein or expressly agreed to in writing.  
Written acknowledgment of receipt or the actual 
performance of services subsequent to receipt of such 
other contractual document is specifically deemed not 
to constitute acceptance of any terms or conditions 
contrary to those set forth herein. 

12. If the Owner is a municipality or state authority or any 
government authority/agency, the Owner agrees to 
indemnify and hold harmless Mead & Hunt, Inc. for all 
claims arising out of or related in any way to acts done 
by Mead & Hunt, Inc. in the exercise of legislative or 
quasi-legislative functions.  In the event Mead & Hunt, 
Inc. shall be made a party to any suit or litigation on 

account of an injury or damage to person, life, or 
property as a result of such acts done by Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. in the exercise of legislative or quasi-
legislative functions, the Owner shall, at Owner’s 
sole expense, defend such actions on behalf of 
Mead & Hunt, Inc. including claims and causes of 
action at common law, arising under any statute, or 
arising out of any governmental demand or request; 
and if judgment shall be obtained or claim allowed in 
any proceedings against Mead & Hunt, Inc., the 
Owner shall pay and satisfy such judgment or claim 
in full. 

13. Mead & Hunt, Inc. is not liable, in contract or tort or 
otherwise, for any special, indirect, consequential, or 
liquidated damages including specifically, but 
without limitation, loss of profit or revenue, loss of 
capital, delay damages, loss of goodwill, claim of 
third parties, or similar damages. 

14. This agreement shall be construed and interpreted 
in accordance with the laws of the state of 
Wisconsin.  No action may be brought except in the 
state of Wisconsin. 

15. This agreement cannot be changed or terminated 
orally.  No waiver of compliance with any provision 
or condition hereof shall be effective unless agreed 
in writing duly executed by the waiving party. 

16. This agreement contains the entire understanding 
between the parties on the subject matter hereof 
and no representations, inducements, promises or 
agreements not embodied herein (unless agreed in 
writing duly executed) shall be of any force or effect, 
and this agreement supersedes any other prior 
understanding entered into between the parties on 
the subject matter hereof.  This Agreement does not 
create any benefits for any third party. 

17. Electronic files (data or image) are part of Mead & 
Hunt, Inc.’s instruments of service and shall not be 
used by owner or anyone else receiving these data 
through or from owner for any purpose other than for 
the referenced project.  Any other use or reuse by 
owner or by others will be at the owner’s sole risk 
and without liability or legal exposure to Mead & 
Hunt, Inc.  Differences may exist between these 
electronic files and corresponding hard-copy 
documents.  Mead & Hunt, Inc. makes no 
representation regarding the accuracy or 
completeness of the electronic files provided.  In the 
event that a conflict arises between the signed or 
sealed hard-copy documents prepared by Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. and the electronic files, the signed or 
sealed hard-copy documents shall govern.  Because 
information presented on the electronic files can be 
modified, unintentionally or otherwise, Mead & Hunt, 
Inc. reserves the right to remove all indicia of 
ownership and/or involvement from each electronic 
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display.  Under no circumstances shall delivery of the 
electronic files for use be deemed a sale by Mead & 
Hunt, Inc., and Mead & Hunt, Inc. makes no warranties, 
either express or implied, of merchantability and fitness 
for any particular purpose.  In no event shall Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. be liable for any loss of profit or any 
consequential damages as a result of use, reuse, or 
unauthorized changes to electronic files or any 
data therein.   

18. In recognition of the relative risks and benefits of the 
Work to both the Owner and the Mead & Hunt, Inc., the 
risks have been allocated such that the Owner agrees, 
to the fullest extent permitted by law, to limit the liability 
of the Mead & Hunt, Inc. to the Owner for any and all 
claims, losses, costs, damages of any nature 
whatsoever or claims expenses from any cause or 
causes, including legal fees and costs and expert-
witness fees and costs, so that the total aggregate 
liability of the Mead & Hunt, Inc. (including but not 
limited to any liability of its sub-consultants) to the 
Owner shall not exceed the Mead & Hunt, Inc.’s fee for 
services rendered on the Work. It is intended that this 
limitation apply to any and all liability or cause of action 
however alleged or arising, unless otherwise prohibited 
by law.  In no event shall Mead & Hunt, Inc. be liable 
hereunder for any indirect, incidental, punitive or 
consequential damages (including lost business profit 
or claims for extended duration, delays or hindrance) 
sustained by the Owner for any matter arising out of or 
pertaining to the subject matter of this Agreement, and, 
if judgment shall be obtained or claim allowed in any 
proceedings against the Mead & Hunt, Inc., the Owner 
shall pay and satisfy such judgment or claim in full to 
the extent such judgment exceeds the Mead & Hunt, 
Inc.’s fee for services rendered on the Work. 

19. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Owner 
agrees to indemnify and hold harmless Mead & 
Hunt, Inc. and  Mead & Hunt, Inc.’s sub-consultants 
from any liability, damages, claim, costs, expenses, 
or legal fees, for injury or loss arising from errors, 
omissions or inaccuracies in documents or other 
information provided by the Owner to Mead & Hunt, 
Inc. or for any other injury or loss caused by the 
Owner, its employees, agents, other consultants, 
and/or the Property Owner, and to indemnify and 
hold harmless Mead & Hunt, Inc. and Mead & Hunt, 
Inc.’s sub-consultants (including its officers, 
directors, employees, former employees, agents, 
and partners) to the extent that the total aggregate 
of any and all liabilities (including all damages 
(direct, consequential, indirect, incidental or other 
damages), claim, costs, expenses, legal fees of any 
party) of Mead & Hunt, Inc. and its sub-consultants 
to the Owner exceeds Mead & Hunt, Inc.’s fee for 
services rendered for the PROJECT. 

20. The invalidity of any provision of this Agreement 
shall in no manner affect the validity of any other 
provision of this Agreement and the remainder of 
this Agreement shall be valid and enforceable to the 
fullest extent permitted by law. 

 



 
 

 
Request: 

A public hearing to consider the City’s intent to dispose of approximately 0.29 acre of underutilized City 
owned property located at 156 3rd

Time Estimate: 
 Avenue North. 

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

Background: 
The City owns several public parking lots downtown.  One of the lots that the City owns is located at 156 3rd 
Avenue North, 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 
has a less than ideal location due to its distance from Main Street and is underutilized because of it. 

 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 discussed this parking lot with the Urban Renewal Agency Board.  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 sells this underutilized property to the Urban Renewal 
Agency, then the Agency can make the property part of a proposal to encourage additional downtown 
redevelopment in the area.  At their May 14, 

Western Appraisal & Investment Company recently completed an appraisal of the Brown Lot for the City.  
They determined the appraised value of the property to be $55,000.  The cost of the appraisal was $2,800.  
Staff proposes that the City sell the Brown Lot to the Urban Renewal Agency for the appraised value plus 
the cost of the appraisal, or $57,800. 

2012 meeting, the Urban Renewal Agency Board directed its 
staff negotiate terms for the Agency to purchase the Brown Lot from the City. 

Approval Process: 
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.  The City Council adopted 
resolution number 1885 at their May 7, 2012 meeting accomplishing these steps and setting a public 
hearing to consider the disposition of the property tonight. 

TUESDAY May 29, 2012 
 
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Mitch Humble, Community Development Director 
 



Following these declarations, a public hearing must be held to allow input on the disposal of the property.  
After the public hearing, the Council can then direct staff to dispose of the property.  In this case, the 
property is proposed to be sold to the Urban Renewal Agency.  State law allows the Council to authorize 
the sale of the property to another tax supported government agency by adopting an ordinance to that end.  
If the Council decides to sell the property to the Agency, then staff will prepare an ordinance for 
consideration by the Council at a future meeting. 

Budget Impact: 
Approval of this item will result in the sale of real property to the Urban Renewal Agency.  The revenue 
from that sale is proposed to be $57,800. 

Regulatory Impact: 
As discussed above, approval of this request will allow staff to prepare an ordinance that transfers 
ownership of the Brown Lot to the Urban Renewal Agency. 

Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the Council direct staff to prepare an ordinance transferring ownership of 
approximately 0.29 acre of underutilized City owned property located at 156 3rd

Attachments: 

 Avenue North to the Urban 
Renewal Agency. 

Property Location Map 
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Tuesday,  May 29, 2012 City Council Meeting - Public Hearing 

 
    To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 
    From: Dennis J. Bowyer, Parks & Recreation Director  
      
___________________________________________________________________ 
 
Request: 
A public hearing to consider the City’s intent to dispose of the City’s 1/3 interest in 
approximately 20 acres of land located on the north side of Addison Avenue West at Rock 
Creek. 
 
Time Estimate: 
The staff presentation will take approximately 5 minutes.  Time will be needed for public 
input and for discussion and questions. 
 
Background: 
On Monday April 2nd, City Council directed staff to begin negotiations on a land trade with 
the County of Twin Falls.  The County’s property is the 2.78 acres at the northeast corner of 
Blake Street North and Shoup Avenue West.  The City’s property is the 1/3 interest in the 20 
acres that was originally called the Boyd property located on Addison Avenue West, west of 
the old MVRMC site where currently a gravel pit operation is located. 
 
As part of the motion that evening, the City Council declared the property as underutilized, 
directed staff to schedule a public hearing, and declined to establish a minimum value, but 
rather indicated their desire to exchange the property for another of equal value. 
 
The City received appraisals on the two properties, the Blake/Shoup property is appraised at 
$151,400, approximately $54,500 per acre.  The appraisal for the Addison property was 
limited to the approximately 14 acres above Rock Creek Canyon and is $560,000, 
approximately $40,000 per acre. 
 
City staff met twice with Commissioner Kramer to discuss the trade.  The County’s desire is 
to consider the trade of the two properties as equal value.  Commissioner Kramer feels the 
Blake/Shoup property has additional value not reflected in the appraisal because St. Lukes of 
Magic Valley has indicated to him they might be interested in acquiring the property. 
 
The reason the City is pursuing the Blake/Shoup property is for the potential use of a dog 
park and/or a community garden.  The County indicated they would like to have full control 
of the Addison property, and their plan for this property is to develop it into park land. 
 
Approval Process: 
The Council must hold a public hearing to allow input regarding the City’s intent to dispose 
of the property.  Following the public hearing, a majority vote of the Council is needed to 
direct staff to prepare the necessary documents to complete the proposed exchange of 
properties with the County. 
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Budget Impact: 
There will be some cost for the title work to accomplish the exchange; staff is proposing that 
the City share those costs equally with the County. 
 
Regulatory Impact: 
The Council’s approval of this item will authorize the land exchange with the County.  Staff 
will proceed to complete the exchange as directed. 
 
Conclusion: 
Staff recommends that the City Council discuss and provide direction to staff regarding the 
proposed land exchange with the County.   
 
Attachments: 

1. Maps of Both Properties 
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